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A. 

Abbot,  Francis  L 

Abbott,  D.  P 

Abby  Ellen  (brig,  owners  of) 

Abingdon,  Va. ,  for  use  of  publio  land  as  a  street 

Abeher,  Anderson _ 

Academy  of  Sciences.    (/See  National  Academy  of  Sciences. ) 

Adams,  Charles  H 

Adams,  O.  P 

Adulteration,  to  prevent,  of  food  and  drugs 

Agriculture,  inquiry  as  to  effect  of  present  tariflf  laws  on 

report  on  effect  of  tariff  on 

Agricultural  Department.    ( See  Dapartment  of  Agriculture. ) 

Agricultural  products,  taxing  fictitious  gambling  in 

Alabama,  resolution  for  investigation  of  violations  of  civil  service 

law  in - 

Alabama  River,  to  allow  Montgomery,  Tuscaloosa  and  Mjmpliis 

Hidlroad  to  bridge - _ 

Alaska,  relative  to  domesticated  reindeer  for 

Alcantara,  Francisco » 

Alden,  Warren  Alonzo _ 

Aldrick,  E.  J 

Alexander,  Adeline 

Alexander,  Thomas  L.  (legal  representatives  of) 

Alexander,  William  J 

Algiers,  La.,  for  dry  dock  at - 
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Appropriation  bills — Continued.  ^ 

River  and  harbor ] 

Sundry  civil 

Urgent  deficiency \ 

Aransas  Harbor  Terminal  Railway  Company,  to  allow,  to  bridge 

Corpus  Christ!  Channel - 

Arbitration.    (iSee  International  Arbitration.) 

Archer,  Henry  W^  legal  representatives  of 

Arctic,  owners  of  Hawaiian  Dark ■ 

Arizona: 

Unsurveyed  lands  in  grant  of  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Railroad  in. 

To  amend  funding  act  of 

Admission  of * ^ 

To  ratify  act  for  exhibit  at  the  World's  Fair 

Settlers  on  public  land  in  Tucson  district  of 

Relative  to  timber  cutting  on  public  lands  in 

Arkansas: 

Additional  clerk  for  courts  in  eastern  district 

Settlement  of  account  between,  and  United  States 

Armelin,  Charles,  estate  of - 

Armistead,  Vincent - 

Armstrong,  Edward  S 

Army: 

Accounts,  readjustment  of  certain,  with  officers  of  the 

Administration  of  justice,  to  promote 

Appropriation  for 

Board  of  review,  to  provide  for  a,  in  the 

Certificates  of  merit,  to  amend  law  relating  to 

Enlisled  men,  promotion  of,  in  the 

Hospital  Corps,  pay  of  privates  in 

Medical  officers  m,  grade  of  certain 

Officers,  lineal  promotion  of .-_ 

Adjustment  of  accounts  known  as  longevity  pay  of 

Detail  of,  for  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition -j 

Promotions,  to  regulate - -- 

Retired  enlisted  men,  pay  and  allowance  of,  in  the .-] 

Retired  list,  relative  for  privates  and  noncommissioned  offi-  j 
Ccjrs ( 

Summary  courts,  relative  to  powers  of 

Nurses,  relative  to  pensions  for 

Arnold,  Mrs.  M.  E- , 

Article  of  War,  to  amend  Seveateenth _. 

Arrests,  regulating  proceedings  in  cases  of,  for  offenses  against 

United  States __. 

Asbury,  J.  C , 

Ashe,  John  Baptisto,  legal  representatives  of , 

Ashland,  Wis.,  seaport  of  entry  at 

Askew,  John  J , 

Assistant  journal  clerk,  to  make  salary  of,  annual 

Athens,  Ala. ,  Cumberland  Presbyterian  Church 

Athens,  Ga.,  Cumberland  Presbyterian  Church 

Atherton,  Amanda 

Athon,  Lievenia  D 

Atkinson,  Mary  E.,  administratrix  of  Richard 

Atlanta,  Ga.,  St.  Philip's  Church 

Atlantic  Works,  Boston,  Mass i 

Aubrey,  Andrew  J 

Austin,  Sterling  T.,  heirs  of 
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Berks  County  (Pa.)  Agricultural  Society 

Beshears,  Alvis 

Beth ardS)  Henry  J 

Bethel  Springs  (Tenn.)  Presbyterian  Church _.. 

Bette,  Nichols  &  Co 

Beuter,  Francis  A 

Bevins,  Samuel 

Blddle,  Jerome  H 

BiggSf  Asa,  estate  of 

Blgler ,  James 

Bigley.  Nicholas  J 

Billings,  J.  M 

BUlingslea,  Walter  R _ 

Bills  lading.    (jSee  Interstate  commerce.) 

Binding  twine,  to  admit  free  of  duty _ _ 

Birch,  William  A 

Birchett,  William  G.  (estate  of) 

Bi-hop,  Clarissa ^ 

Bishop,  James 

Bishop,  Joshua _ 

Black,  Joseph - 

Black.  L.E..- - -.- 

Blackburn,  W.  Jasper 

Black  River,  Arkansas,  to  authorize  construction  of  bridge  across 

Blackstone,  Richard  P 

Black  well,  Thomas  (legal  representatives  of)-. _ 

Blaisdell,  Albert 

Blake,  C.  M. 

Blanckenship,  John  R._ 

Bliss.  Francis  A 

Blood,  Charles  S 

Bloom ,  Henrie ttaY _ _.. 

Blosser,  Joseph 

Blue  Mountain  Irrigation  and  Improvement  Company,  to  grant 

rights  of  way  through  Umatilla  reservation 

Blue,  Solomon  (estate  of) 
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Blumc,  Emile  M \ 


i 


Boag,  William  R _ 

Boarman,  Aleck 

Board  of  Ordnance  and  Fortification,  to  print  annual  repcirLof  War 

Department _ __ 

Board  of  review,  to  establish,  in  the  Army 

Boardman.  William,  administrator  of. 

Boatright,  Eliza  M 

Bodley,  .Julia 

Boise,  Idaho,  to  erect  public  building  _- 

Bolings,  Samuel  J _ ._ 

Bollman ,  L vdia _ .__ 

Bond,  William,  &  Co.  and  others _ 

Bonfoey,  Davis  B.,  heirs  of 

Bonfoey,  Davis  B.  and  Emma  W.,  heirs  of 

Bonner  &  Merriman _ 

Boodger ,  Adda  L ..._ _ 

Book  agents,  for  relief  of,  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  (South) 

Boone,  Esther  J 

Booth,  James  C,  deceased - 

Booth,  M.  A 

Bovell,  John  V 

Boston,  Mass.,  Atlantic  Works 

Botto,  Luigi 

Bounties.    (See  War  of  rebellion.) 

Bourke,  John  G - 
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Boutwell,  D.  W 

Bowden,  Elizabeth 

Bowen,  George  E 

Bowling,  John,  heirs  of 

Boyd,  Augustus r 

Boyd,  Elizabeth  T 

Boyd,  George  W 

Boyd,  L.H 

Boyd,  Orsemus  B 

Brackett,  Margaret 

Bradford,  Delzell  R 

B radf ord,  Joseph  J - 

Bradford,  Pa.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Bradley,  Horace  L 

Brainerd,  Martha  Noble 

Branch,  Jesse  L 

Brandt,  Jesse 

Brant,  Charles  T 

Brantly,  W,  S.  (executor  of  .1,  H.) 

Brazos  River,  to  allow  Velasco  Terminal  Railroad  Company  to 

bridge - 

Breaux,  Pierre 

Brennan,  Bridget _ 

Brewer,  Elvy.__ 

Brewer,  William  H _ 

Briant,  Mrs.  E.H 

Brica,  William.  &  Co.  and  others 

Bridgeport,  Conn.,  to  erect  addition  to  public  building  at 

Bridger,  James _ _ 

Bridges,  to  authorize  the  erection  of,  across — 

Alabama  River,  by  Montgomery,  Tuscaloosa  and  Memphis  Rail- 
road  

Black  River,  Arkansas 

Brazos  River,  by  Velasco  Terminal  Railway  Compan v 

Cahaba  River,  by  Montgomery,  Tuscaloosa  and  Memphis  R.  R. 

Co 

Calcasieu  River,  by  Liake  Charles  Bridge  and  Road  Co 

Cane  River,  La _ 

Columbia  River,  between  Oregon  and  Washington 

in  Washington 

English  Bayou,  by  Lake  Charles  Road  and  Bridge  Company . 
Hudson  River,  by  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Bridge  Company 
Illinois  River,  at — 

Havana,  111 

Whitesburg  Precinct,  Ala 

Kootenai  River 

Mississippi  River,  at — 

Davenport  Iowa  (pontoon) 

Moline,Ill 

Quincy,  111 

South  St.  Paul 

Missouri  River,  at— 

De  Witt,  Mo 

St.  Charles,  Mo 

Omaha,  Nebr 

In  South  Dakota ., 

Yankton,  S.  Dak 

Mobile  River,  by  Chicago,  Mobile  and  Gulf  Ports  R.  R.  Co  .  . 
Morris  a  ndCumming  Ship  Channel,  by  Aransas  Harbor  Termi- 
nal Rail  way  Co 

Ohio  River,  between  Cincinnati  and  Covington 

Osage  River,  at  Warsaw 
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ea,  t3  authorize  the  erection  of,  etc. — Continued. 

er  certain  rivers  in  Alabama  by  Mexican  Gulf,  Pacific  and 

Puget  Sound  Railroad  Co 

dd  River,  La.,  bv  Rapides  Bridge  Co 

ed  River  of  the  North 

io  Grande  River,  at  Brownsville,  Tex 

by  Continental  Bridge  Co 

i.  Lawrence  River  by  St.  Lawrence  Railway  Co 

iUapoosa  and  Coosa  rivers  by  Alabama  Grand  Trunk  Railroad 
snnessee  River,  at  Deposit,  Ala , »_.. 

by  St.  Louis  and  Birmingham  Railway  Co... 

near  Knox  ville 

''arrior  River,  by  Montgomery,  Tuscaloosa  and  Memphis  Rail- 
road  

0  extend  time  of  completion,  Burlington ,  Iowa 

es,  Rebecca - 

es,  Sarah  E 

ewater,  P.  H 

B,  Samuel  G 

man,  Cynthia 

3e,  BouldinB 

36,  Jackson 

d,  Louis  H 

»n,  William 

well,  Marcus  L - 

enbugh,  John,  estate  of 

>n,Mass.,  to  erect  public  building 

:lyn,  N.  Y. ,  for  relief  of  certain  port  wardens  at 

sale  of  navy-yard  lands 

B,  John  G.  W • 

B,  S.  J 

:8, 

le,  John  L. 
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William  H.  H. 


,  GeorgeF 

1,  A.  M 

1,  Elisha 

1,  Ellen  Wiles 

1,  Florence  A 

a,  John  J 

a,  John  T : 

1,  M.G - 

1,  Thomas 

1,  Thomas  J 

a,  WilliamH 

ason.  LeonardI  — 

I,  John  T 

iwick,  Ga.,  public  building  at 

to  improve  outer  bar  at 

I,  C.  B.,&Co 

I,  William  I 

>y,MaryE 

lolder,  Martin,  administrator  of  Abraham 

naster,  William  P.,  heirs  of 

aer,  Benjamin  P.,  or  Taylor - 

r,  Edward  A 

lo  Creek,  treaty  of,  to  carry  out  stipulations 

lo,  N.  Y.,  to  erect  public  building 

,  J.  H.,  and  others 

ing-stone  lands.    ( See  Puli  lie  Lands. ) 

3tte,  John  C 

Ltt,  Augustus  P 

ui  of  American  Republics,  to  print  copies  of  report 
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Bureau  of  Animal  Industa*y,  for  printing  eighth  and  ninth  annual 

reports  of 

Bureau  of  Ethnology,  to  print  eleventh  and  twelfth  annual  reports 

of 

Bureau  of  Navigation^  detail  of  assistant  to  chief  of 

Bureau  of  Pensions,  report  of  special  committee  to  examine  into  { 

the  working  and  managment,  etc. ,  of,  parts  1  and  2 !" 

Bureau  of  Printing  and  Engraving,  to  grant  thirty  days'  leave  of 

absence  to  employes  in 

Burke,  Edwardf  administrator 

Burke,  Hannah 

Burks,  John  M 

Burlington,  Iowa,  to  extend  time  of  completion  of  biidga  at 

©urns,  Anna  Morgan - 

Hurrough,  William .-. 

l^rrows,  Frank  J 

Burton,  Felix 

Burton,  Henry  H 

Burton,  Patrick,  widow  of --. 

Burton,  William 

Bushby,  William - 

Butler  Flats,  Mass.,  to  erect  light  and  fo^-signul  sLation  iieur 

Butler,  John  M 1- 

Butler,  Phillip  T 

Byron,  Margaret : 

Byrd,  Susan  C 

C. 

Cahaba  River,  Alabama,  to  allow  Montgomery,  Tuscaloosa  and 

Memphis  liailroad  Co.  to  bridge 

Cahalan,  Edward 

Caine,  Catherine 

Cairo,  111.,  city  of 

Calahan,  Andrew  J .-.-. 

Calcasieu  Kiver,  by  Lake  Charles  Bridge  and  Koad  Co 

Caldwell,  C.C 

Caldwell,  John  K .* 

Calhoun,  Maggie  C 

California,  relative  to  mining  d^brip  in 

claim  of,  for  expenses  in  war  of  the  rebellion 

hydraulic  mining  in 

relative  to  forest  reservations  in 

Camden,  N.  J.,  to  erect  public  building 

Cameron,  Emma  S 

Cameron,  James  and  Emma  S ..-  .. 

Campbell,  Benjamin  r _ 

Campbell,  George  J 

Campbell,  J.  M _ 

Campbell,  Nancy 

Campbell,  Robert  S 

Campbell,  Samuel  M 

Camp  Tyler,  Illinois,  for  relief  of  owners  of 

Canada,  relative  to  reciprocid  relations  with .__ 

Canals,  for  survey  relative  to  ship  canal  to  connect  Great  Lakes 

with  Hudson  River 

to  share  expenses  of  State — 

to  connect  Lake  Erie  with  Ohio  River 

authorizing  survey  for  ship  canal  from  Philadelphia  to 

New  York  Bay 

Candy,  Charles 

Cane  River,  Louisiana,  to  allow  Natchitoches  Cane  Rive:*  B  idge 
Company  to  bridge 
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Capers,  Francis  T - 

Capitol,  messenger  for  closets  and  corridor  in  terrace 

Capron,  Horace,  estate  of _ 

Captured  and  abandoned  property .    (See  CI  aims. ) 

Carl,  Barbette 

Carlton,  Ambrose  B 

Carmack,  Joseph  W - 

Carpenter,  Elizabeth 

Carpenter,  Ellen 

Carpenter,  George - 

Carpenter,  Thomas  H \ 

Carr,  Rogers,  &  Co 

Carrick ,  Robert 

Carson,  Henry  Polite 

Carter,  Alfred  B - 

Cartersville,  Ga.,  First  Baptist  Church 

Case,  Maud - 

Casey,  Peter -. 

Casey,  Robert ^ 

Cassell ,  Ida ^^ _ 

Catonsville,  Md.,  St.  Timothy's  Church 

Cazes,  Bertrand  and  Gaudin 

Cemeteries.    {See  National  Cemeteries.) 

Census,  appropriations  for  continuing  work 

to  amend  act  for  taking  Eleventh 

to  continue  report  on  wages 

to  provide  for  the  printing  of 

Census  Bureau,  to  establish  a  permanent  (inquiry) 

Census  deficiencies,  report  of 

Census  Office,  relative  to  investigating 

to  Investigate  management  of _ 

partial  report  on  investigation 

Centennial  Board  of  Finance,  relative  to  dissolving _ 

Certificates  of  merit,  to  amend  laws  relative  to  granting  by  Presi- 
dent  


Chadwick,  Susannah 

Chaetham,  Adelicia 

Chamberlain,  John i ^ 

Chamberlain,  Charles  H _.. 

Chamberlin,  Mary 

Chambers,  Thomas   

Champlain  and  St.  Lawrence  l^ai  road '_ 

Chapin,  Gurden 

Chapman,  Edward  R 

Chapman,  Henley  W 

Chapman,  Samuel  H _ \ 

Charleston,  S.  C,  relief  of  Citadel  Academy 

Cheatman ,  Adelicia,  representatives  of 

Cheek,  Mrs.  Nelson 

Cheek,  R.  T... 

Cheney ,  Wells i 

Chelan,  Washington,  for  relief  of  inhabitants  of 

Cherokees.    ( See  Indians. ) 

Cherokee  Outlet,  to  ratify  agreement  relative  to 

Chesapeake  Bank,  Baltimore 

Chesbrough,  Nicholas  G 

Chester,  Lester  P.,  and  others 

Chester,  Walter  B.,  schooner,  owners  of. 

Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  to  erect  public  building 

Chioago,  111.,  repairs,  etc.,  of  post-office  at - . 

site  for  public  puilding 

to  improve  U.  S.  Marine  Hospital  at , 
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Chicago  River,  relative  to  licenses  of  United  States,  to  use  pier 

at  mouth  of 

Chicago  Exposition.    (^See  World's  Columbian  Exposition. ) 
Chickasaws.    {See  Indiansw^ 

Chile,  to  print  President's  message  relative  to,  etc 

China,  steamer,  to  grant  American  register  to 

Chinese,  for  exclusion  of 

Chocolate,  relative  to  duties  on - 

Choctaws.    (See  Indians.) 

Chouteau,  Charles  P 

Christien,  Margaret _ 

Christopher,  Mary  B 

Christy,  John,  &  Co 

Chum,  A.  B 

Churches.    (See  Claims.) 

Churchill,  Benjamin 

Cities,  investigation  of  "slums'*  of 


City  Fire  Insurance  Co.,  New  York 
Citizens^  Bank  of  Louisiana 


Civil  service,  relative  to  preference  of  veterans  in 

report  relative  to  violations  of,  at  Baltimore 

resolution  to  investigate  violation  of,  law  in  Alabama 
resolution  to  investigate  violations  of,  at  Baltimore 

Civil  Service  Commission,  to  print  eighth  annual  report  of 

Claiborne,  Courtney  Ann 

Claims,  amendment  to  Revised  Statutes  relative  to  transfers  and  as- 
signments of,  against  United  States 

certain,  for  stores  and  supplies  for  Army  during  war  of  re- 
bellion   

certain,  under  "  Fourth  of  July"  act 

of  certain  States  and  city  of  Baltimore 

classified  findings  of,  from  Court  of  C.aims 

Florida,  suppressing  Indian  hostilities 

for  payment  6f  certain,  of  certain  Louisiana  plantations. . . 

Indian  war  claims  of  citizens  of  Nevada 

Kansas,  citizens  of 

list  of  twelve,  under  Fourth  of  July  act 

moiety,  of  officers  and  crews  in  the  Navy 

of  States  for  defense  of  the  United  States _ 

for  interest  on 
funds  expended 
for 

fay  and  bounty,  to  facilitate  settlement  of,  for 
Pennsylvania,  for  militia  expenses  during  civil  war 

for  damages  to  citizens  by  armies 

relating  to  extension,  etc.,  under  the  captured  and  aban- 
doned property  actr 

relative  to,  of  church  and  school  build ings 

to  allow  examination  of  papers  in,  arising  out  of  military 

or  naval  service 

war  of  rebellion  claims  of  California,  Oregon,  ana  Nevada 

Clapp,  George  M 

Clapp,  Sarah  A 

Clara  Bell,  steamer _ 

Clark,  Charity  W 

Clark,  George  W 

Clark,  James  S.,  estate  of 

Clark,  Stephen  D _ 

Clarkson,  James 

Cleaveland ,  Jesse 

Clerks  of  United  States  courts,  relative  to  returns  of  fees 

Cleveland,  Elizabeth  J 

Clift,WUliam 
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Subject. 


Clinton,  Iowa,  to  erect  public  buildings 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  to  print  report  of  Superintendent  of . . . 

Cobb,  Blasddell  &  Co 

Cobb,  J.  &  O.  P.,  &  Co.,  surviving  partners  of 

Cobb,  Oliver  P 

Cobb,  O.  P.,  and  others 

Coffman.  Joseph 

Cogswell  &Co 

Cohen,  Jacob  J.,  administrator 

Cohn,  Henry  S _ _ 

Coins  and  coinage,  for  amendment  to  Constitution  relative  to  issu- 
ing coin,  etc 

for  free  coinage  of  gold  and  silver ] 

Cole,  Broad 

Cole,  Mrs.  S.  M 

Coleman,  Sarah  and  Florence 

CoUards,  W.  H_ 

Collectors  of  Customs.    (See  Ciistoms  Service.) 

Collins,  Joseph _ 

Colonial  Dames  of  America,  to  incorporate  the  Society  of 

Colorado,  relative  to  land  titles  in * 

to  assist  to  maintain  a  school  of  mines 

Columbia  Bridge,  Pennsylvania,  relief  of  owners  of 

Columbian  E.xpo6ition.    (See  World's  Columbian  Exposition.) 

Columbian  Historical  Exposition  at  Madrid _ 

Columbia  River,  to  bridge,  between  Washington  and  Oregon 

Columbia  River,  Washington,  to  authorize  bridge  across 

Columbus,  Ohio,  right  of  way  for  Leonard  Avenue  Street  Railway 

Company 

ColviU,  William 

Col ville  Reservation,  agreement  with  Indians  on ] 

Commerce,  to  protect,  against  unlawful  restraints  and  monopolies. . 

with  Europe,  to  print  copies  of  special  report  on 

Commercial  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company,  New  York , 

travelers,  to  allow  special  rates  to ^ 

Commissioner  of  Education,  to  print  report  of,  for  1890 

Fish  and  Fisheries,  to  print  report  of,  for  1889-'90, 

1890-'91...- 

Labor,  to  print  seventh  annual  report  of 

Commissioners  of  United  States  courts,  relative  to  fees  of 

Committees,  clerks  assigned  to 

Committee  on  Accounts,  annual  clerk  for 

Agriculture,  to  pay  messenger  for 

to  investigate  the  Pension  Bureau,  pay  of  stenographer 

and  assistant  clerk  for 

Common  carriers.    (See  Interstate  commerce.) 

Compagnie  Fran^aise  du  T61^graphe  de  Paris  et  New  York 

Congress: 

Proposed  constitutional  amendment  relative  to  election  of  Rep- 
resentatives in,  and  changing  time  of  meeting  of 

Relative  to  changing  day  of  assembling 

Congressional  correspondence^  to  establish  an  office 

Directory,  inquiry  as  to  map  of  Congressional  dis- 
tricts m - - 

documents,  list  of,  to  print  copies  of 

Record,  relative  to  expunging  certain  remarks  of 

Hon.  Joseph  H.  Walker  from 

Connel,  Michael - - - 

Conroy,  Eliza - 
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Vol. 


Constitution  of  the  United  States: 
For  amendments  to: 

Relative  to  issue  of  money 

Relating  to  marriage  and  divorce  laws 

Relative  to  election  of  Senators  by  the  people 

Ck)n tested  elections: 

Craig  vs.  Stewart _ 

Noyes  v«.  Rockwell 

Continental  Fire  Insurance  Company,  New  York _.- 

Contract  labor.    (See  Labor.) 
Convict  labor.    ( See  Labor. ) 

Cook,  James  A 

Cook,  Jared  R - 

Cook,  Matilda 

Coopar,  Hudson,  legal  representatives  of 

Cooper,  Thomas _ _ 

C'oosa  River,  to  allow  Alabama  Grand  Trunk  Railroad  to  bi  idge  . 

Copen,  Addison  M. 

Copenhaver.  A.  J 

Corcoran,  Mary  J _ 

Cordill,  Joseph---- _ 

Cordray,  David  P 

Core,  A.  S _-. 

Corporations,  to  accept,  as  sureties,  etc 

Corridon,  James > 

Corser,  David  S 

Co  ta,  Harriet : 

Cothes,  H.,  heirs  of 

Cotton  bagging,  ties,  and  gins,  to  remove  duties  from.. 

Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  to  make  a  port  of  delivery 

to  pay  for  constructing  pavements 

Couplers.    ( See  Railroads. ) 

Courchaine,  Daniel  B 

Court  of  appeals,  District  of  Columbia,  to  amend  act  establishing. 
Court  of  Claims,  appeal  from,  to  amend  section  707  of  Revised 

Statutes  relative  to 

disposition  of  causes  in 

extending  jurisdiction  of,  to  cases  of  land  patents 
relative  to  inquiry  of  chief  justice  of,  for  certain 

information ..- - 

to  amend  act  relative  to  jurisdiction  of 

Court  of  Private  Land  Claims,  to  amend  act  establishing ] 

Courts  of  the  United  States,  appeals,  to  amend  Revised  Statutes 

relative  to,  in  capital  cases 

Arkansas,  an  additional  clerk  for, 
in  eastern  district _ 

arrests,  regulating  proceedings 

circuit  court  of  appeals,  relative  to.. 

costs,  etc.,  in,  of  the  poor  litigant 

decrees,  sale  of  property  under 

depositions  in  criminal  cases,  to 
amend  Revised  Statutes  relating  to 

fees,  return  of,  by  district  attorneys- 
return  of ,  by  clerks 

return  of,  by  commissioners 

Georgia,  to  amend  act  creating  north- 
ern judicial  district  Of 

Idaho,  times  and  places  for  holding,  in 

illegal  practices,  report  of  investiga- 
tion into 

Indian  Territory,  judgments  and  de- 
crees..,  ,--, 
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Subject. 


Courts  of  the  United  States,  judges,  requiring,  to  conform  *a>  State 

laws  in  giving  charge  to  jury  _ 

judges  and  justices,  disqualifying,  in 

certain  cases 

Judgments,  limiting  lien  of,  on  real 

•  estate  to  county  In  which  filed 

jurisdiction,  to  limit,  of  district  aud 

circuit ♦ 

jurors  and  witnesses,  fees  for  travel- 
ing in  certain  States  and  Terri- 
tories   

Kansas,  to  create  third  division  in... 

Kentucky,  to  regulate  terms  in 

Maryland,  to  hold  terms  in  Cumber- 
land  - 

Mississippi,  clerks  of,  for 

Missouri,  time  of  holding,  in  western 

district  of 

Montana,  to  establish  the  southern 

division  of.-- 

murder,  defining,  in  first  and  second 

degree 

New  Hampshire,  terms  of,  at  Little- 
ton  - 

New  York,  relative  to  terms  of,  in 

northern  district 

North  Dakota,  to  divide  judicial  dis- 
trict of 

Oklahoma,  additional  supreme  judge 

for 

relative  to  district,  regu- 
lations of,  etc 

to  amend  laws  relative  to. 
papers  in  causes,  amending  Hevised 

Statutes  relating  to 

practice  and  actions  in,  relating  to 

form  of _ 

South   Carolina,  for  an   additional 

term  of,  in 

South  Dakota,  to  regulate  times  of 

holding  in 

Texas,  to  change  time  of  holding 

transcripts,  amending  Revised  Stat- 
utes relative  to 

Utah,  additional  justice  for  supreme 

court  of 

West  Virginia,  time  of  holding,  in  . . 
Wisconsin,  relative  to  western  dis- 
trict of  

to  chauge  times  of  hold- 
ing, in 

Wyoming,  terms  for  Evanaton 

Cousens,  George  Lewis 

Oowgill,  Sarah 

Cowfes,  Calvin  J 

Oowper,  Leopold  C.  P.,  legal  representatives  of 

Cozad,  Henry 

Crabill,  Joseph  D.,  estate  of 

Craig,  Alexander  K.,  contested  election  case  of 

Craig,  Joseph 

Cramer,  Delos 

Crangle,  Henry 

Cranston,  Sarah  M *.* ,•,« 
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Vol. 


Crawford,  Elizabeth  R 

Crawford,  JameBS 

Crenshaw,  A.  L.  H - - 1 

Crews,  HamiltoD _ 

Crider,  R.  H - 

Crider,  S.  F 

Criner,  Eliza  A- _ 

Cronk,  Charles  W 

Crosby,  William 

Cross,  Joel 

Crow,  W^illiam  -_ 

Crum,  Elizabeth  and  B.L 

Cullen,  James , 

Culver,  Catherine  P.,  heirs  of 

Cumberland ,  Md. ,  to  hold  United  States  courts  at ^ 

to  erect  public  buildiiiji: 

Cumraings,  Boyle  &  Co 

Cumminffs,  Phcebe _-. 

Cunningham,  Calvin  B 

Currency,  amendment  to  Constitution  relative  to  issuance  of 

relative  to  issuance  of  postal  notes _ 

Customs  service,  inspectors,  for  relief  of  night,  at  New  York  and 

Baltimore  ports 

leave  of  absence  to  per  diem  employes  in  the 

relative  to  compensation  of  collectors  and  survey- 
ors in  the - 

Cutts,  J.  Madison j 

Cynthiana,  Ky.,  to  appoint  a  commission  to  ascertain  fact  concern- 
ing destruction  of  property  at... 

D. 

Dabney,  Simmons  &  Co 

Dakota,  Territory  of,  correcting  description  of  certain  lands  granted 

to - 

Dally,  Abraham , 

Dalton,  Ga.,  trustees  of  Catholic  church 

Dana,  Napoleon,  J.T j 

Danahay,  Margaret , 

Daniel.  Calvin - 1 

Danolds.  Charles  A 

Darly,  F.  O.,  estate  of 

Davis,  Annie 

Davis,  A.  W 

Davis,  Cassie  A 

Davis,  Enoch 

Davis,  James  A 

Davis,  John  M 

Davis,  F.W - 

Davis,  Jacob  R.,  heirs  of , 

Davis,  Mark | 

Davis,  Marshall , 

Davis,  Mrs.  M.  M 

Davis,  Susanna 

Day,  Cornelius 

Day,  Ellen 

Day,  Nancy 

Deafness,  to  increase  rate  of  pension  for 

Dealy,  David 

Dean,  John  A - ...„, 
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DeBevoisQ,  S.H 

Debnam,  Thomas  R 

Deoatte,  Owden 

Decatur,  111.,  to  erect  public  building 

Declarations.    {See  Pensions) 

Ddcrees.    {See  Courts  of  United  States.) 

Deems,  Lewis ■_ 

Deflford.  James,  heirs  of _ 

Deitrich.  Emily •. 

Ddlahoussaye,  Sidonie 

Delaware,  claim  ff rowing  out  of  war  of  1812 

Delawares.    (/See  Indians.) 

De  L3on,  Agnes  and  Maria 

Delille,  Jaen 

De  Loach,  Claiborne,  heirs  of 

De  Loach,  Claiborne,  estate  of _ 

Denham,  Merril 

Dennis,  James  H 

DaniBonand  Northern  Railway  Company 

Dennis,  Mary  A 

Denny,  George,  sr 

Dent.  Warren  R _ 

Department  of  Agriculture,  annual  appropriation  bill  for 

deficiency  appropriations  for 

Depositions.    {See  Courts  of  the  United  States.) 

De  Russy,  Helen  A 

Desertion,  to  extend  time  of  act  for  removal  of  charges  in  certain 
oases - 


Deslonds,  FVanois  E 

Desmarc,  Alphonse * 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  make  a  port  of  delivery 

Des  Moines  River  lands,  relative  to  settlers  on 

Degpatchy  U.  S.  S.,  for  relief  of  sufferers  by  wreck  of 

Detroit,  Mich.,  releasing  claim  to  lot  in 

Deucatte,  Odon 

DeWeese,  Samuel  Elza,  to  grant  patent  for  land  in  Oklahoma 

Deyo,  Jonas 

Dickeon,  David,  and  others 

Dickson,  Davidson,  and  others 

Dieters,  John 

Diplomatic  and  consalar  service,  appropriations  for 

Discovery  of  America,  to  make  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of, 

a  holidav --. 

Diseases  of  the  horse,  to  print  additional  copies  of  report  on,  for 

distribution 

District  attorneys,  relative  to  returns  of  fees  by _ 

District  of  Columbia,  aoademv  and  gallery  of  art,  to  authorize  the 

establishment  of 

alleys,  opening  of 

pay  for  condemned 

to  prevent  building  of  houses  on  cer- 
tain   - 

Anacostia  Street  Railway,  to  amend  charter 

of- 

animals,  to  prevent  cruelty  to 

appropriations,  annual - -- 

,  disagreement  with  Senate  in 

part -  — 

assessment  of  taxes,  report  of  investigation. 

to  appoint  special  com- 
mittee to  investigate 

H,  Bep.  62^1 2 
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Subject. 


District  of  Columbia,  a8se88ment6.timeofmaking>,out8ide  of  Wash- 
ington and  Georgetown 

building,  etc.,  associationB,  regulating  de- 
posits in 

certificate  of  indebtedness,  for  the  payment 
of  a 

ehildren,  to  prevent  cruelty  to 

claims,  settlement  of  outstanding  against... 

commission  merchants,  relative  to  fraudulent 
transactions  of 

confirming  title  to  certain  lands  in  Wash- 
ington (square  206) 

court  of  appeals,  to  amend  act  establishing.. 

dentistry ,  practice  of 

dependent  children,  relating  to  care  of 

drawback  certificates,  to  make  receivable 
for  current  taxes 

Eckington  and  Soldiers'  Home  Railroad  Com- 
pany, to  amend  charter  

foreign  corporations,  providing  for  sami- 
annual  statements  from 

Fourth  Street  Methodist  Episcopal  Church, 
to  give  title  to  public  square  1102  in 

Glen  Echo  Railroad  Company,  to  allow  to 
cross  Washington  Aqueduct,  in  the 

highways,  permanent  system  of 

historical  manuscripts,  to  provide  for  pur- 
chase of,  relating  to 

ice  on  Sunday 

incorporation  law,  to  amend  .-. 

institutions  of  learning 

land  titles,  to  amend  laws  relating  to 

livery-stable  keepers,  protection  of 

lot  10,  square  6S:^,  to  purchase 

Maryland  and  Washington  Railway  Com- 
pany, to  incor{)orate 

Memorial  Association,  appointment  to,  in 

Metropolitan  Railroad  Company,  to  amend 
act  of  1891  relating  to  forfeiture  in  certain 
cases , 

National  Safe  Deposit  Company,  to  change 
name  of- 

National  Union  Insurance  Company 

Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad,  to  authorize 
extension  of,  into 

overhead  wire,  relative  to  removal 

pardons,  to  grant  Commissioners  of,  the  right 
to  grant  in  certain  cases 

Petwoorth,Brightwood  and  TakomaRailway 
Company,  to  incorporate , 

plumbing,  for  inspector  of 

produce  dealers*  license  tax,  to  repeal 

property,  unlawful  appropriation  and  use  of. 

Protestant  Episcopal  Cathedral  foundation, 
to  incorporate 

police  court,  to  define  jurisdiction 

real  estate,  conveyances  of 

reformatory,  etc.,  for  women,  for  erection  of. 

regulations,  to  protect  peace  and  property  in. 

Rock  Creek  Railway,  to  amend  charter  . 

sanitary  engineers,  to  print  copies  of  report  of 

square  454,  to  allow  postmaster  to  construct 
platform  in  the  «mey  in 
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Subject. 


District  of  Columbia,  square  673 ,  to  resubdivide 

streets,  extension  of  North  Capitol. 

street  railways,  extending  tima  for  chan<?e 

of  motive  power  on  cer .  ain, 

In 

regulation  and  equipmen  t  of 
to  prohibit  use  of  one-horse 
carson 

Suburban  Railway  Co.,  to  incorporate 

tax  ledgers,  duplicate 

tax  sales  and  taxes,  unpaid  certificates 

to  grant  absence  of  certain  employes  of  the 
Government  in,  during  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic  encampment  of  1892 

trial  bonds,  relative  to  false  swearing  before, 
of  police  force  and  fire  department 

Wasnington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Rail- 
way,to  incorporate 

water  revenues,  fraud  upon _ 

weapons,  to  pi*evont  carrying;  of  dangerous 
in  the _ - 

Y  street,  extension  of 

Dittlinger,  Michael 

Divorce.    ( 6'ee  Marriage  and  divorce. ) 

Doherty,  M.  A 

Dolman,  Jacob - - 

Donaldson,  Mary  E 

Donate,  Auguste,  heirs  of 

Donate,  Belote  A 

Donnell,  George  C • 

Donnelly,  Peter 

Doolittle,  Esther 

Dorr,  John  N 

Dougherty,  Mary  A -.. 

Douglas,  W.  W.,  administrator  _ 

Downey,  Amelia _ 

Downing,  A.  B.,  estate  of 

Downs,  Francis 

Doyle,  Johanna. - 

Doyle,  William 

Dovle4&;  Co 

Driscoll,  John  J 

Dry  docks,  to  build  at  Algiers,  La 

Duffy,  Eugenia  and  W.  B 

Dulin,  A.  F.,  estate  of 

Dull,  John  C  - 

Duluth,  Minn.,  to  make  port  of  immediate  transportation  in  bond. 

Dunbar,  Charles  F --.. 

Duncan.  Andrew  J.,  deceased 

Dunfee,  Nicholas 

Dunham,  John  S _ - 

Dunkirk,  N.  Y.,  to  make  port  of  immediate  transportation 

Dunklee,  William  M.,  administrator 

Dunn,  PhllipG _ 

Durham,  N.  C,  to  erect  public  building 

Duvall,  Tandy 

Dyall,  James  R.,  widow  of 

I^er,  Lucius  L 

Dyer,  Rachel 
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Subject 


Eastern  Railroad  Company,  Massachusetts 

Easterly,  Isaac - 

East  Marion,  Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  to  establish  life-saving  station  at 

Eastpo.t,  Me.,  to  dispose  of  military  reservation  at 

East  St.  Louis,  111.,  to  erect  public  building 

Eckerson,  George  W 

Eckington  and  Soldiers'  Home  Railway  Company,  to  amend  charter 

Edwards,  Eml'y 

Edwards,  W.  W 

Edwards,  Richard  M 

Edwards,  Sarah  Upton  _'. 

Eggleston,  J.  R - - 

Eicks,  William 

Eight  hour  law.    {See  Labor.) 

Eldridge,  Daniel 

Eldridge,  Hallem,  deceased 

Elections,  to  print  copies  of  bill  of  fifty-first  Congress  for  control  of 
Eleventh  Census,    {bee  Census.) 

Elgin,  111.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Elizabeth,  N.  J.,  to  erect  public  building 

Elliott.  John  R 

Ellis,  Agnes  P 

Ellis  Island,  report  of  investigation  of 

to  print  report  on 

Elmira,  N.  Y. ,  to  erect  public  build ing 

Elsaser,  John  A 

Elzey,  John 

Emerson,  Earnest  C 

Employes,  to  grant  leave  to  per  diem 

Engelhardt,  Margaretha 

Engineer  Corps.    (See  Navy.) 

English  Bayou,  to  erect  bridge  across,  by  Lake  Charles  Bridge  and 

Road  Company 

Enlisted  men.    {bee  Navy. ) 

Engs,  Samuel  F _ _ 

Enlow,  Thomas 

Ennis,  William  B 

Eppes,  John  W 

Ericsson,  John,  estate  of 

European  commerce,  to  print  copies  of  special  report  on 

European  immigration,  to  print  copies  of  special  report  made  on  .. 

to  print  report  of  commissioners  on 

Evans,  Samuel 

Executive  Departments  ( See  also  under  respective  heads) ;  to  establish , 

of  mines  and  mining.. 

Executive  Mansion,  paintings  for 

F. 

Fagot,  Emile,  heirs  of 

Faakner,  Nathan 

Falls,  Jane.- 

Faringhy,  LouisO 

Farley,  John  A 

Farnsworth,  D.  D.  T 

Farquhason,  Mrs.  S.  A 

Farron,  Utah,  for  relief  of  inhabitants  of ^_ 

Fays,  Eliza 

Fels,  Samuel 

Fergusson,  George  B 

Fernandina,  Fla.,  to  extend  provisions  of  act  for  immediate  trans- 
portation to 

Perrell,  Hugh 
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Sul}ject. 


Ferris,  Adelia  S 

Ferris,  John  W 

Fictitic  us  farm  products.    (See  Options.) 

Field,  Francis  A 

Field,  John  A - 

Fields,  John 

Filhiol,  Hypolite,  and  others  .- 

Findlay,  Ohio,  to  erect  public  building 

Fioley,  James  A 

Finn,  John 

Finney,  Abk^ail  L 

Fischer,  Neil _ - 

Fischer,  Samuel  O , 

Fish  and  Fisheries: 

To  print  report  of  Commissioner  of,  f o  .•  1 889  'JO  and  1 8C0  '91  . . 

Potomac  River  :  to  protect  in 

Regulating  fisheries 

Fitchburg,  Mass. ,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Fitzgerald ,  M ichael  J 

Flag.    (See  United  States  Flag.) 

Fleenor,  John  T 

Flesschert,  Martha  E 

Fletcher,  Nathan,  heirs  of ] 

Fletcher,  William 

Flick,  Catherine 

Florence  Masonic  Lodge,  Florence,  Ala 

Florida: 

Claim  of,  for  suppressing  Indian  hostilities _ 

Claim  of  State  of 

Relative  to  issue  of  land  patents  in,  under  act  of  August  4, 
,  1842 

Flowers,  Elizabeth 

Flynn,  Margaret  A 

Fog  signals.    (See  Light.) 

Folders.    (See  House  of  Representatives.) 

Folding  room.    (See  Housa  of  Representatives.) 

Folding  room,  to  rent  branch  on  Pennsylvania  avenue 

Fond  Du  Lac,  Wis.,  to  erect  public  building  for 

Food  and  drugs,  adulteration  of 

Ford,  John  C 

Forgey,  James 

Foreign  exhibitors.    (See  World's  Columbian  Exposition.) 

Forest  reservations.    (See  Public  La.:dd.) 

Fort  Brown  military  reservation,  to  provide  for  purchase  of 

Fort  Fetterman,  Wyoming,  to  restore  to  public  domain 

Fort  Greene  (Brooklyn),  New  York,  to  erect  monument  to  memory 
of  victims  of  British  prison  ships 

Fort  McClary  military  reservation,  to  convey  portion  to  Kittery, 
Maine,  for  school  purposes 

Fort  Mimn,  Delaware,  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the 
vicinity  of 

Fort  Monroe,  Virginia,  to  extend  time  to  complete  hotel  on  reser- 
vation at  - 

Fort  Montgomery  military  reservation,  to  grant  St.  Lawrence 
Railroad  Company  right  of  way  across 

Fort  Wayne,  Ina.,  for  enlargement  of  military  post  at 

Fortier,  Joseph 

Fortification  appropriation  bill 

Four  hundredth  anniversary,  holiday  on  October  12 

Fourth  of  July  claims.    (^See  Claims.) 

Foxkail  (steamer),  American  register  for — 

Franklin,  William  A.,  executor  of  J.  B — 
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Subject. 


) 


Fraliex ,  Martin _ _ 

Prazier,  Stark 

Frasue  r,Eli - - 

Frederick,  Md _ -..*- 

Freedley,  Henry  W - 

Freeman,  R.  V - 

Fremont,  Jessie  Benton 

French,  Henry  S. .- 

French  spoliation  claims  (also  brig  Ifusn-U) _ 

Freyre,  Mrs. Luis _ 

Fritcher,  Elizabeth  L _ 

Frizell,  James  S - 

Frobel,  Elizabath  D.  and  Anna  S 

Frost,  JohnG .• 

Fry  mire ,  George  L 

Fuller,  J.  B , 

Fusilier,  Corinne  Perret 

Future  Oity  (towboat),  to  submit  claim  to  Court  of  Claims 

Futures.    (/See  Options.)  » 

G. 

Gage,  E.  Darwin _ 

Gainesville,  McAllister  and  St.  Louis  Railway  Company,  granting 
right  of  way  through  the  Indian  Territory ^ 

Gainesville,  Oklahoma  and  Gulf  Railway  Company,  granting  right 
of  way  through  the  Indian  Territory 

Gallagher,  Charles 

Gallagher,  Thomas 

Gallard,  Washington 

Gallatin  (U.  S.  Revenue  Cutter),  relief  of  officers  and  crew 

Gallipolis,  Ohio,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Gallott,  Julia 

Gamble,  Hon.  John  R.,  to  print  eulogies  delivered  on.. 

Gardener,  Frances  P _ 

Gardiner,  Me.,  to  erect  public  building  at _ 

Gardner,  Fannie  E _ 

Garrard,  Charles  T w 

Garrett,  W.  F 

Garrison ,  Ne miah 

Garrot,  Pierre _ _ 

Gassett,  John  W 

Gatlin ,  Mary _ _ 

Gay  Head,  Mass.,  to  establish  life-saving  station  at j 

Geer ,  Martha  A 

Gendrou  Iron  Wheel  Company 

General  deficiency  bill ..- 

Geographic  names,  to  print  copies  of  report  of  U.  S.  Board  on 

Geological  Congress.     (See  International  Geological  Congress). 

Georgia,  to  amend  act  creating  northern  judicial  district  of 

Gettysburg  Battlefield  Memorial  Association,  to  furnish  specimen 

of  arms,  etc.,  used  by  armies 

Gibson,  Guy  W _ 

Gibson,  William  F _ 

Giddings,  Napoleon  B 

Gilbreath ,  Simeon _ _ 

Gllfoil,  Patrick 

Gillies,  Charles  F 

Gilling waters,  J.  E 

Gillett,  Theodore  J.,  estate  of. __ 

Gittings,  Samuel  E 
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Subject. 


Glass,  Heniy.  U.  S.  Navy 

Glassie,  D.  W.  and  Minna  H , 

Glen  Echo  Railroad  Company,  to  allow,  to  orois  the  Washington 

Aqueduct 

Goff,  Ellen 

Gold.    ( See  Coins  and  (Coinage. ) 

Gomez,  Edwin 

Gonzales ,  Nasario 

Goodloe,  G.  C 

Goodloe,  Miriam,  and  others 

Goodwin,  Miles 

Goodrich,  A.  E.  and  M.  E 

Gottschalk,  C.  V 

GoTan,  J.  J - 

Government  of  the  United  States : 

For  amending  Revised  Statutes  relative  to  transfers  and  as- 
signments of  claims  against 

E^or  repeal  of  section  856  of  Revised  Statutes  relative  to  bring- 
ing suits  against.. 


Leaves  of  absence  of  certain  per  diem  employes  of. 


) 


Rept. 


Relative  to  suits  against 

Revival  of  suits  in  certain  eases 

To  exclude  political  influence  in  employing  laborers  in  service 

To  authorize  sale  of  certain  property  of,  at  Pittsburg,  Pa 

To  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  lease  public  property  of 
To  secure  to  veterans  preference  in  appointment  to  public  serv- 
ice of - - 

Relative  to  further  extension  of  appropriations 

Government  Printing  Office,  site  for.-. _ 

to  revise  wages  of  certain  employes  in. 

Grace,  James 

Graham,  Amelia 

Grain,  standard  of  weight  and  classification  of 

Grand  Army  of  the  Republic: 

Absence  of  members  in  District  of  Columbia  from  Government 

employ  during  encampment  of  1892 

To  accept  invitation  for  committee  of  Congress  to  attend  en- 
campment   - 

To  loan  tJags  during  encampment  in  Washington 

Granberry,  .Joseph  J 

Grant,  Chester  F 

Graves.  Mrs.  C.  U 

Gray,  James  E 

Gray,  Jennie 

Great  Lakes,  relative  to  statistics  of  business  of  coasting  trade  on 

the -■ 

revenue  cutters  for _ 

to  connect  with  Hudson  River  by  ship  canal  (survey) 

to  establish  aids  to  navigation  on 

to  promote  navigation  of,  from  head  cf,  to  ocean,  etc. 

Grogory,  .Tames  A 

Greehill,  Thomas  C 

Green,  Ann  M 

Green,  Edman 

Greene,  AnnieM 

Greene,  George  S _ 

Greene  Nathanael,  to  erect  monument  to,  at  Guilford  court-house 

Grifflth,  Martha 

Griffith,  Maurice  G 

Grimmet,  MathewN 

Grisson,  Sarah ['"" 
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Subject. 


Grivot,  Maurice,  heirs  of ] 

Groat,  Abram  -.. 

Groom,  William  G 

Groves.  John  N .- 

Grow,  Galnsha  A.,  to  print  proceedings  on  prt^sentatioa  of  portrait. 

Grubb  &  Robinson l... 

Grugett,  Andrew  L 

Gaugers.     [iSee  Internal  Revenue.) 

Guidry,  Lesant,  heirs  of 

Guiman,  Thomas 

Gulic,  Benjamin  F 

Gullory,  Martin -.: 

Gumberts,  Henry,  sr _ 

Gummo,  John  W 

Gutherie,  Louisa  S 

H. 

Hackney,  B,  R 

Hadley,  E.D _ _ 

Hagan,  Sarah  A. 

Hagerstown ,  Md 

Hahon,  Eliza  J  ane 

Hahn,  Lydia  E - 

Haigh,  A.  V 

Hall,Dwight | 

Hall,  Goflf  A 

Hall,  Jacob _ 

Hall,  Johns 

Hall,  Minnie - _ 

Hall,  Warren - j 

Hallam,  John 

Halleck,  Walter  P.,  to  appoint,  as  assistant  doorkeeper 

Haller ,  Jonathan 

Ham,  James  S.,  heirs  of _ j 

Hamersly,  Lewis  R 

Hamilton,  Aaron  V ^ 

Hamilton,  Mrs.  C.  R.,  **Sister  Angela*' 

Hamilton,  G.  Dwight 

Hamilton ,  Soph  iaJ 

Hamm,  John  M 

Hammaker,  W.  S 

Hammon,  Jacob,  estate  of 

Hammond ,  Robert 

Hancock,  William 

Handlin,  William  W 

Hankin -«,  Joel  S 

Hanna,  George  B __ 

Hanson,  Willis  P 

Harbor  defenses,  relative  to,  at  San  Diego,  Cal 

Harding,  Francis  E.,  estate  of 

Harkins,  Charles 

Harley,  Elizabeth 

Harrington ,  Louisa 

Harris,  Martha  A 

Harris,  Thomas  D. ,  heirs  of 

Harrison.  R.  P 

Harrison,  William  Henry,  monument  to 

Hart,  Rodman 
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Subject. 


Harter,  Thomas  O 

Hartford,  Conn.,  to  make  additions  to  public  building  at 

Hartman,  Jesse  P - 

^a^vill,  Mrs.  L.  J 

Haskell,  Lucy 

Hastings,  Nebr.,  public  building 

Hastings,  Rosanna _ 

*Hatch,  Ellen  De  Witt 

Hathaway,  John  R 

Havens,  Ezra  S -.. . 

Hax  thausen ,  Joseph 

Hayes,  Sam uel,  deceased _. 

Hayes,  Thomas  G 

Hayford,  Axel _ 

Haynes,  James  J 

Haywood,  Mrs.  W.  Dallas w 

Hazzard,  George  W 

Hazen,  Q.  M. ,  and  others - 

Heard,  James  A __ 

Heazlitt,  JohnC 

Heborer,  John 

Heberlein,  August,  estate  of 

Hebert,  Eliza  E 

Hebrews.    {tSee  Russian  Hebrews.) 

Hebron,  Adeline  L.,  estate  of 

Heinze,  Herman _ 

Heiskell,  Ann  E.- 

Helena,  Mont.,  to  establish  military  post  near 

to  erect  public  building 

Henderson,  Ky. ,  to  erect  public  building _.. 

Henderson,  Robert 

Henderson,  Sarah  L 

Heninger,  Louis 

Henkel,  Philip-. 

Henry,  Georjgre  M _ 

Henry,  William  M 

Henson,  Hugh  M 

Hernandez,  Vidal 

Herr,  A.  H.,  estate  of 

Hershe,  Benjamin  F 

Heuston,  Charles  £ 

Hewett,  Ellen 

Hickman,  M.  T 

Hicks,  David ^ 

Higgin,  Richard,  estate  of 

Higgins,  John  M 

Higgins,  Thomas  L _ 

Hijdreth,  William  H 

Hill,  Alexander,  estate  of 

Hill,  Joseph  A 

Hineline,  Sophia  Bruner 

Hobbs,  Thomas  M 

Hoboken,  N.  Y.,  to  erect  public  building 

Hoffman,  R.  H 

Hogan,  Joseph  C .•_ 

Hogarty,  William  P 

Holbrook,  Julia 

Holland,  James  L.,  estate  of 

HoUcroft,  Elijah  P.  T 

Hollis,  Mary 

HoUoway,  William  H 

Holms,  Eliza 

Holmes  &  Leathers 
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Holmes,  Martha  W 

Holmes,  Prentice. 

Holstein,  AnnaM 

Holsten  Female  Ck>llege 

Holt,  C.  G 

Holt,  John  M 

Holt,  Wiley,  administrator  of    _ 

Homestead ,  Pa. ,  to  investigate  labor  troubles  at _ 

report  for  further  time 

Honeycutt,  Stephen  M 

Hood,  Julia 

Hooper,  James 

Hoover,  Benjamin,  estate  of 

Hoover,  James  C 

Hopper,  William,  estateof • 

Hopper,  W.  A.,  administrator  of  David 

Horn,  Fritz 

Hosack,  W.  S : 

Hospital  Corps.    {See  Army.) 

Hot  Springs,  Ark. ,  relative  to  relief  of  certain  parties  injured  in 

laying  off  mountain  reservation  at 

to  authorize  sale  of  lot  for  school  purposes 

trustees  of  Trinity  Church 

Hot  Springs  reservation,  to  donate  land  for  school  purposes 

to  include  certain  lot  in 

Houk,  Leonidas  C,  to  print  eulogies  on 

House  of  Representatives,  assignment  of  clerks  to  committees 

relative  to  the  fire  in  folding  room  of. . 

report   of    committee    to    investigate 

charges  against  conduct  of  members 

on  floor 

folders,  extension  of  time  of  employ- 
ment of  certain,  in 

resolution  for  two  special  messengers  for 
resolution  to  rent  branch  folding  room 

for 

to  establish  an  o£Bce  of  Congressional 
correspondence  and  department  busi- 
ness  

additional  folders  for 

to  print  manual  and  digest  of  rules  of  . 

Howard,  Leon 

Howard.  Samuel 

Howard,  W.H - 

Howland,  Juanita,  administratrix  of  George  W- 

Howell,  William  C - 

Hubbard,  Mary  Jane 

Hubbard,  Royal  M 

Hudson  River,  to  allow  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Bridge  Com- 
pany to  bridge 

survey  to  connect  with  Great  Lakes  by  ship  canal. 

Hughes,  William 

Hughes,  William  C 

Hughes,  William  H.,  administrator 

Hugo,  William  H i 

Hull,  Mary  E 

Humbol t  Female  College 

Hume,  Isaac,  estate  of 

Humphries,  Julia  A 

Hundley,  William  T 

Hunter,  Samuel  G. 

Huntsville,  Ala.,  Methodist  Episcopal  Church 

Hurdle,  Eunice 
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Subject. 


Hurley,  Edward 

Hurley,  R.  A 

Huae,  Caleb 

HuBon,  W.  H 

Hutchison,  Mary  Isabella 

Hutchison  and  Southern  Railroad,  to  ^rant  right  of  way  through 

Indian  Territory 

Hyatt,  Margaret 

Hydraulic  mining.    (iSee  Mines  and  mining.) 

Hyland,  Patrick - ^ 

I. 
Idaho: 

Times  and  places  for  holding  courts  in. 1 

To  investigate  labor  troubles  in 

niegid  practices.    (JSee  Ck)urts  of  the  United  States.) 

Illinois  River,  to  allow  bridge  at  Havana 

Ilwaco  Railway  and  NavJgauon  Company,  to  grant  right  of  way  to 
Immigration,  European,  to  print  copies  of  special  report  made  on 

relative  to  proposed  investigation  of 

rei)ort  on  investigation  of,  at  Ellis  Island 

to  print  report  of 

to  enforce  laws  relative  to 

Import  duties,  a^culture,  effect  of,  on  (inquiry) 

binding- twine,  to  remove  from 

chocolate,  to  regulate  on 

cotton-bagging,  ootton-ties,  cotton  gins,  to  remove 

from 

silver-lead  ores - 

tin  plate,  etc 

wearing  apparel,  to  regulate  amount  brought  in 

free  of 

wool,  to  admit  free  of 

woolen  goods,  to  reduce  on 

Indian  Affairs,  relative  to  deeds  and  other  records  of  the  Office  of 

Indianapolis,  Ind. ,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Western  Paving  and  Supply  Company 

Indian  appropriation  bill  (disagreement) 

Indians,  allotment  of  lands  to  certain  tribes  of 

annual  appropriation  bill 

Cherokees,  to  ratify  agreement  as  to  Cherokc-e  Outlet. . . 

Chickasaws,  topav  for  certain  lands 

Choctaws,  to  pay  for  certain  lands 

Citizen  Band  of  Pottawatomies 

citizenship  for,  relative  to. 

ColviUe  Reservation,  agreement  with ,on 

ColvUle  Reservation,  Senat  3  amendment  ?  - _ 

Delawares,  payments  to  certain,  for  right-of-way  dam- 
ages ,eto 

Delawares,  relative  to  claim  of 

eastern  band  of  Cherokees,  for  relief 

Kickapoos,  agreement  with 

Miami,  payment  to 

Missourlas,  to  carry  out  treaty  stipulations  with 

Otoe  and  Missouria  Reservation,  to  adjust  the  sale  of 

lands  in  late  reservation  of 

Puyallup  Reservation,  to  confirm  agreement  lyi ranting 

Northern  Pacific  R.  R.  right  of  way  through 

relative  to  judgment  and  decrees  of  the  highest  courts  of 
Cherokee,  Creek,  Choctaw,  Chickasaw,  and  Seminole 

tribes  of 

relative  to  lands  of  Mission  tribe  of 

relative  to  pensions  for  services  of  certain 
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Indians ,  Sha  wnees,  relative  to  claims  of - - 

Southern  Utes,  to  confirm  ag^roement  with,  in  Colorado  .  - 

Stockbridge  and  Munsees,  for  relief  of 

to   carry  out  unexecuted  stipulations  with  certain,  of 

treaty  of  ButYalo  Creek 

trespassers,  to  protect  from 

Umatilla  Reservation,  to  grant  Blue  Mountain  Irrigation 

and  Improvement  Company  right  of  way 

Uncompahgre  Reservation,  to  change  boundary  of 

White  Mountain  Apache  Reservation,  to  change   west 

boundary  of 

Yuma  Reservation,  to  grant  Yuma  Pumping  Iirigation 

Company  right  of  way 

Indian  Territory,  carrias^e  of  passengers  by  railroads  in 

granting  Gainesville,  Mx^Alester  and  St.  Louis 

Railway  Co.  right  of  way  through 

also  to  Gainesville,  Oklahoma  and  Gulf  Railway 

Co 

to  exclude  li(|uors  from 

to  extend  railroad  laws  of  Arkansas  to 

to  grant  right  of  way  to  Hutchison  and  South- 
ern R.  R 

to  investigate  cattle  on  Cheokee  lands  in  viola- 
tion of  law 

to  investigate  condition  of,  with  reference  to 

admission  as  State 

to  regulate  mines  and  mining  in 

Ingram,  Irn 

Interior  Department,  to  send  models,  drawings,  etc.,  to  World's 

Columbian  Exposition 

Internal  Revenue,  for  relief  of  certain  employes  in,  who  rendered 

service  before  date  of  qualification 

relating  to  punishment  for  violating,  laws 

International  American  Bank,  to  incorporate 

International  arbitration,  to  invite  nations  to  hold  congress  for,  at 

Chicago — - 

International  Geological  Congress,  to  print  copies  of  proceedings, 


etc. 


International  Navigation  Company,  to  authorize  sale  of  certain 

lands  to,  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  SlifHn,  Del 

Interstate  commerce : 

Relative  to  uniform  bills  of  lading , 

To  amend  act  regulating,  in  relation  to  special  agents  of  the 

commission 

To  amend  act  so  as  to  allow  special  rates  to  commercial  travelers 

Compilation  of  laws  relative  to,  and  labor 

Institutions  of  learning,  relative  to  encouraging  establishing  of, 

at  National  capital,  etc 

Is  grig,  Thomas  C 

Israel,  Pleasant  R 

Izard,  Florimond 


J. 


Jack,  John  A... 

.Jackson,  George 

Jackson,  Miss.,  Roman  Catholic  Church 

Jackson,  Tenn.,  First  Methodist  Church 

Jamestown,  N.  Y.,  publib  building 

Jean,  Francis,  sr 

Jefferson  County,  Ky.,  for  relief  of  certain  citizens  of 

Jefferson,  Thomas,  to  purchase  certain  manuscripts  and  corres- 
pondence of - - 
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Subject. 


Jennings,  James  C 

Jennings,  R.  L - 

Jergins,  Jesse  J 

Jobe,LaTina « 

Jockinck,  Gustavus  P 

Johnnot,  William,  legal  representatives  of 

Johnson,  Anna  P 

Johnson,  A.  S. ,  administrator  of  Thomas 

Johnson,  Emma 

Johnson,  Gilman  L _■ 

Johnson,  Hiram,  and  others 

Johnson,  Joseph 

Johnson,  Joseph  B 

Johnson,  Peter,  and  others ..^ 

Johnson,  Richard  W 

Johnson,  Rinaldo  and  Ann  E 

Johnson,  Wells 

Joiner,  Nathan 

Joliet,  III.,  public  building 

Jones,  Aqunla -- 

Jones,  Andrew  J .' 

Jones.  Benjamin  P 

Jones,  Prancis  S.,  estate  of 

Jones,  Huflf 

Jones,  Isaac,  estate  of 

Jones,  John 

Jones,  John  H.... 

Jones,  John  H. ,  heirs  of : 

Jones,  John  H.,  legal  representatives  of 

Jones,  Thomas  C 

Jordan,  R.  D.,  guardian 

Jouett,  James  £ 

Judd,  Joanna 

Judgments.    [See  Courts  of  United  States.) 

K. 

Kagwaich,  Sophia 

Kale,  Wilson 

Kane,  James 

Kansas,  claims  of  citizens  of 

homes  for  soldiers  in _. 

to  create  a  third  judicial  district  in 

Kansas  City,  Kans.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  extend  limit  of  cost  of  public  building 

Kansas  River,  granting  right  to  dam  ..- 

to  allow  dams  across,  in  Shawnee  County,  Kans 

Kaylor,  Daniel 

Keach,  Albert 

Keady,  William  P 

Keatinj?.  Martin _ 

Keefe,  Michael,  deceased 

Keegan,  Mary  E 

Keel,  George 

Keeves,  A.  S 

Keightiey,  WUllam  M 

Kelly,  Dennis 

Kelly,  Elizabeth 

Kelly,  Francis  J 

Kelly,  Mary  Clare 

Kelly,  Peter,e8tate  of 

Kelly,  Sarah  A 
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Kelsey,  James  E.,  and  others 

Kendall,  William,  representatives  of 

Kennedy,  Anthony  M 

Kennedy,  John  W 

Kennedy,  Leonora  J 

Kennedy,  LydiaM 

Kennedy,  Margaret - -j 

Kennedy,  P.  B 

Kennedy,  Thomas  H 

Kennerly,  Charles  M 

Kennock,  DoraE 

Kent,  Henry  O 

Kentucky  and  Indiana  Bridge  Company,  to  sell  a  piece  of  land  to  . 

Kentucky,  for  relief  of  Simpson  County  court  of 

to  regulate  terms  of  United  States  courts  in 

Keokuk,  Iowa,  to  pay  exi)en8e8  of  paving  around  public  building  at. 

Kergon,  Thomas 

Kerr,  A.  C ^ 

Kittery,  Me.,  to  convey  to,  a  jwrtion  of  Fort  McClary  Military 

reservation 

Keyser,  Esther  A 

Keystone  National  Bank,  to  investigate  failure  of 

Kibler,  Josiah  and  Jeremiah 

Kickapoos.    (iSee  Indians.) 

Kilbourn,  Benjamin  J 

Kimball,  Jonathan 

Kimmons,  William  M 

King,  J.  D 

King,  Orris  O 

Kingsley,  Sterling 

Kirchner,  George  K - 

Kirkham,  Charles  M.  and  Guy,  relative  to  lands  owned  in  part  by. 

Kirkpatrick,  S 

Kirtley,  James  W 

Klamath  River  Roservation,  relative  to  disposal  of 

Klauser,  Emanuel 

Knapp,  Andrew  B 

Knight,  Joseph 

Knowlington,  William  C 

Kolbe,  CarlF 

Kolter,  Fredrick  E 

Koons,  Anthony - 

Kootenai  River,  to  authorize  construction  of  bridge  at  Fry,  Idaho. 

Kouns,  John,  surviving  partner  of  George  L .' 

Kounty,  W.  J 

Kramer,  Andrew 

Kramer,  Matilda  S.,  and  Mary  W- 

Kulage,  Joseph,  heirs  of - 

L. 

La  Ambra  Silver  Mining  Company,  suit  against,  etc 

Labell,  Charles 

Labels,  to  allow  registry  of 

Labor,  Commissioner  of,  to  print  seventh  annual  report  of 

compilation  of  State  laws  relating  to,  and  interstate  com- 
merce   

convict,  relative  to  employment  of,  on  Government  works . . 

eight  hours  for 

investigating  sweating  system  of  tenement  house 

on  public  works,  for  protection  of,  and  of  furnisher  of  mate- 
rial  — - - - 
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1940 
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1143 

4 

657 

2 

1860 

7 

2143 

10 

1960 

11 

1312 

5 

1267 

4 

164 

1 

10 


IKDEX   TO   HOUSE   REPORTS. 


XXXI 


Subject. 


Labor,  protection  of  persons  furnishing,  on  public  works 

relative  to  eight-honr  law  on  Government  works  and  em- 
ployment of  convicts - 

relative  to  statistics  on  questions  affecting,  etc 

to  enforce  laws  relative  to  importation  of  contract 

to  investigate  troubles  at  Homesteadi  Pa 

to  investigate  trouble  in  Idado 

Laborers,  to  exclude  political  influence  in  employment  of 

La  Fayette  Female  College,  Colbert  County,  Ala 

Lafayette  statue,  for  dedication  of 

Laffe#ty,  James 

Lafleur,  BenM 

Lafleur,  Jean  Pierre ^ 

Lafleur,  Marcelin. 

La  Grange  College 

La  Grange  (Tenn.)  Synodical  College 

Lake,  Daniel,  deceased 

Lake  Erie,  ship  canal  to  connect  with  Ohio  River 

Lake,  Romantus 

Lake  Superior,  to  improve  navigation  from  head  of,  to  the  sea 

Lam,  James,  estate  of 

Lanahan,  John  D 

Landes,  Abraham 

Land  grants,  relief  of  certain  settlers  on  ( A rizona) 

to  amend  act  forfeiting  certain  railroad,  extending 

time  to  settlers,  etc 

to  amend  law  of  1890  forfeiting  certain 

unsurveyed,  of  Atlantic   and   Pacific   Railroad  in 

Arizona  and  New  Mexico 

Land  Patents.    [See  Pacific  Lands.) 

Landram,  William  J r 

Lane,  Henr# 

Lane,  James : 

Lane,  Lewis 

Lang,  D.  M , 

Lang,  Nathaniel 1 

Lanier,  N.  B 

Laredo,  Tex.,  to  establish  subport  of  entry  at \ 

to  erect  public  building  at 

Large,  William 

Larkin,  William  J 

Larned,  Helen. 

La  Rue,  Maria  D 

Lastrapres,  Victor 

La  Torrrette,  Henry  S •_ 

Lavery,  William 

Law,  Mary  E 

Lawhead,  William,  administrator  of  John 

Lawrence,  L.  J 

Lazare,  Jean  Baptiste 

Leach,  Orinda 

Leahey,  Michael 

Leave  of  absence,  to  grant  thirty  days  to  employes  in  Bureau  of 

Engraving  and  Printing 

to  grant,  to  per  diem  employes ] 

Leduff,  Alexis 

Lee,  A.  S - 

Lee,  Franklin 

Lee,  Hon.  W.H.  F.,  to  print  eulogies  on 

Lee,  John — 

Lee,  Lucy  Ann  and  Allen  G , 
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Lefoldt,  Julius 

Leftwich,  Gertrude  A 

Legg,  A.  C.  (deceased) 

Le^&lative,  judicial,  and  executive  appropriation  bill,  report  on.. 

Leibarger,  Phebe,  estate  of 

Leiper,  James 

Lemelle,  Charles,  estate  of 

Lemelle,  E 

Lemelle,  Leon - - 

Lemelle,  Ludger,  estate  of 

Lemelle,  Rigobert,  estate  of 

Lement,  Pierre 

Leonard,  Lois  P 

Lemard,  Helen 

Lewis,  Abner  D 

Lewis,  John  W 

Lewis,  Mary  A , 

Ley,  John  Henry < 

Library  of  Congress,  to  exhibit  books,  etc.,  at  World's  Columbian 

Exposition 

Lick  Observatory ,  to  set  apart  a  tract  of  land  for 

Life-saving  appliances.    (See  Steamers.) 

Life-Saving  Service,  to  increase  pay  of  keepers  and  crews  in 

Life-saving  station,  1x)  establish,  at  Gay  Head,  Mass -) 

East  Marion,  Long  Island,  N.  Y 

Lights  (including  buoys,  fog  signals,  etc.).  to  establish,  etc.,  at— 
Butler  Flats,  New  Bedford,  Mass 1 

Great  Lakes  (sundry ) i 

Martello  Tower,  Tybee  Island,  Grebrgia 

Middle  and  Thunder  Bay  islands 

Tampa  Bay,  Florida 

Tibbetts  Point,  New  York 

Willamette  River 

Llllard,  B.  (estate  of) 

Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  pay  for  paving  around  Government  building  at. 

Linn,  Jane ,. 

Lints,  J.  J .- 

Lipscomb,  .Tames  C 

Liquor  traffic,  Indian  Territory,  to  exclude,  from 

Litten,  Julius  B , 

Little,  John , 

Little  Rock  and  Memphis  Railroad  Company 

Little  Rock,  Ark ., for  Improvement  of  public  building  and  grounds  at. 

road  to  cemetery 

to  establish  military  jwst  near 

Littleton,  N.  H,,  terms  of  United  States  courts  for 

Livers,  Fanny  S-~ 

Livingston,  Anne  C 

Locke,  Sarah  J .- _ 

Lockwood,  Chauncey  M 

Lofland,  H 

Logan,  John  S.,  assignee 

Logan,  Mary  T.,  widow  of  A.  L , 

Logansport,  Ind.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Lomasney,  Susan.- 

Long,  Francis,  and  others 

Long,  Henry  W 

Long,  James  W 

Loudoun  County,  Va.,  for  relief  of  loyal  citizens  of 

Louisville,  Ky.,  to  sell  old  cus/tom-house  building  at 
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Lovelace,  EmmaC 

Lovell,  Liouiee  I.,  and  others 

Lovell,  Margaret  Jane 

Lowe,  William  W 

Luchman,  William 

Luke,  Elizabeths 

Lusk,  Soloman 

Lutterloh,  Thomas  S  .-* | 

Luttrell,  Samuel 

Lutz,  Andrew 

Lutz,  Morris 

Lynch,  John  A j 

Lyon,  Harry - 

M. 

MoBrayer,  JohnH 

McCabe,  Elizabeth 

McCabe,  James 

McCammon,  James 

McCann,  Michael , 

McChesnev,  Mary  D 

McOlintocK,  Joseph  B 

McClure,  Daniel 

McCohnant,  Elisha 

McConnell,  C.J 

McCool,  WellsC 

McCormack,  A.  P.,  charges  against 

McDermott,  Martin 

McDonald,  Orin  A 

McDonald,  Grin  K 

McDougall,  George,  representatives  of 

McElhose,  James  B 

McElvey,  Harmon  H 

McFarland,  James  A  .' 

McGarrahan,  William .^ | 

McGeorge,  Betsey 

McGloughlin,  Virginia , 

McGuffee,  G.  V.,  sr  •_ 

McKeesnort,  Pa.,toerect  public  building  at 

McKenzie,  Lewis 

McKinney,  Greorge  W 

Mackintosh,  James  C 

McLaughlin,  Ammon 

McLaughlin,  Nelson 

McLaughlin,  Thomas  A 

McLean,  Cornelius 

McLean,  Louise  E 

McLean,  Sarah  K j 

MoLellan,  Leander  C 

McLemore,  Sarah  L,,  administratrix  of  John  C 

McLeod,  Daniel,  administrator  of 

McMi^an,  John 

McMinnville  (Tenn. )  Cumberland  Female  Church 

McMurdie,  Maria 

McMurtrey,  John 

McNairy,  Hugh 

H.  Rep.  62-1 3 
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McNamara,  Stephen - 

McNeil,  Jane 

McNeil,  JohnC 

McNeil,  Quincy 

Macon  City  (Mo.)  Catholic  church 

MoPherBon,  George  H 

Maddox,  Laura  E 

Maddox,  Margaret  Virginia 

Maddox,  Martin 

Madison  Female  Institute 

Magill,  Lydia  A.,  administratrix 

Maguire,  £}llen , 

Mailloux,  Belle  Carlton - 

Mail  service,  consolidation  of  third  and  fourth  class  matter 

free  delivery  for  rural  districts 

relative  to  letting  of,  in  certain  cases  on  star  routes. 

subsidies  for,  on  ocean 

Malloy,  John 

Mammoth  Hot  Springs,  to  erect  post-office  building  for 

Manning,  James 

Map  of  United  States,  distribution  of,  to  public  schools 

Marcy,  Daniel 

Marine  Corps,  promotions  in 

relative  to  pay  and  allowances  of  retired  enlisted  j 

men  in  the } 

Marine  Hospital  Service,  to  improve  hospital  at  Chicago 

Marinette  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  to  grant  right  of  way  ( 

through  Menomonee  Reservation { 

Markham,  Pleasant 

Marklein,  Charles 

Marks,  Greorge  A 

Marquette,  Mich.,  to  extend  the  immediate  transportation  act  to. . . 
Marriage  and  divorce,  relative  to  amendment  of  Constitution  of  j 

the  United  States  to  give  Congress  juris  diction  over ( 

Marsh,  Samuel 

Marshall,  George.. 

Marshall,  Levin  R.,  executors  of 

Marshall  (Mo.)  Christian  Church 

Martello  tower  (Tybee  Island),  Georgia,  to  authorize  use  of,  for 

signal  station 

Martin,  Cyrus , 

Martin,  John  J.,  heir  of  Joseph , 

Martin,  Mary - 

Martinsburg,  W.  Va. : 

St.  Joseph's  Catholic  Church 

German  Evangelical  Church 

Methodist  Episcopal  Church 

Maryland  Fire  Insurance  Company.  Baltimore 

Massillon,  Ohio,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Mastick,  Henry,  administrator  of 

Mastin,  Claude  H 

Matchett,  William  B 

Materials,  protection  of  i)er80n8  furnishing,  on  public  works  .., 

Matheny,  Thomas  M 

Mathews,  F 

Mathews,  William  D 

Matlock,  E.  S.,  estate  of 

Matlock,  John 

Matlock,  Thomas  J , 

Maverick  National  Bank,  to  investigate 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


Maxwell  land  grant,  relative  to  alleged  conspiracy  in  connection 
with : - 

Maynadier,  William  M j 

Meases,  Zaddock 

Meaher,  Timothy,  adminiBtrator  of  J.  M 

Medical  officers.    (See  also  Army.) 

Relative  to  status  of,  who  served  in  civil  war 

Medical  congress,  to  authorize  the  President  to  extend  invitations 

to  a  pan- American 

Meeha,  Catherine  B - 

Melbourne  Industrial  Exhibition,  for  additional  compensation  to 

assistant  commissioners 

Melvin,  Fordyce  R - 

Memphis,  Tenn.,  Overton  Hotel  Company ^ 

Menefee,  Mary  A - 

Menominee  Reservation,  to  grant  Marinette  and  Western  Rail-  ) 

road  right  of  way  through - f 

Mercer,  John 

Merchants  and  Miners'  Transportation  Company 

Merchants'  National  Bank  (BaltimoreJ 

Merchant  vessels  of  the  United  States,  to  print  list  of 

Meredith,  Frederick 

Merriam,  J.  E 

Merritt,  Edwin  A 

Merritt,  Henry - 

Messengers.    (See  House  of  Representatives.) 

Methodist  Episcopal  Church  (South),  relief  of  book  agents  of 

Metoyer,  Beniamm,  (heirs  of) 

Metroix>litan  Railroad  Company,  to  amend  act  of  1891  relating  to 

forfeiture  in  certain  contingencies 

Metals,  to  print  report  on  production  of  precious,  in  United  States  for 

1891 

Meuillon,  Alphonso 

Meullion,  Francis 

Meuillon,  Lucien 

Mexico,  to  promote  closer  trade  relations  with 

Mexican  Gulf,  Pacific  and  Puget  Sound  Railroad  Company — 

To  grant  right  of  way  through  certain  public  lands  and  use  of 
portions  of  reservation  at  Pensacola,  Fla 

To  allow  to  bridge  certain  rivers  in  Alabama 

Mexican  war.    (See  War  with  Mexico.) 

Miami  Indians,  for  payment  to 

Michigan  Cavalry,  First  Regiment  of,  expenses  of 

Middle  and  Thunder  Bay  islands 

Middletown,  Md 

Miles,  William  T 

Military  Academy- 
Annual  appropriation  bill  for 

Appropriations  for 

Fixing  rank  of  master  of  sword 

Military  posts — 

For  the  enlargement  of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind 

Helena.,  Mont.,  to  establish 

Little  Rook,  Ark 

Vermont  (between  BurlingtDu  and  Highgate) 

Military  reservations — 

E^tport,  Me.,  to  dispose  of 

For  disposal  of  certain  abandoned  in  Wyoming. 

Fort  Sidney,  to  grant  to  Sidney,  Nebr.,  for  cemetery  purposes. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla 

Military  telegraph  lines 

Militia,  relative  to  efficiency  of 
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Millard,  Mary 

Miller,  David 

Miller,  James 

Miller,  Martha  E 

Millet,  Francis 

MiUey,  S.  B..  administrator  of  estate  of  Mary  E 

Millican,  William 

Milliken,  Samuel,  heirs  of 

Mineral  LAnds  (see  Public  Lands) 

Mines  and  Mining,  hydraulic  mining  in  California 

to  establish  executive  department  of 

to  regulate,  in  the  Indian  Torritory 

Minnesota,  lands  for  public  park  at  the  headwaters  of  the  Midsis- 

sippi  River  in 

Minors.    (See  War  of  rebellion.) 
Mission  Indians.    ( See  Indians. ) 

Mission  Indian  Commission,  relative  to  carrying  out  recommenda- 
tion of 

Mississippi,  clerks  in  United  States  courts  in 

Mississippi  River,  to  allow  bridge  at  Davenport,  Iowa 

Moline,  111 

Quincy,  111 

South  St.  Paul,  Minn 

relative  to  willful  injury  of  public  works  on 

Missouri,  relative  to  status  of  militia  engaged  in  the  civil  war 

time  of  holding  courts  for  western  district 

Missouri  River,  to  allow  bridges  at — 

Chamberlain,  S.  Dak , 

Dewitt,Mo 

Omaha,  Nebr 

St.  Charles,  Mo 

Yankton,  S.Dak 

Mitchell,  James  A 

Mitchell,  Katie  P 

Mitchell,  Sophia  G 

Mixon,  William 

Mobile  and  Girard  Railroad  Company 

Mobile  Marine  Dock  Co 

Mobile  River,  to  allow  Chicago,  Mobile  and  Gulf  Ports  Railroad 

Companv  to  bridge 

Moffitt,  Alexander 

Mohan,  Elizabeth 

Monahan,  Mary  E 

Mono^lies,  to  protect  trade  and  commerce  from  unlawful  re- 
straints and 

Monroe,  Andrew  J 

Monroe,  Thomas  C.,  estate  of 

Montana,  to  establish  the  southern  judicial  district  of 

Montana  Mineral  Railway  Company,  to  allow  right  of  way  across 

Yellowstone  Park  Reservation 

Montgomery,  Robert  H 

Montgomery,  Hugh,  deceased 

Montgomery,  Mary  Ann 

Montgomery,  Oliva  F 

Montgomery,  Pearson  C ] 

Monuments,  Fort  Greene,  to  memory  of  victims  of  British  prison 

ships 

Gen.  David  Morgan _ 

Lafayette,  dedication  of  statue  of 

Maj.  Gen.  Nathanael  Greene,  at  Guilford  court-house . 
P^re  Marquette,  statue  of 
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Monuments,  Saratoga,  N.  Y 

to  erect,  at  Put-in- Bay  to  memory  of  Oliyer  Hazzard 
Perry  and  men 

William  Henry  Harrison 

William  T.  Sherman,  pedestal w. 

Moody,  B.  P.  &  Co 

Moonlight,  Thomas 

Moore,  Stativa,  estate  of 

Mordecai,  J.  Randolph,  administrator  of  M.  C '. 

Mordeoai,  M.  C,  administrator  of ] 

More,  Robert 

More,  Stephen,  administrator 

Morehead  City,  N.  C,  Methodist  church 

Morehead,  Mary  A 

Morgan,  Benajah 

Morgan,  Daniel,  to  erect  monument  to 

Morgan,  Robert  E 

Morgan.  Thom^  P.,  jr 

Morin,  Catherine,  heirs  of 

Morris,  Jennie  B 

Morrison,  James 

Morrow,  WUliamB 

Mosely,  William,  jr 

Moss,  William,  estate  of 

Mount  Sterling,  Ky . ,  to  erect  public  building 

Mount  Zion  Socio ty _- '. 

Mower,  Joseph  A.,  legal  representatives t)f 

Mullin,  Mary  P 

MuUins,  Martin 

Muncie,  Ind.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Mutiday,  G.  W.,  administrator 

Munsees.    (^ee  Indians.) 

Murder.    (See  Courts  of  United  States.) 

Murdock,  Emily 

Murphy,  Dennis,  sureties  of 

Murphy,  James 

Murphy,  James,  heirs  of 

Murphy,  J.  J - 

Murphy,  Susan  S 

Murray,  B.  Jennie 

Murray,  Francis  M 

Murray,  George  W 

Murray,  Joseph 

Musgrave,  Emelin^  E 

Myers,  B.P 

N. 

Nalley,  Samuel  M 

Nash,  Joseph  C 

Nashua,  N.  H.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Nason,  Ralph  Waldo 

Natchez,  Alis8.,.to  erect  public  building  at 

National  Academy  of  Sciences,  to  print  extra  copies  of,  for  1891.. 
National  banks,  relative  to  receivers  of 

required  to  redeem  lost  or  stolen  notes 

safety,  control,  etc.,  of  national 

National  Capitol.    {See  Washington,  D.  C.) 

National  cemetery,  road  near,  Little  Rock,  Ark 

National  Guard,  additional  artillery  for 

National  highway  oommission,  to  create 
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Subject. 

I 

National  Home  for  Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers: 

Pensioners  in 

Relative  to  appointment  of  officers  for 

To  use  Fort  Hayes  reservation  for 

To  fill  vacancies  in  board  of  managers  of 

National  Museum,  to  print  report  for  1891 

National  Safe  Deposit  Ck>mpany ,  to  change  incorporate  name 

National   sanitarium,  to  establisli  in  northern  New  Mexico  or 

southern  Colorado  .-^ 

Naturalization,  amending  laws  relative  to 

Naval  appropriation  bill,  report  on 

Senate  amendments 

Naval  Observatory,  to  change  management  of 

Navy,  Engineer  Corps T 

engineers,  to  terminate  reduction  in,  of 

enlisted  men,  number  of 

enlisted  men,  to  authorize  retirement  of  certain 

Marine  Corps,  to  regulate  promotions  in 

moiety  claims  of  officers  and  crews  in  the 

Navy  Department,  contracting  for  supplies,  etc 

detail  of  assistant  to  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Navi- 
gation of 

Neal,  W.  H.,  estate  of i 

Neal,  William  M 

Nebraska,  to  reimburse  for  repelling  Sioux  invasion 

ordnance  stores  and  supplies  for 

Neck,  George,  sr 

Neet,  John  S.,  jr - 

Neidli nger ,  Charles  V 

Nevada,  Indian  war  claims  of  citizens  of 

war  of  rebellion,  claim  of 

New,  Adelia 

Newark,  N.  J.,  to  make  a  port  of  immediate  transportation 

New  Bedford,  Mass.,  granting  certain  lands  to,  for  a  public  park.. 
New  Bedford  (Butler  Flats),  Mass.,  light  and  fog-signal  station  near. 

Newell,  Jane,  estate  of 

Newell,  Jesse  C 

New  Haven,  Conn.,  National  New  Haven  Bank ] 

Newkirk,  Isabella  W __ 

New  Madrid  location  survey,  to  confirm  patent 

Newman,  James  M 

New  Mexico,  additional  land  office  in , 

admission  of - 

Capt.  Ciran  St.  Vrain's  company  of  volunteers 

land  titles  in -* 

relative  to  law  of  timber  cutting  on  public  lands  in  _ . 

to  issue  bond  to  restore  capitol  building 

unsurveyed  lands  in  grant  of  Atlantic  and  Pacific 

R.  R.,in 

New  Orleans,  La.,  Union  National  Bank 

for  relief  of  Odd  Fellows*  Hall,  association  of . .  . 

Newport  News,  Va. ,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Newton  (Mass.),  First  National  Bank  of 

New  York,  claim  growing  out  of  war  of  1812 

paymentof  duties  on  arms 

terms  of  United  States  courts  in  northern  district  of  .  - 

New  York  city,  for  i-elief  of  certain  port  wardens  in 

night  inspectors  at  port  of 

to  erect  custom-house .. 

New  York,  Lake  Erie  and  Western  Railroad  Company 

Nickles,  John 

Nichols,  Frank  H.,  estate  of 


Vol 


1840 
250 
892 
505 

2141 
175 

1463 
697 
621 

1453 
926 

1491 
440 

1504 

2051 

1502 
242 

1417 

1989 
1280 
2115 
1541 
2120 

832 

225 
1007 

117 

254 
1445 

272 
1398 

187 
1281 
1333 
1493 

667 
2106 
1542 

524 
1399 

736 
1435 
1253 
1379 
1575 

992 
86 

402 
1103 
2014 

220 
1034 
1013 
1779 
2027 
1742 
1484 

705 

243 


7 
1 
3 
2 

10 

1 

5 
3 
2 
5 
3 
5 
2 
5 
10 
5 
1 
5 

10 
4 

10 
5 

18 
3 
1 
4 
1 
1 
5 
1 
5 
1 
4 
5 
5 
2 

10 
5 
2 
5 
3 
5 
4 
5 
5 

4 

1 
2 
4 

10 
1 
4 
4 
7 

10 
7 
5 
3 
2 


INDEX  TO   HOUSE  REPORTS. 


XXXIX 


Subject. 


Niles,  Harriet  U 

Nindeman,  William  F.  C 

Nixon,  Henry  C 

Noble,  Lester 

Noble,  Noah,  heirs  of 

Noble,  Sarah  A 

Nolandj  William  H 

Nonresident  pensioners .    ( See  Pensions. ) 

Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad  Company,  to  allow  to  extend  line 
into  Districtof  Columbia 

Norman,  Seaton ^.-. | 

North  Dakota,  correcting  descriptions  of  certain  public  lands 

granted  to 

relief  of  settlers  on  certain  lands  in 

to  divide  judicial  districtof 

to  publish  report  on  climatic  features  of 

Northern  Pacific  Kailroad,  to  confirm  agreement  for  right  of  way 

through  Puyallup  Indian  Reservation 

Northrup,  Anson 

Northrup,  Charles 

Noyes,  Henry  T.,  contested-election  case  of 

Noyes  vs.  Rockwell,  contested-election  case  of ■ 

Nutt,  Julia  A.,  executrix 


O. 


Oakland,  Cal.,  public  building  at 

Oakley,  E.  C,  administrator 

O'Brien,  Michael 

O'Brien,  Oliver 

O'Brien,  William  D 

Ocean  mails  service.    ( See  Mail  Service . ) 

Ockerson,  Daniel  J - - 

O'Connor,  Mary 

Odle,H.  D 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs.    (jSee  Indian  Affairs.) 

Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.,  to  make  port  of  immediate  transportation 

Oglesby,  L.  T 

Ohio  mver,  to  authorize  a  bridge  across,  between  Cincinnati,  by 

Rapid  Transit  Bridge  Co - 

relative  to  a  ship  oanid  to  connect  with  Lake  Erie 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. ,  military  reservation  at 

Oklahoma  Territory,  relative  to  district  courts  of 

funding  county  debts  of 

reserving  certain  lands  in,  from  entry 

additional  supreme  judge  for 

relative  to  carriage  of  passengers  by  rail- 
road in 

to  extend  the  railroad  laws  of  Arkansas  to... 
amend  act  for  temporary  government  of, 

relating  to  courts 

Okolona,  Mias.,  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows 

Old  Dominion  Steamship  Company i 

Oleomargarine,  to  subject  to  laws  of  States 

Oliver,  Aaron  J 

Oliver,  James  M 

O'Neal,  Jacob 

Options,  to  define  and  tax 

Orbison,  Joeiah  B ^^ ^ 
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Subject. 


Oregon,  war  of  rebellion  claim  of 

to  establish  sundry  lights,  etc.,  in  State  of,  on  Willamette 

River 

Oregon  and  Washington  Bridge  Company 

O'Reilly^  Thomas  P - 

Ores,  to  remove  duties  on  silver-lead --- 

Orr,  George  A 

Osage  River,  to  allow  bridge  across,  at  Warsaw 

Oe^ood,  James  H *. 

O'Shea,  P.  T 

Otis.  George  K.,  representatives  of , ] 

Otis,  Samuel 

Ottstotts,  Fredrick 

Overton  Hotel  Company 

Owen,  Isham  T 

Owen,  L.  D 

Oyster  beds,  relative  to  damage  done  to,  in  Raritan  Bay 


P. 


Pacheco,  Juan 

Pacific  coast,  revenue  cutter  service  for 

Paillett,  Hilliare,  estate  of 

Palmatier,  Eliza  T 

Palmer,  N.  P.,  jr.,  &  Co 

Pan-American  Medical  Congress,  to  authorize  the  President  to  ex- 
tend invitations  to 

Pangborn,  Sarah  L 

Pansy  (light-house  steamer],  to  remit  penalties  on 

Parish,  J.  W 

Parker,  D.  S 

Parker,  Mary  P 

Parker,  Rebecca  V.,  estate  of 

Parks.    ( See  Public  Parks. ) 

Parsons,  Marrilla 

Patented  articles,  protection  of  innocent  users  of 

Patents,  revising  and  amending  statutes  relating  to 

Patterson,  David  K 

Paterson,  N.  J.,  public  building  at 

Patton,  8.  K.  N ^ 

Payne,  James,  &  Co 

Payne,  John  Howard,  heirs  of 

Payne,  William  B 

Pedersen,  Mathias 

Peeden,  Martha  J.,  administratrix  of  Haywood  Peeden 

Peirce,  Charles  H :.. 

Peirce,  Eliza  B 

Pellitier,  E.  W ^. 

Pemberton ,  Fannie 

Pensacola,  Pla.,  for  relief  of  Escambia  Lodge,  No.  15,  P.  and  A.  M.  of 

Pensacola  Terminal  Company,  right  of  way  over  naval  reservation 

Pensions,  amendment  to  laws  to  place  Navy  on  footing  with  Army 

in  matter  of  disabilities _ 

amendment  to  pension  laws  relating  to  disabilities  in  the 

Navy '. 

appropriations  for 

army  nurses - 

deafness,  to  increase  rate  for [[ 

declarations,  relative  to  execution  of,  in  claims [[ 

deficiencies  in  appropriations I.I"; 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


Pensionfl,  disloyal^,  bill  to  amend  Revised  Statutes  relating  to 

those  dropped  from  the  rolls  for 

evidence,  relative  to  cases  of 

for  widows,  and  minor  children  of  soldiers  disabled  while 

in  service 

Indian  wars,  survivors  of  certain 

laws,  for  the  revision  of 

Mexican  war,  to  grant  increase  of,  in  certain  cases 

nonresidents 

rate,  intermediate,  for  specified  disabilities 

rate  of,  to  establish  an  intermediate,  for  specific  disa- 
bilities   

Soldiers'  Homes,  relative  to  ceasing  payment  of 

to  allow  examinations  of  papers  by  clumant  of 

to  increase  rate  for  total  deafness 

widows,  restoring  right  of ,  to 

widows  and  children,  to  amend  laws,  relative  to,  of  sol- 
diers who  died  in  service 

PeDsion  laws,  for  a  general  revision,  etc.,  of 

Pension  Office,  to  investigate  management  and  methods  of 

report  on  investigation  of ,  parti 

part2 

to  print  report  on  investigation  of 

Pennsylvania,  to  reimburse,  for  money  paid  militia  service  in  civil 

war 

to  reimburse,  for  damages  to  citizens  by  armies 

claim  growing  out  of  war  of  1812 

P^re  Marquette,  to  accept  statue  of,  in  House  of  Representatives.. 

Perkins,  George  H | 

Perry,  Oliver  Hazard,  to  erect  monument  to,  at  Put  in  Bay 

Perry,  O.  H.,  administrator  of  George  W.  Perry... 

Peters,  JohnLi 

Petwood,  Brightwood  and  Tacoma  Railway  Company,  to  incor- 
porate  

Philadelphia,  Pa. ,  improvement  of  harbor  of , 

Philbrook,  Mrs.  C.  E 

PhUlipe,  James  B 

PhUlips,  John  C 

Phillips,  O.P 

Phipps,  Ellis  P 

Pierce,  William 

Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Pinkerton  Agency .  relative  to  investigation  of..: 

Pitcher,  William,  heirs  of 

Pittsburg,  Fort  Wavne  and  Chicago  Railroad  Company,  to  estab- 
lish division  line  between  lands  of,  and  of  United  States. 

Pittsburg,  Pa.,  to  authorize  sale  of  property  of  United  State?  at.. 

Pitzer,  T.  T 

Plant,  George  H 

Platte  City,  Mo.,  Presbyterian  church  and  Masonic  lodge 

Platte  County,  Mo 

Plattsmouth,  Nebr . ,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Pneumatic  Dynamite  Gun  Company,  New  York,  to  remit  penal- 
ties on  cruiser  Vtsuvius 

Pneumatic  i)Ostal  communication,  report  on  memorial  to  investi- 


gate 
Point  Pleasant,  W.  Va.,  Methodist  church 

Poitevent,  William  T 

Poland,  Alexander,  estate  of 

Pollard,  A.  W 

Ponder,  D.  K 

Pope,  Daniel  T.,and  others 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


Porche,  Louis  V 

Ports  of  delivery,  to  make,  at — 

Council  Bluffs,  Iowa 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

Ports  of  entry  (including  subports,  etc.),  to  establish  at— 

Laredo,  Tex \ 

Punta  Gorda,  Fla :. 

Superior  and  Ashland,  Wis 

Velasco,  Tex 

West  Point,  Va 

Ports  of  immediate  transportation,  to  extend  act  making,  to  — 

Fernandina,  Fla 

Ogdensburg,  N.  Y 

Newark,  N.  J - 

St.  Augustine,  Fla 

Port  wardens,  for  relief  of  certain,  in  New  York  and  Brooklyn  ... 

Postage,  relative  to  free,  on  Government  correspondence 

semi  weekly  and  triweekly  publications 

to  make  uniform,  on  third  and  fourth  class  matter 

Postal  clerks.    (See  Railway  Mail  Service.) 

Postal  laws,  to  amend,  relative  to  official  envelopes  for  business  of 

the  Government - 

Postal  notes,  for  issue  of  fractional 

Letter-carriers,  to  increase,  etc.,  pay  of 

Postmasters,  appointment  of  fourth-class 

relative  to  expenses  of  convention  of,  in  Washington, 

D.C 

Postmaster- General,  to  investigate  connection  with  Pneumatic 

Postal  Company _ 

Post-Office  appropriation  bill,  re|)orton 

Post-Office  Department,  appropriation  to  pay  salary  of  superin- 
tendent of  free  delivery 

Potomac  River,  relative  to  fish,  etc.,  in 

Potomac  Steamboat  Company J 

Pottawatomies.    (See  Indians.) 

Pottsville,  Pa.,  public  building 

Poullain,  Mildred  P 

Powel,  Sarah  A 

Prather,  Thomas  T 

Prator,  John  D 

Pratt,  Albert  J.  (administrator) 

Precious  metals.    (8ee  Metals.) 

President,  resolution  to  print  copies  of  annual  message  of 

also  of  Chile  message 

proposed  constitutional  amendment  relative  to  election 

of,  etc 

to  amend  act  providing  for  succession  in  cases  of  death 

or  removal 

to  print  report  of  Senate,  Forty- third  Congress,  on  mode 

of  election  of 

Price,  Rodman  M 

Price,  William  B 

Priddy,  John  D.  (heirs  of) 

Priest,  Mathew  S , 

Pringle,  William  N 

Printing,  relative  to,  binding,  etc.,  of  public  documents 

Pritchard,  Catherine  M _ 

Private  Land  Claims,  Court  of 

to  amend  act  establishing  Court  of 

Protestant  Episcopal  Cathedral  Foundation,  to  incorporate  (ic  the 

District  of  Columbia) _ 

Providence,  R.  I.,  public-building  site  .._ 
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Subject. 


'ublic  buildings,  to  erect  at  (also  increased  costs  and  sites): 

Allentown,  Pa 

Alpena,  Mich « 

Ann  Arbor,  Mich 

Anniston,  Ala 

Baltimore,  Md 

Bedford  City,  Va 

Boise,  Idaho 

Bradford,  Pa 

Bridgeport,  Conn 

Brockton,  Mass 

Brunswick,  Ga ^ 

Buffalo,  N.Y 

Camden,  N.  J 

Cheyenne,  Wyo 

Chicago,  111 

(po8tK>fflce,  etc.) 

Clinton,  Iowa 

Cumberland,  Md 

Decatur,  111 

Durham,  N.  C 

East  St.  Louis,  111 

Elgin,  111 

Elizabeth,  r^.  J 

Hmira,  N.  Y 

Findlay,  Ohio 

Fitchburg,  Mass 

Fond  du  Lac,  Wis 

Gallipolis,  Ohio 

Gardiner,  Me 

Hartford,  Conn 

Hastings,  Nebr 

Helena,  Mont 

Henderson,  Ky _ 

Hoboken,  N.  J 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

Jamestown,  N.  Y 

Joliet,  lU : 

Kansas  City,  Kans 

Kansas  City,  Mo 

Keokuk,  Iowa,  pavements 

Laredo,  Tex 

Lincoln,  Nebr 

Little  Rock,  Ark 

Logansport,  Ind _ 

McKeesport,  Pa 

Mammoth  Hot  Springs 

Massillon,  Ohio 

Mount  Sterling,  Ky 

Muncie,  Ind 

Nashua,  N.  H 

Natchez,  Miss 

Newport  News,  Va 

New  York  City 

Oakland,  Cal _ 

Paterson,  N.  J 

Pine  Bluff,  Ark 

Plattsmouth,  Nebr _ 

Pottsville,  Pa _ 

Providence^  R.I _ 

relative  to  planning  and  construction  of. 

Reno,  Nev 

Rome,  Ga ..-. 


2109 

10 

1949 

7 

1110 

4 

1097 

4 

2111 

10 

1118 

4 

1111 

4 

1999 

10 

2110 

10 

1116 

4 

1105 

4 

1117 

4 

1506 

5 

1119 

4 

567 

2 

566 

2 

1099 

4 

1096 

4 

1528 

6 

1123 

4 

1946 

7 

1505 

5 

1744 

7 

1848 

7 

1819 

7 

1820 

7 

844 

3 

1124 

4 

1100 

4 

1821 

7 

1098 

4 

1112- 

4 

1976 

10 

1794 

7 

1676 

7 

1507 

6 

1107 

4 

2130, 

10 

1108 

4 

2000 

10 

1104 

4 

1686 

7 

1113 

4 

1823 

7 

2112 

10 

1570 

5 

1124 

4 

1822 

7 

2108 

10 

1122 

4 

1168 

4 

1103 

4 

1742 

7 

843 

3 

1102 

4 

2126 

10 

2052 

10 

1508 

5 

1121 

4 

1078 

4 

2127 

10 

2121 

10 

XLIV 


INDEX   TO   HOUSE   REPORTS. 


Subject. 


Public  building's,  to  erect  at  (also  increased  costs  and  sites) — Cont'd. 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

Salem,  Oregon 

Selma,  Ala 

Spokane,  Wash 

Suspension  Bridge,  N.  Y 

Tampa,  Pla 

Waterbury,  Conn 

Wilkesbarre,  Pa - ■ 

Public  documents,  to  provide  for  printing  of : 

Bankrupt  bill 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  eighth  and  ninth  annual  reports  of. 
Bureau  of  Ethnology,  eleventh  and  twelfth  annual  reports  — 

Civil  Service  Commission,  eighth  annual  report 

Coast  and  Geodedc  Survey,  report  of  superintendent 

Commissioner  of  Fish  and  Fisheries,  report  of,  for  1889- *90  and 

1890-'91 •-. 

Congressional  documents,  list  of 

Dibeases  of  the  Horse 

Election  bill,  to  print  10,000  copies 

Eulogies  on  F.  B.  Spinola 

Eulogies  on  Hon.  E.  K.  Wilson 

Eulogies  on  Hon.  John  R.  Gamble 

Eulogies  on  Hon.  Leonidas  C.  Houk 

Eulogies  on  Hon.  W.  H.  F.  Lee 

European  immigration,  report  on 

Geographical  names,  report  of  United  States  Board  on 

International  Geological  Congress 

Manual  and  Digest  of  Rules  of  House  of  Representatives 

Monument  at  Yorktown,  proceeding  of  formal  presentation  . . . 

National  Academy  of  Sciences 

Precious  metals,  production  for  1891 

President's  messajge  relative  to  Chile 

Proceedings  on  presentation  of  portraits  of  ex-Speakers  Ran- 
dall and  Grow 

Relative  to  printing,  binding,  distrib^ition,  etc.,  of 

Revised  Statutes,  to  continue  publication  of 

Senate  report  of  Forty-third  Congress  on  election  of  President, 
etc  ------ 

*  Statistical  abstract  for  18*91  ---" I..." "-.I 

Survey  made  pursuant  to  act  of  March  2,  1891.  _ 

Tables  showing  contents  of  Annals  of  Congress,  Congressional 

Debates,  etc 

Public  lands,  amending  forfeiture  act  on  railroad  grants  to  extend 

time  to  actual  settlers 

arid,  for  reclamation  of 

Arizona,  settlers  in  Tucson  district 

building-stone  lands,  relative  to  entry  of 

contest,  to  extend  right  of,  to  heirs  in  cases 

correcting  description  of  certain,  granted  to  Terri- 
tory of  Dakota.- 

declaring  meaning  of  act  to  repeal  timber-culture 

laws 

desert-land  law,  to  fix  price  of 

forest  reservations,  relative  to  request  for  informa- 
tion of  in  California 

mineral,  for  examination  and  classification  of  certain, 
mineral  lands,  for  examination  and  classification  of 

certain 

North  and  South  Dakota,  relief  of  settlers  on  certain . 

Oklahoma,  reserving  certain,  from  entry 

Otoe  and  Missouria  Reservation,  for  adjustment  of 
certain  sales  on,  of 
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Subject. 


lands,  patentfl,  extending  juriBdiction  of  Court  of  Claims  in. 

patents,  relative  to,  of  lands  settled  in  Florida  under 
act  of  August  14,  1842 

protection  of  settlement  rights 

relative  to  abandoned  military  reservation  of,  in 
Wyoming 

stone  lands,  relative  to  disposal  of 

swamp  land  grants,  to  adjust  claims  of  States  under. 

swamp  grants,  to  adjust,  nx  limitation  for  filing,  etc. , 
claims  for 

timber,  relative  to  proofs  of  purchase 

timber  cutting,  amending  statutes  at  large  so  as  to 
include  New  Mexico  and  Arizona  in  the  law  rela- 
ting to 

timber  lands,  relative  to  disposal  of 

to  open  to  settlement,  acquired  from  Cheyenn^  and 
Arapaho  Indians 

Wisconsin,  sale  of  timber  on  certain,  in 

p&rks,  to  establish  in  MinncFOta 

works,  protection  of  persons  furnishing  labor  and  materials  ( 


itions,  postage  on  certain  semi  and  triweekly 

Gorda,Fla.,  sub-port  of  entry  at--.: 

Bay,  to  erect  monument  to  commemorate  battle  of  Lake 


n,  Bunioe 

ape.    (See  Indimis.) 


Clharles  G. 


Q. 


B,  W.A 

Caroline  E... 

William  H... 

rd,  George  W. 


R. 


JeanBaptiste 

ads,  couplers  and  safety  appliances 

relative  to  combination  of  the  Philadelphia  and  Read- 

inf^and  other  .- 

special  rates  by,  to  commercial  travelers 

tickets  interchsoigeable  5,000  miles 

sd  land  grants.    {See  Land  grants.) 

ly  mail  service,  salaries  of  clerks  in  the 

h,  N.C 

',  Jonathan 

P.  Y 

,  Samuel  J.,  to  print  proceedings  on  presentation  of  por- 


5 


»man,  John  H 
Iph,  J.  P 

n,  Dunbar  R . 


a  Bay,  to  examine  and  report  on  claims  of  damages  done  to 
ir  beds 


',  James  (and  others). 
t^Willet),  Vienna.. 

nd,  William  G 

>hn  A.    (estate  of) 

SdithS 
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Read,  Henry  A 

Read,  John  B | 

Reardon,  Mary  Catherine 

Receivers     {ISec  National  Banks). 

Record.    (See  Congressional  Record). 

Record  of  volunteer  armies.    (See  War  Department.) 

Red  Cross  Association,  to  protect  insignia  of 

Redfern,  Joseph  and  Eliza 

Redmond,  Karoline  C 

Red  River,  Louisiana,  to  authorize  construction  of  a  bridge  across 

by  Rapides  Bridge  Company 

Red  River  of  the  North,  to  allow  bridge  across 

Redemption.    (See  Treasury.) 

Reed,  David 

Reed,  James,  jr 

Reed,  Thomas  B 

Reese,  Charles 

Reeves,  Clement 

Reeves,  George  W.,  estate  of 

Reeves,  Louisa  J 

Regan,  James ^_ 

Regan,  James,  U.  S.  Army 

Refi^isters  and  receivers,  fees  of 

Reilly,  John 

Relk,  Emily 

Reiner,  Herman  and  Herman,  jr 

Reitz,  Jonas  F 

Renfro,  Nancy  E 

Reno,  Nevada,  to  erect  public  building 

Reserve  fund.    (iSee  Treasury.)  ^ 

Restle,  Leger 

Revenue  CXitter  Service,  construction  of  cutter  for  San  Francisco. 

cutters  for  Pacific  coast 

cutters  for  the  Great  Lakes 

to  transfer  to  the  Navy  Department 

Revised  Statutes,  to  continue  publication  of i 

Revolution.    (iSee  American  Revolution.) 

Rhea,  John  L.,  executor  of  Samuel 

Rhodes,  John,  and  wife 

Rice,  Fred 

Rice,  MargaretM 

Rice,  W.  H 

Richards,  Amelia  A 

Ries,  Lillie 

Riggs,  Druzilla  J 

RiggB,  Reuben 

Rio  Grande  River,  to  allow  Continental  Bridge  Company  to  bridge. 

to  bridge  at  Brownsville 

Ripley,  E.  W.,  estate  of 

Risk,  Abasha 1 

Ritchie,  Cordelia  A J*. 

Rivers  and  harbors,  appropriations  for 

messenger  for  Committee  on 

Senate  amendment 

Roach,  Benjamin,  estateof , 

Roach,  John,  assignees  of i 

Robb,  William  N 

Roberts,  Greorge  F 

Roberts,  John  M 

Roberts,  Julia  S 
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Kept   Vol 


San  Francisco,  Cal.,  construction  of  revenue  outter  for 

Sanitarium.    (See  National  Sanitarium.) 

Santa  Fe,  Presoott  and  Phoenix  Railway  Ck)mpany,  to  grant  right 

of  way  through  Whipple  Barracks  reservation 

Saratoga,  battle  of,  to  erect  monument  to  commemorate 

Sarsfield,  David 

Sartori,  Louis  C - 

Saulpaw,  George  W 

Saunders,  Edwin  £., estate  of 

Saunders,  Henr^  S 

Sauppe,  Valentine 

Savannah  (Mo. )  Christian  Church 

Sawtelle,  Charles  G 

Scanlan,  Mrs.  W.  H 

Schachleiter,  George  W 

Schaumburg,  James  W 

Schaumburg,  James  W. ,  representatives  of 

Schellhous,  R.  A 

Schillinger  patents,  for  relief  of  owners  of 

Schlapp,  August 

School  buildings.    (See  Claims). 

Schools  of  mines,  to  assist  Colorado  to  support 

Schwartz ,  Christian 

Scott,  Austin  A 

Scott,  John \ 

Scott,  John  D 

Scott,  Samuel - 

Scott,  Mrs.  W.  A 

Scott,  W,  T.,  and  others ] 

Scoville,  W.  T 

Seabird  (barge),  American  register  for 

Seaver,  Nettie  N 

Secretary  of  War,  to  authorize  to  lease  public  property 

Segoura,  Raphael 

Selby,  Arthur  P 

Selma,  Ala.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Selmaand  Meridian  Railroad  Company 

Semmler,  Louis 

Senators,  amendment  to  Constitution  relative  to  election  of,  etc  . . 

Sessions,  Franklin 

Setzer,  flenry 

Shacklett,  H.  W , 

Shade,  George 

Shadel,  Henry  A.  heirs  of 

Shaffer,  C.  M | 

Sharman,  Marion  Kern 

Sharp,  Louise  B 

Shaw,  Clara  V 

Shawnees.    (^See  Indians.) 

Shea,  Honora i 

Shear,  Lansing 

Sheely,  Ann 

Sheehy,  Michael 

Sheetz,  Samuel,  estate  of 

Shelby,  J.  C 

Sheldon,  Thomas  P 

Sherman,  Jane  A 

Sherman,  Thomas  W.,  estate  of 

Sherman,  Gen,  W.  T.,  pedestal  for  statue  of 
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Shierry,  Jane — 

Shimmins,  William  M 

Shipley,  E.  R 

Ship  Canals.    (/See  Canals.) 

Ships,  to  give  American  registry  to— 

Foreign  built 

Steamer  China 

Certain  high-grade 

Shirley,  Mrs.  A - & 

Shirley,  Mrs.  A.,  representatives  of 

Short,  Hatcher  and  Hiram 

Sibley,  Henry  H.  and  Charlotte  K.,  heirs  of 

Sidney,  Nebr.,  to  grant  military  reservation«to,  for  cemetery  . . . 

Sigler,Phebe 

Signal,  etc.,  stations.    (See  Lights.) 

Sigur,  John  A 

Silk  culture,  to  encourage 

Silver  (see  Coins  and  Coinage) 

Silver^lead  ores.    (8u  Ores). 

Simerley,  Mary  E 

Simmons,  Abraham  B 

Simmons,  H.  S.,  estate  of 

Simmons,  J.  W -. I 

Simmons,  Margaret  C 

Simpson,  Cassa 

Simpson  County  court  of  Kentucky,  for  relief  of 

Simpson,  Isaac  S 

Sims,  James , 

Singleton,  H.  C,  estate  of 

Sinnott,  P.  B 

Sipp,  Mary  A 

Sisson,  Henry 

Skeels,  Iiaura  E 

Skinner,  John  H 

Skrainka  Construction  Company 

Slaughter,  Ann  Mercer a 

**  Slums,"  investigation  of ,  of  cities 

Small,  Michael  P 

Small  wood,  Howard  P 

Smitii,  A.  J 

Smith,  Alfred 

Smith,  Caroline - 

Smith,  Caroline  A 

Smith,  David  D 

Smith,  Dudley  D 

Smith,  Edward  S., deceased,  accrued  pension  of 

Smith,  Eliza 

Smith,  Grafton  F.,  administrator  of  David 

Smith,  James 

Smith,  .Tames  W 

Smith,  Mary  C 

Smith,  Mendy ■. 

Smith,  Nancy  C 

Smith,  Nimrod  J - 

Smith,  Sarah  E.  B 

Smith,  Sarah  P 

Smith,  Sarah  G 

Smith,  Stephen  D 

Smith,  Thomas  J 

Smith,  T.  E 

Smith,  Vasti 

fl.  Eep.  62-1-4 
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Smith,  William,  and  others j 

Smith,  William  G 

Smith,  W.J 

Smltherman,  Edward - 

Smithsonian  Institution,  to  print  report  for  1891 

to  send  certain  articles  to  World's  Co- 
lumbian Exposition  

vacancies  in  JSoard  of  Regents 

Smyser,  Jacob  H 

Suavely,  Charlotte 

Snyder,  James  A.,  executor  of  Jacob 

Society  of  American  Florists,  to  incorporate 

Society  of  the  Colonial  Dames  of  America,  to  incorporate 

Solair,  Fannie 

Soldiers  (missing  in  war  of  rebellion),  for  relief  of  heirs 

Soldiers'  Homes.    {See  National  Home  for  Disabled  Volunteers.) 

SomerviUe,  Hiram 

South  Carolina,  for  a  May  term  of  United  States  court  in... 

payment  of  certatn  moneys  to 

South  Dakota,  correcting  description  of  certain  public  lands  granted 

to 

relief  of  settlers  on  certain  lands  in 

to  publish  report  on  climatic  features  of 

to  regulate  holding  of  terms  of  United  States  courts 

in 

Southerland,  Obe 

Southern  Railroad  Association 

Southern  Utes  {see  Indians) 

Soutter,  William  R,,  deceased 

Sowers,  FrankS 

Spain,  invitations  to  King  and  Queen  of,  to  attend  World's  Colum- 
bian Exposition 

Sparks,  D.  M.,  estate  of 

Spaugh,  Robert 

Spaulding,  R.  A.,  administrator - 

Speck,  David,  estate  of 

Speigelburg,  Wilhelm 

Spencer,  William  C 

Spinola,  Francis  B.,  to  print  copies  of  eulogies  on 

SpoksHie ,  Wash . ,  to  erect  public  building  at !...l 

Springfield,  Mass.,  for  sale  of  certain  land  at 

Spring  Garden  National  Bank,  to  investigate 

Sprinkle,  S.  D 

Squan  Inlet,  to  reconvey  lands  selected  for  light 

Stack,  Thomas 

Staley,  Noah 

Stanley,  David  S 

Stanley,  William 

Stanley,  William  Oscar 

Starn,  Levi 

Starr,  Eliza  K 

States,  claims  of,  against  United  States  for  defense  expenses.. 

interest  on  funds  expended  by 

examination  of  claims  of  certain,  and  city  of  Baltimore,  etc 
State  canals.    ( See  Canals. ) 

Statistical  Abstract,  to  print  additional  copies  of,  for  1891 

Steamers,  extending  act  relating  to  life-saving  appliances  on.. 

Stevens,  Harriet  W 

Steward,  Charles  B 

Stewart,  Andrew,  contested-election  case  of 

Stewart,  Electa  Ann — 
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Stewart,  James -. — 

Stiers,  Ivy — - 

Stiff,  Martha -^. 

Stimson,  Hiram - 

Stirman,  Thomas  V 

Stivers,  Charles  B 

Stockbridges.    (See  Indians.) 

Stockwell,  John - 

Stoddart,  Alexander 

StoUe,  H.  C.  (and  others) 

Stone  lands.    (See  Public  lands.) 

Stork,  Conrad..-- — 

Stovall,  J.  H 

Stover,  Abraham — 

Street,  Harlow  L - — - 

Street  railways.    (See  District  of  Columbia.) 

Strickland,  Jesse  H - 

Subports  of  entry.    (See  Ports  of  entry.) 

Subtreasuries ,  report  on  bill  to  establish  system  of 

Sugar  trust,  relative  to  information,  etc.,  requested  of  Attorney- 
General  - - 

Sugg,  L.  D 

Suits  against  the  Government.    {See  Government.) 

Sullivan,  John — w 

Summary  court.    (See  Army.) 

Summer,  Margaret 

Sunday,  to  prevent  sale  of  ice  on,  in  District  of  Columbia 

Sundry  civfl  appropriation  bill,  report  on 

Superior,  Wis.,  subport  of  entry  at 

Supervising  Architect.    (See  Treasury  Department.) 

Supplies,  purchase  and  contract  for 

Sureties,  to  accept  corporations  as _ 

Survey  made  pursuant  to  act  of  March  2, 1891,  to  print  report  of  .. 
Surveyors  of  customs.    (See  Customs  service.) 

Suspension  Bridge,  N.  Y.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Sutter,  John  A 

Swart,  Bamett  T 

Swamp  lands.    ( See  Public  land . ) 

Swartz,  David 

Sweating  system.    (See  Labor. ) 

Sweet,  Chester  B - , 

Swift,  Mary  A 

Swigart,  Sally  M — 

Swoope,  Susannah  P 


T. 


Tabor,  H.  A.  W 

Taggart,  C.  C 

Taggers  tin.    (See  Tin  plate.) 

Talbott,  Jacob  J 

Talkington,  Isaac  W.,  estate  of i 

Tallapoosa  (U.  S.  steamer),  for  relief  of  sufferers  by  wreck  of 

Tallapoosa  River,  to  allow  Alabama  Grand  Trunk  Railroad  to 

bridge 

Tampa,  Fla.,  to  erect  public  building  at IIIIII 

Tampa  Bay,  Florida,  additional  aids  to  navigation  in 

Tapp,  W.  J.,  &  Co 

Tariff,  report  on  effect  of,  on  agriculture   (See  alao  Import  duties.'). 

Tarkington.  William  C fT. 

Tate,  Sally  Sterrett 

Tatin,  Jean  Marie 
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Tatnall,  John  R.  F 

Taylor,  A.  K.,  administrator  George  W 

Taylor,  George  W.,  estate  of 

Taylor,  Ida  A - 

Taylor,  James,  heirs  of 

Taylor,  Jane,  estate  of 

Taylor,  Jane  L 

Taylor,  Jesse  C 

Taylor,  John  W 

Taylor,  Stewart 

Taylor,  William  E.,  and  others 

Taylor,  William  H 

Teed,  Theodore,  heirs  of 

Telford,  Mary  Jewett 

Tendroy,  Indian  chief 

Tennessee  River,  to  allow  bridge  at  Whiteside  Precinct,  Ala 

to  allow  bridge  by  St.  Louis  and  Birmingham 
Railroad  Company  at  Clifton 

to  bridge  at  Deposit,  Ala... 

to  bridge  near  Knoxville 

Teme  plate.    (See  Tin  plate.) 
Terrace.    {See  Capitol.) 

Terrell,  D.  J.,  deceased - -- 

Test,  Bertha 

Texas,  to  change  time  of  holding  court  in  eastern  district  of 

Thomas,  Edward 

Thomas,  George  H.,  to  grant  permission  to  exhibit  portrait  of,  in 

.  the  Capitol - - 

Thomas,  Madison  A 

Thompson,  A.  O 

Thoqupson,  George  W ] 

Thompson,  James  M 

Thompson,  Lewis,  executors  of 

Thompson,  Lodusky - 

Thompson,  Thomas 

Thorne,  John  D - 

Thornhill,  French  W 

Thurmond,  Harrison 

Tibbetts  Point,  N.  Y.,  to  establish  fog  signal  at 

Tice,  Isaac  P.,  estate  of 

Tillman,  Francis 

Timber-culture  laws,  to  amend  act  repjealing 

to  declare  meaning  of  law  for  repeal  of 

Timberlake,  S.  R 

Timber  lands.    (See  Public  lands.) 

Tin  plate,  duties  on 

Tobacco,  to  amend  section  3355  of  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  manu- 
factures of 

to  repeal  requirement  on  raiser  to  furnish  statement  of 

production  and  sales  of  leaf 

Tolson,  John  J 1 

Tompkins,  Julia  S 

TopcKa  Water  and  Electric  Power  Company,  to  allow,  to  dam  Kan- 
sas River 

Torrence,  Anna 

Torrey,  Joseph,  legal  representatives  of 

Townsend's  library,  to  authorize  purchase  of 

Trade  and  commerce.    (See  Commerce.) 

Trade-marks,  relative  to  registration  of ] 

Tradewell,  F.  A 

franscriptB.    (See  Courts  pf  Uuite^  Stfbtes.) 
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Tra8k,Mr8.E...^ 

Travilla,  Robert 

Travis,  M.  M 

Travis,  W.  C.  M 

Traweek,  Mrs.  E.  L 

Treasury,  report  on  resolution  relative  to  reserve  fund  of,  and  re- 
demptions, etc 

Treasury  Department,  salary  of  Supervising  Architect 

salary  of  assistant  and  chief  clerk  in  office 

of  Supervising  Architect  of 

Trenton  (U.  S.  ship),  refund  oi  duty  on  wreckage 

Treutlen,  John  R.,  heirs  of 1 - 

Trickey,  Mary  E 

Trimble,  Mary  E 

Trinity  River,  Texas,  to  open  to  navigation 

Truex,  David  L 

Trusts,  to  print  copies  of  report  of  subcommittee  on 

Tucker,  Mary - — 

Tucker,  Thomas 

Tucker,  T.  M.,  estate  of 

Turley,  William  H 

Turner,  George - - 

Turner,  Granville  R 

Turner,  Margaret - - 

Turner,  Zeph — 

Tuttle,Ma^ - 

Tuttle,  Montgomery  M - 


U. 

Umatillas«    {See  Indians.) 

Unoompahgre  Reservation.    [See  Indians.) 

United  States.    (See  also  Government  of  the  United  States.) 

settlement  of  account  of  State  of  Arkansas  with. 
United  States  courts.    (See  Courts  of  the  United  States.) 

United  States  flag,  to  prevent  desecration 

United  States  map.    (See  Map  of  United  States.) 

University  of  California,  to  set  apart  a  tract  of  land  for  use  of.. 

Urgent  deficiency  appropriation  bill 

Senate  amendments 

Urgent  deficiency  appropriations 

Utah,  an  additional  justice  for  the  supreme  court  of 

exhibit  of,  at  world's  Columbian  Exposition 

local  government  for ..- ,. 

Uline,  C.  S 

Ulrich,  Ernest 

Underwood,  John  C 

Unsell,  David,  estate  of 

Unterleiter,  Henry 

Urban,  AnnaM , 

Urquhart,  C.  Augustus 

Utter,  Joseph  G 


Valleau,  Sarah  J 

VandaUa  (United  States  ship),  refund  of  duty  on  wreckage. 

Vandiver,  Robert  R 

Van  Fossen,  John , 

Van  Nest,  Sarah  L 

Van  Vleck,  B.  J 

Van  Vliet,  Evalyn  N 

Vauquat,  Louis 
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Vaughn,  Jennie .-* 

Vaughan,  W.  H 

Vawter,  Jesse  K 

Velasco,  Tex.,  subport  of  entry  at 

Venard,  Mary ., 

Verdin,  Romain,  estate  of 

Vermont,  to  establish  military  post  in,  between  Burlington  and 

Highgate 

Vessels  (merchant  of  United  States),  to  print  list  of 

to  allow  fifteen  days  at  port  for,  laden  with  certain  arti- 
cles "for  orders" 

Vessels  (steam),  to  amend  Revised  Statutes  relative  to  regulation  j 

of i 

Vesiwiiu  (cruiser),  to  remit  penalties  on... 

Veterans,  to  secure  preference  of,  in  the  public  service 

Vice-President.    (iSee  President.) 

Vignes^  Polona 

Virginia,  claim  growing  out  of  war  of  1812 

to  authorize  construction  of  telegraph  line  on  coast  of... 

Volunteer  armies,  to  preserve  the  records  of  tne 

Volunteers.    (See  War  of  the  rebellion.) 

Von  Haake,  Adolph 

Vosburg,  Harriet  T 

Vose,  John  W.,  heirs  of 

Voss,  Elizabeth 

W. 

Wachner,  S 

Wackerly,  Joseph 

Wade,  Jennie  x. .  _ 

Wages,  to  continue  report  on,  by  Joseph  D.  Weeks 

Waggoner,  Sarah  J 

Wagnon,  Thomas  D , 

Waite,  C.  S 

Walker,  Dabney,  widow  of 

Walker,  John 

Walker,  Hon.  Joseph  H. ,  relative  to  expunging  a  portion  of  remarks 

of,  from  Beoora 

Walker,  Julius 

Walker,  T.J 

Wallace,  David  R.,  deceased 

Wallace,  Thomas 

Walls,  Joseph  L 

Walter,  Amanda  G 

Walters,  Joel  A 

Ward,  Daniel 

Ward,  Enoch  P 

Ward,  Jane  A 

Ward,  W.H | 

War  Department,  contract  for  supplies,  etc 

record  and  pension  division  in 

to  print  report  of  board  of  ordnance  and  fortifi- 
cation for  use  of 

to  provide  for  preservation  and  custody  of  rec- 
ords of  the  volunteer  armies  in 

Ware,  Henry 

Ware,  Perry  G 

War  of  the  rebellion,  amending  records  in  cases  of  assumed  names. . 

bounties  to  volunteers  who  were  promoted 

after  reSnlistment 

bounty, to  facilitate  settlement  of  claims  for. . 
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War  of  the  rebellion,  desertions,  to  extend  time  of  act  for  removal 

of  charge  of  in  certain  cases 

disabilities,  removing  certain,  when  com- 
mand was  not  up  to  maximum,  etc 

equalization  of  bounties 

medical  officers  who  served  in 

Michigan  Cavalry,  expenses  of  First  regi- 
ment of 

muster  and  pay  of  certain  officers  and  en- 
listed men  of  volunteers 

pay  and  bounty,  to  facilitate  settlement  of 

claims  for 

pay  of  minors  discharged  from  Army 

pay  of  soldiers  who  were  mustered  as  officers 

after  March  3, 1865 

pensions  for  widows  and  minor  children  of 

soldiers  killed  or  disabled  in 

relative  rank  and  pay  of  certain  soldiers  who 

served  in ._ __ 

relative  to  granting  honorable  discharge  in 

certain  cases _ 

relief  for  heirs  of  missing  soldiers 

War  of  1812,  collection,  custody,  and  arrangement  of  records  of  ... 
War  with  Mexico,  relative  to  granting  honorable  discharge  in  cer- 
tain cases  

to  grant  increase  of  pensions  in  certain  cases.. . 

Warren,  Alexander , 

Warren  County,  Miss.,  relief  of  sufferers  by  overflow  1 

Warren,  John 

Warrior  River,  Alabama,  to  authorize  Montgomery,  Tuscaloosa 

and  Memphis  Railroad  to  bridge 

Warrender,  Samuel 

Warterfield,  P.  P.,  deceased z 

Washington  City,    (tiee  District  of  Columbia.) 

Washington  and  Georgetown  Railroad  Company _ 

Washington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway  Company,  to  incor- 

W[)orate 
ashington,  Lewis  W.,  deceased : 

Wasson,  Richard  P.,  legal  representatives  of 

Waterburv,  Conn.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Watkins,  Nancy 

Watson,  William  M 

Wearing  apparel,  to  regulate  amount  brought  in  doty  free 

Weaver^  Tilghman,  heirs  of 

Webb,  William  S 

Webb,  William  W 

Webster,  Amelia  R j 

Webster,  I.  B 

Wedgwood,  William  W 

Weeks,  Joseph  D.,  continuation  of  report  on  wages  by 

Weights,  standard  of,  for  grain 

Weil,  Benjamin 

Wells,  Edwin  A 

Wells,  Eugene - 

Wells,  James,  heirs  of — ^ 

Welsh,  William 

Welty,  Charles  W.  E 

Welty,  Joseph  H 

Werner,  Charles  J 

Wesson,  Randolph 

West,  Bluford,  estate  of 

Westmoreland,  Mary  N 
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West  Point.    {See  Military  Academy.) 

West  Point,  Va.,  to  make  a  subport  of  entry 

West  Virginia,  direct  tax  collected  from 

refund  of  money  to,  paid  to  One  hundred  and  thirty- 
third  regiment  of  West  Virginia  Volunteers 

time  for  holding  United  States  courts  in 

Western  Beet  Sugar  Company  of  California 

Western  Paving  and  Supply  Company - — 

Western  National  Bank  (Baltimore) 

Wheat,  Isaac  A - 

Wheaton,  William  R 

Whipple  Barracks,  to  grant  Santa  Fe,  Prescott  and  Phoenix  Rail- 
way Company  right  of  way 

Whitaker,  William 

Whitall,  Catherine  E 

White,  Cecelia 

White,  P.  P 

White,  George  W-^ 

White,  Jeremiah 

White  Mountain  Apache  Reservation,  to  change  west  boundary  of. 

White,  Thomas  W 

White,  Zachariah  J.,  legal  representatives  of 

Whitfield,  John  W.,  estate  of *. 

Whitham,  Charles 

Whitney,  Franklin  S 

legal  representatives  of 

Wickham,  Francis  W 

Widows,  right  of  pensions  to 

Wilcoxen,  J.  Stephen 

Wilhite,  H 

WilkeslMirre,  Pa.,  to  erect  public  building  at 

Wilkes,  Benjamin,  deceased 

Wilkes,  Francis 

Wilkinson,  Warrfen  W 


Willbur,  James  M 

Willey,  James  H 

William  and  Mary  College,  Virginia 

Williams,  Florence  Esther 

Williams,  Hobart 

Williams,  Isaac - 

Williams,  Joseph  O 

Williams,  Lucretia 

Williamson,  A.  O 

Williamson,  John  E. ,  administrator 

Willamette  River,  to  establish  lights  and  buoys  on. 

Willis,  Edward  B.,  deceased 

Willson,  Elizabeth  R 

Wilson,  E.  K.,  to  print  copies  of  eulogies  on 

Wilson,  Ezra  A 

Wilson,  FrancisB 

Wilson,  H.  B.,  administrator 

Wilson,  William 

Wilson,  William  D 

Wilson,  William  D.,  legal  representatives  of 

Wilson,  William  F , 


1 


i 


Winans,  William  L 

Winder.  William  A 

Winn,  D.  M 

Winslow,  Nathan  C,  and  Hezeklah,  J.,  heirs  of. 
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Wisoonain,  for  sale  of  tiinber  on  certain  lands  in 

relative  to  western  judicial  district  of 

to  change  times  of  holding  United  States  courts  in 

Wisdom,  D.  M 

Wise,  Curtis  P 

Wise,  Mary  A — 

Witherby  A  GafPney 

Wolcott,  Sabra  A 

Wolf,  Edmund,  heirs  of 

Wolfe,  William 

Wolfson,  Caroline  L.,  widow  of  Jacob  A 

Wood,  Gerard,  heirs  of 

Wood,  William  P 

Woodbridge,  William  E 

Woodbury,  Harriet a 

Woods,  Samuel,  legal  representatives  of 

Woodson,  Daniel 

Woodson,  R.  B 

Woodson,  Tarleton,  heirs  of 

Woodson,  Warren  A 

Woodward,  William  S 

Wool,  to  place  on  free  list 

Woolen  goods,  to  reduce  duties  on 

Worcester,  Alfred  J 

Workman,  Thomas  C 

World's  Columbian  Exposition,  articles  from  Smithsonian  Institu- 

•  tion 

branch  of  a  national  bank  at  • 

detail  of  Army  officers  for j 

exhibit  of  Utah  at 

expenditures  of 

foreign    exhibitors,   relative     to 

bringing  in  of  laborers  of 

information  relative  to  expendi- 
tures, etc 

invitations  to  King  and  Queen  of 

Spain  to  attend 

invitations  to  Presidents  of  Amer- 
ican republics  and  governors 
of  American  colonies  to  attend  . . . 

Librarv  of  Congress,  to  exhibit 

loan  of  certain  articles  to 

relative  to  dedication  of  buildings  of . 
report  of  committee  to  investigate 

expenditures  of 

report  on  bill  to  make  loan  to 

to  protect  foreign  exhibitors 

to  ratify  act  of  Arizona  for  exhibit 

at 

to  send  drawings,  models,  etc.,  to, 
from  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Worthington,  Betsey 

Worthington,  Hugh,  heirs  of - 

Wright,  Henry  H - 

Wright,  Julia  P 

Wyatt,  James  H 

Wyoming,  terms  of  United  States  courts  at  Evanston 

Wyoming,  United  States  ship,  for  relief  of  crew 

Wyrick,  James  R 

Wytsinger,  John 
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y. 

Yellowfitone  National  Parkt 

Report  of  investigatioQ  of  privilegas  fi^nted,  etc.,  at 

To  establiBh  boundaries  of 

To  allow  right  of  way  acroes,  to  Montana  Mineral  Railway 

Cknnpany 

Yorke,  Louis  A 

Yorktown,  Va.,  to  print  copies  of  report  of  formal  presentation  of 

monument  at 

Yosemite  National  Park ,  for  turnpike  road  across 

Young,  Anna  Maria ^ 

Young,  John  L 

Young,  Thomas  L .--*. 

Young,  William  F 

Youngblood,  Rebecca  M 

Youngblood,  Sarah  E 

Younkin,  Mary.- c 

Yuma  Pumning  Irrigation  Company,  to  grant  right  of  way  through 
Yuma  Indian  Reservation 

Z. 

Zanone,  Julius  C ... 

25ell,  Henry 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


COMMITTEE  ON  ACCOUNTS— 

Bell,  Thomas  P 

Clerks  to  House  committees 

Closets  and  corridors  in  the  terrace 

Committee  on  Accounts,  annual  clerk  for 

Committee  on  Agriculture,  messenger  to 

Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  messengers  for: 

Fifteen  additional  folders 

Folders  after  adjournment - — 

Halleck,  Walter  F 

Journal  clerk,  assistant 

Pay  of  stenographer  and  assistant  clerk  to  Committee  Inves- 
tigation Pension  Bureau .., 

Bent  of  branch  folding  room - 

Special  messengers 

Uline,  C.  S 

COMMITTEE  ON  AGRICULTURE— 

Agriculture,  deficiency  appropriations  for  Department  of 

Agriculture,  effect  of  the  present  tariff  on j 

Alaska,  domesticated  reindeer  in - 

American  Florists,  Society  of 

Angora  goats,  importation  and  maintenance  of 

Appropriation  for  Department  of 

Classification  and  grading  of  wheat,  etc. 

Commerce  between  the  peveral  States,  etc 

Dealing  in  fictitious  farm  products 

Food  and  drugs,  adulteration  of 

Forest  reservation  in  California 

Horse,  diseases  of  the 

Silk  culture 

COMMITTEE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS— 

Census  deficiency  bill 

Columbian  Exposition,  inquiry  concerning,  of 

.    '  expenditures  at 

District  of  Columbia  appropriation  bill ] 

Eleventh  Census 

Fortification  appropriation  bill 

General  deficiency  bill 

Legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  appropriation  bill 

Pension  appropriation  bill 

Pension  deficiency  bill 

Sufferers  by  overttow  in  Warren  County,  Miss 

Sundry  civil  appropriation  bill 
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10 
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1232 
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969 
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10 

727 
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COMMITTEE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS-Oontinued. 

Temporai*y  provision  for  expenditures  of  the  Government 

Urgent  deficiency  appropriation  bill — ■< 

COMMITTEE  ON  BANKING  AND  CURRENCY : 

Columbian  Exhibition,  Branch  National  Bank 

Intemationid  American  Bank - 

National  banks,  better  control  of,  and  to  promote  safety  of 

National  banks,  receivers  of 

Redemption  of  national-bank  notes  stolen  from  or  lost  by 

banks  of  issue ...-- 

COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS : 

Albott,  D.  P 

Ames  &De  trick 

Arctic  (Hawaiian  bark),  owners  and  crew  of 

Armstrong,  Edward  S 

Backman,  Charles 

Baltimore,  Md.,  Merchants  and  Miners*  Transportation  Com- 
pany  

Burnett,  Martin  A.,  widow  and  heirs  of 

Beckley,  R.  D 

Betts,  Nicholas  &  Co 

Billings,  J.  M 

Bishop,  Joshua - 

Blackburn,  W.  Jasper 

Blaisdell,  Albert 

Blum,Emile  M [ 

Bond,  William  A.,  Co.,  and  others 

Bonfoey,  Davis  B.,  and  Emma  W.,  heirs  of 

Bonfoey,  Davis  B.,  heirs  of 

Bonner  &  Merriman 

Booth,  James  C,  deceased  

Bothu,  Prank 

Bouldin,  BriscolB 

Brant,  Charles  T..-, 

Brice,  William,  &  Co.,  and  others 

Brown,  John  J 

Bryan,  C.  B.,  &Co 

Bryan,  William  J 

Bucknam,  George  C 

Burks,  John  M 

Burrows,  Prank  J 

Burton,  Patrick  P.  (widow  of) 

Cairo,  IllinolB 

Calahan.  Andrew  J 

Capers,  iBYancisT 

Capron,  Horace,  estate  of 

Catonsville,  Md.,  St.  Timothy»s  Church 

Chamberlain,  Charles  H 

Chambers,  Thomas 

Charleston,  S.  C,  Citadel  Academy 

Cheatham,  Adelicia 

Cheatham,  Adelicia,  legal  representatives  of 

(Jkester,  Walter  B.,  schooner,  owners  of 

Clarkson,  James 

Cogswell  &  Co 

Cohen,  Jacob  L,  administrator , 

Continental  Fire  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  etal 

Council  Bluffs,  Iowa ^ 

Cowles,  Calvin  J 
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X)MMTTTEE  ON  Ca^IMS— Continued. 

Crawford,  James  S - 

Culver,  Catherine  P.,  heirs  of 

Dabney,  Simmons  &Co 

Davidson  County,  Tenn 

Davis,  Jacob  R.,  heirs  of 

Day,  Nancy  E - 

De  Leon,  Agnes  and  Maria .... 

Denham,  Merril 

Dennis,  James  H 

DispaUii  ( (7.  S.  ship),  sufferers  by  wreck  of 

Doyle,  P.  H 

Dunbar,  Charles  F 

Eggleston,  J.  R 

Ericsson,  John,  estate  of 

Ferris,  John  W ,., 

Finn,  John 

Florida,  claim  of  State  of 

Fremont,  Jessie  Benton 

French  spoliation  claims * 

Freyre,  Liuis , 

l^utune  City,  towboat 

OdUatin,  revenue  cutter,  officers  and  crew  of. 

Gendron  Iron  Wheel  Company 

Gonzales,  Nasario 

Goodloe,  Gl  C 

Grace,  James 

Griffith,  Maurice  G 

Guineau,  Thomas 

Gulic,  Benjamin  P 

Gumberts,  Henry,  sr 

Guthrie,  Louisa  S 


HaU,  Dwight |i 

Ham,  James  S.,  heirs  of i. ] 

Hammaker,  W.  S 

Hanna,  George  B 

Harrington.  Louisa 

Harrison,  K.  P .- 

Haxthausen,  Joseph 

Hayes,  Thomas  G 

Haynes,  James  J 

Haynes,  SamuelS - 

Higgins,  Thomas  L 

Hogan,  Joseph  C — 

HoUcroft,  Elijah  P.  T 

Holmes  &  Leathers - 

Hooper,  James 

Hosack,  W.S 

Hot  Springs  Mountain  reservation 

Howard,  Leon 

Howard,  W.H 

Hubbard,  Royal  M 

Hunter,  SamuelG - 

Hurley,  Edward 

IntermBd-revenue  employes,  gangers,  et  al 

Jennings,  R.  L 

Jones,  Aquilla - - 

Jones,  Benjamin  P - 

Keeves.  A.  S 

Keightley,  William  M 

Kelsey,  James  Em  and  others  ...r* ,.•.,••,,.,,,,,,,,.,««,„ 
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COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS— Continued. 

Kennedy,  John  "W 

Kennedy,  P.  B 

Kennerly,  Charles  M 

King,  J.  D - 

Kirkpatrick,  S --- 

Kountz,  W.  J - 

Kramer,  Matilda  S.  and  Mary  W 

Landram,  William  J - 

Lee,  Franklin -" 

LewiB,  John  W 

LewiB,  Mary  A 

Lincoln,  Nebr.,  paving  of  streets 

Lints,  J.  J 

Little,  John _ 

Lockwood.,  Chauncey  M 

Logan  County,  Ky 

Logan,  John  S.,  assignee 

Louisville,  Ky -■ 

Lutterloh,  Thomas  S ._'--- j 

McCabe,  James 

McDougall,  George,  d^peased,  legal  representatives  of 

McKenzie,  Lewis.-. 

McLean,  Sarah  K _ .-.. 

McMurdie,  Maria 

MoPherson,  George  H _ 

Maddux,  Martin 

Manning,  James - , 

Marcy,  Daniel 

Mathews,  F 

Maynadier,  William  M \ 

Merriam,  J.  E 

Merritt,  Edwin  A 

Miiliken,  Frank,  heirs  of 

Monroe,  Thomas  C,  estate  of 

Moore,  Ely 

Mordecai,  M.  C,  administrator  of -J 

Morgan,  Thomas  P.,  Jr 

Morrow,  William  B 

Moss,  William,  estate  of 

Murray,  George  W 

Myres,  B.  P 

Nebraska,  reimbursement  of  certain  money  to  the  Stateof 

New  Haven  (Conn.)  National  Bank 

Newton,  Mass.,  First  National  Bank  of 

New  York,  Lake  Erie  and  Western  Railroad  Company 

Nickles,  John 

Night  inspectors  at  the  ports  of  New  York  and  Baltimore : 

Noble,  Noah,  heirs  of 

Old  Dominion  Steamship  Company < 

Otis,  Greorge  K.,  legal  representatives  of 

Otis,  James  K.,  legal  representatives  of 

Parish,  Joseph  W 

Parker,  D.  S 

Payne,  John  Howard,  heirs  of ] 

Parr,  Burton  J 

Plant,  George  H 

Port  wardens  in  New  York  and  Brooklyn • 
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X)MMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS— Continued. 

Potomac  Steamboat  Company 

Price,  Rodman  M 

Quinn,  WUliam  H 

RaleiRh,  N.  C 

Ramsey,  F.  Y. 


Read,  John  B - *| 


Redlem,  Joseph  and  Eliza 

Reeves,  Clement 

Reiner,  Herman  and  Herman^  jr 

Roberts,  George  P 

Rockefellow,  B.  P 

Rogers,  Charles  E 

Root,  Elihu 

Ross,  Mary  L 

Rother,  Prank 

Rowe,  Philip  C,  heirs  of 

Rowena(80ow) 

Russell,  Charles  T 

Bussellihrig) 

Ryan,  David 

Sadler,  James  Garret 

St.  Clair,  Archie 

Sawtelle,  Charles  G 

Schillinger  patents,  relief  of  owners  of 
Scott,  John. 


Scott,  W.  T.,  and  others | 


Selby,  Arthur  P. 

Selma  uid  Meridian  Railroad  Company. 

Setzer,  Henry 


Seymour,  James  M - - \ 


Shannon,  Joseph  R. 

Shimmins,  William  M 

Shipley,  E.R 

Sibley,  Henry  H.  and  Charlotte,  heirs  of 

Simpson  County  Court,  Kentucky 

Sinnott,  P.  B 

Skrainka  Construction  Company 

Smith,  Thomas  J 

Smith,  T.  E 

Smith,  W.  J 

Southern  Railroad  Association 

St.  Louis  and  Mississippi  Transportation  Company 

Stolle,  H.  C,  and  others 

Summer  County,  Tenn 

Sweet,  Chester  B 

Tabor,  H.  A.  W 

TaUapoo9a^  U.  S.  ship,  sufferers  by  wreck  of 

Tapp,  W.  J.,  &  Co 

Taylor,  A.  K.,  administrator  of  George  W 

Teed,  Theodore,  heirs  of - 

Thayer,  William  B 

Tioe,  Isaac  P.,  estate  of • 

Tinder,  William 

Trask,  Mrs.  E 

Trenton  and  VanddUa  (ships),  wreckage  of 

Treutlen,  John  R.,  heirs  of 

Van  Vleck,  B.  J 

Vose,  John  W.,  heirs  of 

Wachner,  S 
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COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS— Continued. 

Waite,  C.  S 

Waller,  John 

Walter,  Amanda  6 - 

Ward,  W.H | 

Wells,  James,  heirs  of 

Western  Beet  Sugar  Company 

Western  Paving  and  Supply  Company 

Wheaton,  William  R 

Whitall,  Catherine  E 

White,  P.  P 

Whitfield,  John  W.,  estate  of 

Wilbur,  James  M | 

Williams,  Hobart 

Wilson,  H.  B.,  administrator 

Wilson,  William  P 

Winn,  D.  M 

Winslow,  Nathan  C.  and  Hezekiah  J.,  heirs  of ^ 

Wisdom,  D.M 

Witherby,  J.  Gaffney .' 

Wood,  William  P 

Woodson,  Daniel 

Woodson,  R.B 

Young,  John  L - 

Young,  William  P 

Zuione,  Julius  C - - —.-— 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  COLUMBIAN  EXPOSITION— 

Certain  articles  from  the  Smithsonian  Institution  to 

Dedication  of  buildings 

Discovery  of  America,  proclamation  relative  to  observance  of 

four  hundredth  anniversary  of 

Invitation  to  presidents  of  American  republics  and  governors 

of  American  colonies - 

Invitation  to  the  King  and  Queen  of  Spain  to  participate  In .. 

Poreign  exhibitors  (laborers  of) 

Library  of  Congress,  exhibition  of  certain  books,  papers,  etc  .. 

Loan  of  certain  articles 

Models,  drawings,  etc - 

National  highway  commission j 

Report  on  bill  to  aid  Columbian  Exposition _. 

COMMITTEE  ON  COINAGE,  WEIGHTS,  AND  MEASURES— 

Pree  coinage  of  gold  and  sliver i 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA— 

Academy  and  Gallery  of  Art 

Alleys,  building  on 

opening  of.  In  the  District  of  Columbia 

to  pay  for  certain  condemned 

Anacostlaand  Potomac  River  Railroad  Company 

Assessment  of  taxes 

Assessments,  time  of  making,  etc 

Baker,  Heniy  M 

BuUdlng  and  other  associations,  deposits  in 

Certificate  of  Indebtedness,  payment  of  a 

Children,  dependent 

Children  or  animals,  cruelty  to 

Commission  merchants,  fraudulent  transactions  on  the  part  of. 

Deadly  weapons 

Dentistry,  to  regulate  practice  of 

District  of  Columbia,  street  railroad  lines  of 

Drftwbaok  oortlficates,  holders  of ^«,,...,.,*...* 
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CX)MMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA— Continued. 

Duplicate  tax  ledgers 

Eckington  and  Soldiers'  Home  Railway  Company 

Electric  wires 

False  swearing  before  trial  boards  of  police  force  and  fire  de- 
partment  

Foreign  corporations  in 

Fourth-street  M.  E.  Church 

Glen  Echo  Railroad  Company 

Highways,  permanent  system  of 

Ice  on  Sunday 

Incorporation  laws  ., 

Inspector  of  plumbing - 

Institutions  of  learning 

Keyser,  Esther  A - - 

Land  titles  in 

Livery-stable  keepers 

Madison  street 

Maryland  and  Washington  Railway  Company 

Memorial  Association  of  the  District  of  Columbia 

National  Insurance  Company 

National  Safe  Deposit  Company 

Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad  Company 

North  Capitol  street,  extension  of 

One-horse  cars - 

Pardons,  etc.,  power  to  grant 

Petworth,  Brightwood,  and  Takoma  Railway  Company 

Police  force  and  fire  department,  false  swearing  before  trial 
boards  of 

Produce  dealers'  license  tax 

Property,  unlawful  appropriation  and  use  of 

Protection  of  ijroperty 

Protestant  Episcopal  Cathedral  foundation 

Real  estate,  conveyances  of , 

Reformation  and  house  of  detention 

Rock  Creek  Railroad  Company 

Sanborn,  John  Jay 

Settlement  of  outstanding  claims 

Square  673 

Square  683,  lot  10,  to  purchase 

Square  454,  platform  in  the  alley 

Street  railroads,  motive  power  of 

Suburban  Railway  Company 

Tax  ledgers,  duplicate - 

Tax  sales  and  taxes 

Titles  to  certain  lands 

Washington  and  Georgetown  Railroad  Company 

Washington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway  Company 

Water  revenues,  fraud  upon  the 

Y  street,  extension  of 

COMMITTEE  ON  ELECTIONS— 

Craig  V8.  Stewart 

Noyesra.  Rockwell 

COMMITTEE  ON  ELECTION  OF  PRESIDENT,  VICE-PRESI- 
DENT, AND  REPRESENTATIVES  IN  CONGRESS— 

Election  of  Senators  by  the  direct  vote  of  the  people 

Terms  of  President,  etc.,  commencement  and  termination  of... 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  ELEVENTH  CENSUS— 

Census  Office,  investigation  of 

Eleventh  Census,  to  print 

Investigation  of  the  Census  Bureau 

Permanent  Census  Bureau 
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COMMITTEE  ON  THE  ELEVENTH  CENSUS-Continued. 

Report  of  wages 

The  Eleventh  Ceasus 

COMMITTEE  ON  EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPART- 
MENT— 

Leave  of  absence  to  certain  per  diem  employes  of  the  Gov- 
ernment  

COMMITTEE  ON  EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  TREASURY  DE- 
PARTMENT— 

Officers  and  employes  in  the  customs  service  who  receive  per 
diem  compensation 

Protection  of  persons  employed  on  public  works 

Treasury  Department,  assistant  and  chief  clerk,  office  Super- 
vising Architect  of 

Treasury  Department,  salary  of  the  Supervising  Architect  of.. 
COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AF^'AIRS- 

Barnes,  George  W 

Chinese,  exclusion  of 

Columbian  Historical  Exposition 

Diplomatic  and  consular  appropriation  bill 

Gallagher,  Thomas 

International  Arbitration  Congress 

La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company 

Matchett,  William  B 

Melbourne  Industrial  Exhibition,  additional  compensation  to 
assistant  commissioners  of 

Pan- American  Medical  Congress 

Reciprocal  commercial  relations,  with  Canada 

Red  Cross  Association 

Russia,  anti-Jewish  laws  of 

Russian  Hebrews 

Swift,  Mary  A 

Trade  relations  with  Mexico 

^Veil  award  -     -  -  -------------- 

COMM ITTEE  ONI'mMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION— 

Chinese  immigration 

Ellis  Island,  investigation  of 

Enforcement  of  immigration  and  contract  labor  laws 

Proposed  immigration  investigation 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS— 

Admission  of  Indian  Territory 

Allotment  of  lands  among  certain  Indian  tribes 

Ayres,  Eli,  legal  representatives  of 

Buffalo  Creek  treaty  ---1 

Certain  lands  of  the  Confederated  Otoe  and  Missouria  tribes  of 
Indians  in  Nebraska  and  Kansas 

Cherokee  Outlet 

Cheyenne  and  Arapaho  Indians,  opening  to  settlement  lands 
acquired  from 

Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  Indians 


Colville  Reservation 


I 


Delaware  Indians,  x>aynient  to 

Denison  and  Northern  Railway  Company 

Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  Indians 

Gainesville,  McAlester  and  St.  Louis  Railway  Company... 

Gainesville,  Oklahoma,  and  Gulf  Railway  Company 

Grubb  and  Robinson 

Hutchinson  and  Southern  Railroad  Company,  right  of  way  to 

Indian  appropriation  bill ^ _ 

Indians,  citizenship  of 

Jones,  Huff 


I 


1315 
1171 


1036 


1213 
2124 

1212 
1211 

1384 

407 

923 

891 

1921 

1987 

1143 

1859 

1378 
1791 
1967 
1790 
1000 
1177 
1061 
1146 
1142 

255 
2090 
1573 

411 

1927 
2040 
2113 

1858 

1793 
1631 

478 
1661 
1035 
1525 

122 
1060 
1871 

386 

387 

1751 

3 

325 
1052 
1130 
1659 


5 

4 


4 
10 

4 
4 

5 
2 
3 
3 
7 
10 
4 
7 

5 

7 

10 
7 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

1 

12 

5 

2 

7 
10 
10 

7 

7 
5 

2 

7 
4 
5 
1 
4 
7 
2 
7 
1 
2 
4 
4 
7 
2 
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[COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS— Continned. 

Kickapoo  Indians  in  Oklahoma  Territory 

Klamath  River  Reservation 

Liquor  on  Indian  reservations 

Marinette  and  Western  Railroad  Company \ 

Miami  Indians 


Mission  Indian  Commission. 


I 


Pottawatomie  Indians,  Citizen  Band  of 

Protection  of  Ind  ian  tribes  from  trespassers 

Puyallup  Indian  Reservation 

Right  of  way  through  Umatilla  Reservation 

Shawnee  and  Delaware  Indians,  claims  of 

Smith,  Nimrod  J 

Southern  Ute  Indians,  Colorado - - 

Stockbridge  andMunsee  Indians 

Travis,  M.  M 

Uncompahgre  Reservation,  changing  boundary  of 

West,  Bluford,  estate  of ^ 

White  Mountain  Apache  Indian  Reservation 

Wisconsin,  sale  of  timber  on  certain  land 

Yuma  Pumping  Irrigation  Company 

3ELECT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE  CHARGES  RE- 
SPECTING CONDUCT  OP  MEMBERS  ON  THE  FLOOR  OP 
THE  HOUSE— 

Report  of  investigation 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE  THE  METHODS 
AND  MANAGEMENT  AND  PRACTICES  OP  THE  BUREAU 
OF  PENSIONS— 

Report  of,  parti... - -— 

Report  of,  part  2 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE  TAX  IN  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA— 

Report  of,  on  assessments 


1662 

7 

161 

1 

1598 

6 

347 

2 

692 

3 

1380 

5 

601 

3 

1633 

5 

851 

3 

1530 

5 

1945 

10 

1963 

10 

1554 

5 

1827 

7 

1205 

4 

558 

2 

348 

2 

1076 

4 

182 

1 

1867 

7 

1077 

4 

1856 

7 

2132 


JOMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS— 


Alexander,  Adeline 

Allen,  Jane ^ 

Allen,  Katie 

Army  nurses 

Arnold,  Mrs.  M.  E 

Atberton,  Amanda 

Avery,  Frank  L 

Badger,  Louis 

Banuter,  Elizabeth  M 

Barber,  Alonzo  D 

Barnett,  Druke  Nettie 

Barrett,  Walter 

Beerbower,  Martha  A . . .  x . 

Bell,  Moses , 

Bentley,  Watson  S 

Bodley,  Julia 

Bollman,  Lydia 

Boodger,  Adda  L 

Boone,  Esther  J 

Bowden,  Elizabeth , 

Boyd,  George  W 

Brackett,  Margaret 

Bradford,  Delzell  R 

Brainerd,  Martha  Noble... 

Brennan,  Bridget , 

Brewer,  William  H 

Bringhurts,  James 


10 


1868 

8 

1868 

9 

1469 

5 

527 

2 

101 

1 

1565 

5 

802 

3 

1472 

5 

a58 

3 

1917 

7 

1616 

5 

1299 

4 

860 

3 

1240 

4 

1622 

6 

774 

3 

988 

4 

2061 

10 

639 

2 

1874 

7 

460 

2 

1239 

4 

768 

3 

1302 

4 

1735 

7 

1872 

7 

1236 

4 

1875 

7 

1237 

4 

1913 

7 

Lxvni 
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COMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS— Continued. 

Brinneman,  Cynthia - 

Brown,  Ellen  Miles 

Bums,  Anna  Morgan 

Byron,  Margaret 

Campbell,  Samuel  M 

Carpenter,  Elizabeth 

Case,  Maud 

Cassell,  Ida 

Chamberlain,  John 

Chamberlin,  Mary 

Chapman,  Samuel  H - 

Cheney,  Wells 

ChrisUen,  Margaret. 


Christopher,  Mary  B 
Clark,  Charity  W — 

ColvUl,  William 

Cooper,  Thomas 

Corcoran,  Mary  J  ... 

Corser,  David  S 

Cota,  Harriet 

Cowgill ,  Sarah 

Criner ,  Eliza  A 

Cullon,  James 

Danahay,  Mary 

Davis,  Annie 

Davis,  Cassie  A 

Day.  Ellen 


Deafness,  increase  of  rate  in  certain  cases \ 


De  Russey,  Helen  A. 

Deyo,  Jonas 

Doolittle,  Esther 

Dunham,  John  S 

Eicks,  William 

Emerson,  Earnest  C - 

Fays,  Eliza 

Ferris,  Adelia  S 

Finney,  Abigail  L 

Fleenor,  John  T 

Flynn,  Margaret  A 

Ford,  JohnC 

Fortier,  Joseph 

Pritcher,  Elizabeth  L 

Frymire,  George  L 

Greer,  Martha  A 

Gibson,  Guy  W 

Goff,  Ellen 

Gray,  Jennie 

Green,  Ann  M 

Greene,  Annie  M - 

Griffith,  Martha  J 

Haean,  Sarah  A 

Hahn,  LydiaE 

Hall,  John  S 

Hall,  Minnie 

Hamilton,  Mrs.  C.  R.  (** Sister  Angela") 

Hamilton,  Sophia  J 

Hammond,  Robert 

Harris,  Martha  A - 

Haskell,  Lucy 

Hastings,  Rosanna 

Hatch,  Ellen  De  Witt 


533 

2 

772 

3 

II38 

4 

1877 

7 

1516 

5 

773 

3 

1532 

5 

055 

4 

1517 

5 

1443 

5 

2006 

10 

87 

1 

301 

1 

1913 

7 

638 

2 

635 

2 

856 

4 

1590 

5 

1243 

4 

1815 

7 

1450 

5 

1808 

7 

1914 

7 

1563 

5 

1919 

7 

959 

4 

1390 

5 

1263 

4 

1920 

7 

2101 

10 

1885 

7 

41 

1 

1157 

4 

982 

4 

1444 

5 

420 

2 

98 

1 

1349 

5 

1909 

7 

2081 

10 

637 

2 

1806 

7 

1620 

5 

2064 

10 

1737 

7 

2065 

10 

529 

2 

2067 

10 

1915 

7 

2082 

10 

1238 

4 

958 

4 

861 

3 

2103 

10 

531 

2 

1391 

5 

1154 

4 

1389 

5 

1895 

7 

415 

2 

1736 

7 

2009 

LO 
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COMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS-Continued. 

Hazzard,  George  W 

Heazlitt,  John  G 

Helnze,  Hermim 

Henderson,  Sarah  L 

Heninger,  Louis 

Hewett,  Ellen 

Hineline,  Sophia  Bruner 

Holmes,  Eliza 

HoUtein,  AnnaM - 

Hood,  Julia 

Hull,  Mary  E 

Hutchison,  Mary  Isabella 

Hyatt,  Margaret 

Inffraham,  Ira 

Johnson,  Anna  P 

Johnson,  Emma - 

Johnson,  Wells 

Judd,  Joana 

Kafirwaich,  Sophia 

Kelly,  Elizabeth 

Kelly,  Mary  Clare 

Kelly,  Sarah  A 

Kennedy,  Lydia  M 

KennocK,  Dora  E 

Kimball,  Jonathan 

Lamard,  Helen 

La  Tourrette,  Henry  S 

Law,  Mary  E 

Leach,  Orinda 

Leahey,  Michael 

Leibarger,  Phebe,  estate  of 

Leonard,  Lois  P 

Locke,  Sarah  J , 

Lomasney,  Susan 

McCabe,  Elizabeth 

McCammon,  James 

McChesney,  Mary  D 

McDermott,  Martin , 

McGeorge,  Betsey 

McNeil,  Jane , 

Maeuire,  Ellen 

Maulouz,  Belle  Carlton 

Maloy,  Bridget , 

Martin,  Mary 

Matlock,  Thomas  J 

Melvin,  Fordyce  R 

Millard,  Mary 

Miller,  Martha  E. 

Mitchell,  Kate  P 

Mohan,  Elizabeth 

Monroe,  Andrew  J , , 

Moorehead,  Muy  A 

Morris,  Jennie  B 

Murray,  B.  Jennie 

Nason,  Ralph  Waldo 

Neal,  William  M 

New.  Adelia 

Newkirk,  Isabella  W 

Niles,  Harriet  E 

Noble,  Sarah  A 

Northrup,  Anson 

O'Brien,  Michael 


.\ 


1566 
2007 
1625 

40 
1446 
939 
536 
1876 
1559 
1553 

863 

456 
1560 
1624 
1235 
1303 
1912 
1618 
1880 

65 
1318 
2099 

769 
1883 

548 
2116 
1029 
1615 

770 

636 

862 

1083 

1738 

1392 

1241 

73 

2071 

1561 

2063 

1740 

63 

1085 

66 

2058 

2056 

2104 

1162 

2062 

64 

641 
2080 
1306 

459 

775 
1534 
2115 
1445 
2106 
2005 
1451 
2066 

ii5a\ 


5 
10 
5 
1 
5 
3 
2 
7 
5 
5 
3 
2 
5 
5 
4 
5 
7 
5 
7 
1 
5 
10 
3 
7 
2 
10 
4 
5 
3 
2 
3 
4 
7 
5 
4 
1 

10 
5 
10 
7 
1 
4 
1 

10 

10 

10 

4 

10 

1 

2 

10 

5 

2 

3 

5 

10 

5 

10 

10 

5 

10 
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COMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS-Contlnued. 

O'Connor,  Mary 

O'Neal,  Jacob 

Osgood,  James  H 

Pacheoo,  Juan -. 

Palmatier,  ElizaT 

Pangbom,  Sarah  L 

Parker,  Mary  P 

Parsons,  MarrUla 

Pensions,  evidence  in  application  for 

execution  of  declarations  in  claims  for 

intermediate  rate  of | 

in  soldiers' homes 

to  incapacitated  soldiers  and  sailors 

to  nonresidents 

to  widows  and  children  of  soldiers  who  died  in  service . 

Pensions  and  other  claims,  relative  to  prosecution  of 

Pension  laws,  amendment  to,  relating  to  ex-Confederates 

revision  of  — 

Philbrook,  Caroline  E 

Phipps,  Ellis  P 

Prather,  Thomas  T 

Putman,  Eunice 

Quigg,  Caroline  E 

Bead,  Edith  S | 

Beardon,  Mary  Catharine 

Reese,  Charles 

Reeves,  Louisa  J 

Reik,  Emily 

Rice,  Margaret  M 

Ries,  Lillie 

Rigg,  Druzilla  J 

Reik,  Abasha 

Roberts,  Julia  S 

Roberts,  JohnM 

Ronaldson,  Sarah  L 

Root,  Leroy 

Ross,  Mary  Ann 

Russell,  Sarah  A 

Salisbury,  Susan  T 

Scott,  John 

Seaver,  Nettie  N 

Sharman,  Marion  Kern 

Sharp,  Louisa  B 

Shaw,  Clara  V 

Shea,  Honora | 

Sheldon,  Thomas  P 

Sherman,  Jane  A — 

Shierry,  Jane — 

Sipp,  Mary  A 

Skeels,  Laura  E 

Smith,  Caroline 

Smith,  Edward  S.,  accrued  pension  of 

Smith,  Eliza 

^mith,  Mary  C 

Smith,  Sarah  P 

Smith,  Stephen  D 

Smith,  William  C 

Smitherman,  Edward , 

Snavely,  Charlotte 


1301 

1873 

979 

IJOlf 

1879 

1645 

1304 

5 

1434 

5 

627 

2 

559 

2 

515 

2 

1264 

4 

1840 

7 

1260 

4 

1509 

5 

500 

2 

1531 

5 

1292 

4 

1853 

7 

1448 

5 

740 

3 

1156 

4 

2098 

10 

184 

1 

1558 

5 

1886 

7 

532 

2 

2070 

10 

1623 

5 

1739 

7 

1158 

4 

1084 

4 

2097 

10 

1887 

7 

2060 

10 

1911 

7 

1234 

4 

2100 

10 

938 

3 

2105 

10 

1155 

4 

859 

3 

2057 

10 

954 

4 

1557 

5 

1388 

5 

1928 

7 

2069 

10 

2003 

10 

1667 

7 

57 

1 

857 

3 

437 

2 

1032 

4 

421 

2 

546 

2 

1556 

5 

1881 

7 

1086 

4 

2072 

10 

1807 

7 

547 

2 
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COMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS— Continued. 

Stanley,  William  Oscar 

Starr,  Eliza  K 

Steyens,  Harriet  W 

Stewart,  Electa  Ann --. 

Stiers,  Ivv 

Stockwell,  John...: 

Sutherland,  Obe 

Swigg-art,  Sallie  M 

Tarkington,  William  C 

Taylor,  Ida  A 

Tavlor,  William  H 

Telford,  Mary  Jewett 

Test,  Bertha 

Thompson,  Lodusky 

Thompson,  Thomas 

ThornhlU,  French  W 

Tompkins,  Julia  S 

Torrence,  Anna , 

Trickey,  Mary  E 

Ti'itchnr,  Elizabeth  L 

Truex,  David  L 

Tucker,  Mary 

Turner,  Granville  R ' 

Tuttle,  Mary 

Van  Nest,  Sarah  L 

Van  Vliet,  EvalynN 

Vaughn,  Jennie 

Venard,  Mary 

Vosburg,  Harriet  T 

Voss,  Elizabeth 

Wade,  Jennie  Y 

Walters,  Joel  A 

Ward,  Jane  A 

Webster,  Amelia  R 

Welty,  Joseph  H ". 

White,  Cecelia 

White,  Mary  E 

Widows  of  Union  soldiers  and  sailors 

Willey,  James  H 

Williams,  Florence  Esther 

Willson,  Elizabeth  R 

Wilson,  FrdncesB 

Wise,  Mary  A 

Wolcott,  SabraA 

Woodbu!*y,  Harriet 

COMMITTEE    ON    INTERSTATE     AND    FOREIGN     COM- 
MERCE— 

Ashland,  Wis 

Bills  of  lading 

Bridges,  to  bS  erected  by — 

Alabama  Grand  Trunk  Railway 

Alabama  Great  Northwestern  Railway 

Aransas  Harbor  Terminal  Company 

Brookfield  and  Northern  Railroad - 

Burlington  and  Illinois  River  Bridge  Company 

Chamberlain  Pontoon  Bridge  Company 

Chicago,  Mobile  and  Gulf  Ports  Railroad 

Chicago,  Peoria  and  St.  Louis  Railway  .._<. 

Cincinnati  and  Covington  Rapid  Transit  Bridge  Company . 


Rept. 


Vol, 


Continental  Bridge  Company 

GurJeja  and  PAint  Rock  Valley  Rf^lroBfi I.\vy^ 


1741 

7 

1242 

4 

2055 

10 

1()46 

5 

1449 

5 

953 

4 

449 

2 

771 

3 

1614 

5 

1621 

5 

2010 

10 

428 

2 

ft57 

4 

1882 

7 

840 

3 

1562 

5 

1161 

4 

1617 

5 

678 

2 

1620 

5 

416 

2 

1878 

7 

1916 

7 

2008 

10 

2004 

10 

1918 

7 

183 

1 

1305 

5 

2059 

10 

1160 

4 

448 

2 

1908 

7 

298 

1 

1533 

5 

2102 

10 

530 

2 

1566 

5 

2068 

10 

640 

2 

1910 

7 

528 

2 

1447 

5 

1564 

5 

1300 

4 

1884 

7 

999 

4 

1988 

10 

1939 

7 

1683 

7 

1320 

5 

689 

3 

234 

1 

911 

3 

1685 

7 

1175 

4 

2079 

12 

,  617 

,    4 

i\  \^V^ 

\   -v 

Lxxn 
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COMMITTEE     ON    INTERSTATE    AND    FOREIGN    COM- 
MERCE—(Continued . 
Bridges  to  be  erected  by — 

Hoxie  and  Pocahontas  Railroad — 

Huntsville  Bridge  Company 

Illinois  and  Iowa  Railway  and  Terminal  Company 

Knoxville  Southern  Railroad 

Kootenai  River  at  Pry,  Idaho 

Lake  Charles  Road  Bridge  ComiMiny 

Mexican  Gulf,  Pacific  and  Puget  Sound  Railroad 

Middle  Georgia  and  Atlantic  Railway 

Mississippi  River  at  Davenport,  Iowa 

Missouri  River  at  Omaha,  Webr 

Missouri  River  at  St.  Charles 

Montgomery ,  Tuscaloosa  and  Memphis  Railway -j 

Natchitoches  Cane  River  Bridge  Company 

New  York  and  New  Jersey  Bridge  Companies 

Oregon  and  Washington  Bridge  Company -J 

Quincy  Pontoon  Bridge  Company 

Rapides  Bridge  Company 

St.  Lawrence  Railway - 

St.  Louis  and  Birmingham  Railway 

St.  Paul ,  Minneapolis  and  Manitoba  Railway 

Springfield,  Sedalia,  Marshall  and  Northern  Railroad 

South  St.  Paul  Belt  Railroad 

Velasco  Terminal  Railway 

Yankton  Bridge  Company 

Chicago  River  pier 

Coasting  trade  on  Great  Lakes 

Commercial  travelers 

Compagnie  Fran9ai8e  du  T^l^graphe 

Council  Bluffs,  Iowa 

Customs  officers 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

Duluth,  Minn 

Dunkirk,  N.Y 

Fernandina,  Fla 

Foreign-built  vessels , 

Interstate  commerce 


I 


Interstate  commerce  and  labor  laws  compilation ., 

Kentucky  and  Indiana  fridge  Company 

Laredo,  Tex -J 

Life-saving  appliances  on  steamers 

Life-saving  stations,  to  establish  at — 

East  Marion,  N.  Y 

Gay  Head,  Mass -j 

Life-Saving  Service  pay : 

Lights,  etc.,  to  establish  at — 

New  Bedford,  Mass 

Sundry 

Tampa  Bay 

Willamette  River 

Marquette,  Mich ^ 

Middle  and  Thunder,  Bay  Island 

Newark,  N.  J I. 

Norman,  Seaton 

Ogdensburg,  N.  Y ^ 


1 


I 


VoL 


1684 

4 

1174 

3 

941 

4 

\(UV 

7 

1940 

3 

942 

5 

1319 

5 

1321 

2 

619 

7 

1688 

3 

910 

6 

1682 

7 

1686 

7 

1850 

7 

909 

3 

816 

3 

1038 

4 

912 

3 

mM 

7 

1635 

6 

620 

2 

1687 

7 

618 

2 

8 

1 

615 

2 

1176 

4 

616 

2 

688 

3 

186 

1 

964 

4 

507 

2 

1233 

4 

852 

3 

1974 

10 

1845 

7 

1218 

4 

966 

4 

1457 

5 

1694 

7 

1960 

10 

1452 

5 

544 

2 

1014 

4 

568 

2 

1689 

7 

188 

1 

1043 

4 

508 

2 

187 

1 

1041 

4 

1458 

5 

572 

2 

1256 

4 

853 

3 

1501 

5 

272 

1 

1619 

5 

1952 

7 

235 

1 
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COMMITTEE    ON    INTERSTATE    AND    FOREIGN    COM- 
MERCE—Continued. 

Pansy,  light-house  steamer 

Punta  Gordo,  Fla 

Railroad  automatic  couplers 

Reading,  Lehigh  Vallay  and  Central  Railroads 

Revenue  cutter  for  great  lakes 

Revenue  cutter  for  Pacific  coast 

Revenue  cutter  for  San  Francisco 

St.  Augustine,  Fla 

St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  Manitoba  Railway 

Squaw  Inlet  light - 

Steam- vessel  regulations 

Steam  vessels 

Superior,  Wis 

Tibbetts  Point,  N.  Y 

Topeka  Water  and  Electric  Power  Company 

Tybee  Island  signal  station 

Velasco,  Tex 

Vessels  unloading -. 

Virginia  coast-line  telephone 

WeUand  and  St.  Lawrence  Canal ■ 

West  Point,  Va 

COMMITTEE  ON  IRRIGATION  OF  ARID  LANDS  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 

United  States,  arid  lands  of 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY : 

Arkansas,  additional  derk  for  district  and  circuit  court  o( 
eastern  district  of — - 

Appeals  in  capital  oases 

Arrest  of  offenders  against  United  States ] 

Bankruptcy,  uniform  system  of 

Biggs,  Asa,  estate  of 

Boarman,  Judge  Aleck 

Boyd,  Elizabeth  T 

Brockenburgh,  John,  estate  of 

Captured  and  abandoned  property 

Centennial  Board  of  Finance 

Claims  against  the  United  States,  transfers  and  assignments  of 

Circuit  courts  of  appeals 

Congress,  time  of  assembling  of 

Constitution,  amendment  to 

Corporate  sureties  in  Federal  courts  and  departments 

Court  of  Claims 

disposition  of  causes  in 

Jurisdiction  in  certain  cases  of 

Court  of  private  land  claims 

Courts  of  the  United  States,  fees  and  counsel  of  poor  litigants 

Evanston,  Wyo.,  term  of  United 
States  court  at 

fees  of  clerk  of 

fees  of  jurors,  witnesses,  etc.,  in 
certain  States  and  Territories  .. 

form,  practice,  etc.,  in 

illegal  practices  and  abuse  of  Ju- 
dicial process 

ludgments  rendered  in 

jur&diotion  of  district  and  circuit. 

returns  of  fees  by  district  attor- 
neys   

returns  of  fees  by  sommissioners. . 

clerks — 


i 


I 


986 

1210 

1678 

1690 

820 

810 

384 

1350 

1852 

965 

1972 

1897 

999 

1648 

1438 

916 

545 

1129 

1044 

185 

443 


569 


Vol. 


4 
4 
7 
6 
3 
3 
2 
5 
7 
4 
10 
7 
4 
7 
5 
3 
2 
4 
4 
1 
2 


2 


295 

1 

1607 

5 

1966 

10 

1967 

10 

1674 

7 

750 

3 

1536 

5 

946 

4 

749 

3 

1377 

5 

1150 

4 

422 

2 

1258 

4 

810 

3 

294 

1 

1229 

4 

1540 

5 

1259 

4 

366 

2 

908 

3 

1173 

4 

1079 

4 

QOi. 

4 

1970 

10 

424 

2 

994 

4 

1966 

10 

1967 

10 

170 

1 

271 

1 

1969 

10 

1968 

10 

1970 

10 
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COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY-Continued. 

Courts  of  the  United  States,  sale  of  property  under  orders  and 

decrees  of 

Wisconsin 

Cumberland,  Md.,  terms  of  United  States  circuit  and  district 

courts  at 

Deed  and  other  records  of  the  Office  of  Indian  Affairs 

Depositions  in  criminal  cases  .- 

Detroit,  Mich.,  releasing  claim  and  interest  toalotin 

District  of  Columbia,  court  of  appeals  of 

police  court  of  the - 

Fees  of  jurors  and  witnesses  in  United  States  courts  in  certain 

States  and  Territories - 

Fees,  returns  of  by  district  attorneys - 

clerks - 

commissioners 

Flag  of  United  States,  desecration  of 

Georgia,  northern  judicial  district  of 

Grand  Army  of  Republic,  encampment  of  1892 

Hankins,  JoelS 

Homestead,  Pa.,  conflict  at j 

labor  troubles  at 

Idaho,  United  States  courts  in 

Illegal  practices  connected  with  the  United  States  courts  and 
abuse  of  judicial  process 

Indian  Territories,  liquors  in 

Internal-revenue  laws,  amending 

Judges,  justices,  etc.,  disqualifying,  in  certain  cases 

Judgments  and  decrees  of  the  highest  courts  of  the  Cherokee, 
Creek,  Seminole,  Choctaw,  and  Chickasaw  tribes  of  Indians, 
respectively 

Judgments  rendered  in  United  States  courts 

Kansas,  third  division  of  the  district  of 

Kentucky,  United  States  courts  in 

Ley,  John  Henry \ 

Littleton,  N.  H.,  terms  of  circuit  and  district  courts  at 

McCormack,  A.  P.,  charges  against. 

Marriage  and  divorce j 

Metropolitan  Railroad  Company 

Mississippi,  clerks  In  United  States  circuit  and  district  courts  of. 

Missouri,  times  for  holding  courts  in  western  district 

Montana,  southern  division  of  the  district  of 

Murder  in  the  first  and  second  degree,  defining  the  crimes  of.. 

Naturalization  laws,  amending  of 

New  York,  northern  district  of,  terms  of  United  States  courts. 

North  Dakota,  judicial  district  of 

Oklahoma,  associate  justices  of  supreme  court  of 

Pinkerton  Agency,  investigation  of 

Poor  persons  in  court 

Presidental  succession 

Public  woMu,  protection  of  jwrsons  furnishing  labor  or  ma- 
terial  - 

Questions  of  fact 

Readjustment  of  certain  accounts - 

Reserve  fimd - 

Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  section  856 

Revised  Statutes,  amending  section  828 i 

Revised  Statutes,  amendment  to  section  707  of 

Revised  Statutes,  sections  3480  and  4716 

Revised  Statutes,  supplement  to .1 


Rept. 


VoL 


270 

1 

176 

1 

405 

2 

1316 

5 

446 

2 

163 

1 

1172 

4 

1026 

7 

424 

2 

1960 

10 

1970 

10 

1068 

10 

541 

2 

444 

2 

2086 

10 

046 

4 

1376 

5 

1803 

7 

2142 

10 

309 

1 

1066 

10 

1866 

7 

150 

1 

406 

2 

1437 

5 

170 

1 

571 

2 

1071 

10 

2078 

10 

2083 

10 

442 

2 

730 

3 

1200 

4 

1201 

4 

1847 

7 

032 

3 

755 

3 

1816 

7 

504 

2 

607 

3 

1013 

4 

083 

4 

1413 

5 

1376 

5 

1070 

4 

160 

1 

1073 

10 

180 

1 

1200 

4 

1780 

7 

801 

3 

445 

2 

1825 

7 

614 

2 

1867 

7 
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COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY— Continued. 

South  Carolina,  payment  of  certain  moneys  to  the  State  of 

change  of  terms  of  court 

South  Dakota,  United  States  courts 

Springfield,  Mass.,  sale  of  certain  lands _ 

Sugar  trust 

Suits  against  Grovemment  of  United  States : 

Suits  in  certain  cases,  revival  of 

Tatnall,  John  R.  P 

Texas,  eastern  district,  changing  time  of  holding  court  in 

Tobacco,  sale  of  leaf... - 

To  protect  trade  and  commerce 

Utah,  additional  justice  of  supreme  court  for 

West  Virginia,  direct  tax 

West  Virginia,  time  for  holding  circuit  and  district  courts  in. 

Wisconsin,  western  judicial  district  of 

COMMITTEE  ON  LABORr- 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing,  leave  of  absence  to  em- 
ployes in 

Eight-hour  law,  etc 

Government  works,  employment  of  convict  labor  on 

Idaho,  labor  troubles  in 

Investigation  of  the  slums  of  cities 

Labor  statistics 

Mechanics  and  laborers,  hours  of  labor  for 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  LIBRARY— 

Bancroft,  George,  library  of 

Bancroft,  Hubert  Howe,  library  of 

Beaufort,  (S.  C.)  Library  Society. 1 

Colonial  Dames  of  America,  Society  of 

Executive  Mansion,  oil  painting  for 

Fort  Greene,  Brooklyn,  monument  to  the  memory  of  the  vic- 
tims of  British  prison  ships  at 

Greene,  Nathanael,  monument  to 

Harrison,  William  Henry,  monument  to 

Historical  manuscript  relating  to  the  District  of  Columbia 

Jefferson,  Thomas,  certain  manuscript  papers  and  correspond- 
ence of - 

Lafayette  statue,  dedication  of .-— 

Morgan,  Daniel,  monument  to 

P^re  Marquette,  statue  of 

Put-in  Bay,  monument  at 

Saratoga,  monument  at _ 

Smithsonian  Institute,  vacancies  in  the  Board  of  Regents  of... 

Sutter,  John  A- 

Thomas,  George  H 

Townshend's  Library 

COMMITTEE  ON  MANUFACTURES— 

Tenement-house  labor,  sweating  system  of 

COMMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE  AND  FISHERIES— 

American  registry  of  foreign-built  ships 

American  shipbuilding 

Damages  to  planted  oysters  and  oyster  beds 

Fisheries,  regulating 

Foxhall  (steamer)  American  register  for 

Potomac  River,  protection  of  fish — 

Seabird  (barge),  American  register  for 

COMMIWEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS— 

Acting  officers,  rank  and  pay 

Alcantara,  Francisco - 

Alden,  Warren  Alonzo 

Amendment  to  eeventeenth  article  of  war 


1262 
1788 
1846 
1789 
1286 
1706 

383 
6 

231 

940 
1418 

232 
1941 

933 
2 


408 

427 

1312 

2016 

625 

514 

1267 

1947 
1795 
1294 
256 
1293 

169 

472 

1217 

1216 

1231 

1644 

471 

990 

1214 

168 

4 

1255 

1923 

1707 

164 

966 
927 
1634 
2053 
ia50 
1327 
1953 
1330 

734 
1202 


4 
7 
7 
7 
4 
7 
2 
1 
1 
3 
5 
1 
7 
3 
1 


2 
2 
5 
10 
2 
2 
4 
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3 
5 
10 
5 
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Subject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS— Continued. 

American  Revolution,  military  records  of 

Anderson,  Allen 

Anderson,  Allen  L 

Army,  administration  of  justice  in  the 

Army  and  Marine  Corps,  pay  and  allowances  of  retired  enlisted 

men  of 

Army,  appropriations  for • 

Army  officers,  detail  of--- 

Assumed  names 

Ba^shaw,  George 

Bamfield,  James 

Barr.  George  W •- 

Beacn,  Warren  C 

Behle,  Charles  H 

Belger,  Fannie  N 

Beshears,  Alvis 

Bevins,  Samuel 

Biddle,  Jerome  H 

Blake,  C.  M 

Blood,  Charles  S 

Boag,  William  R 

Board  of  Review 

Bounties,  equalization  of _ 

to  veteran  volunteers 

Bourke,  John  Q 

Bovell,  John  V - 

Bowen,  George  E 

Boyd,  Augustus , •} 

Boyd,  Orsemus  B 

Britton,  William 

Brooks,  S.  J 

Brown,  William  H 

Brownson,  Leonard  I 

Buckner,  Benjamin  F.  (or  Taylor) 

Burdette,  John  C , 

Butler,  John  M 

Campbell,  Benjamin  F 

Carpenter,  Thomas  H i 

Carrick,  Robert 

Casey,  Peter 

Casey,  Robert 

Ceran,  Capt.  St.  Vrain*s  company,  New  Mexico  Mounted  Vol- 
unteers  , 

Certain  volunteer  soldiers 

Certificates  of  merit  for  unattached  and  enlisted  men,  etc 

Champlain  and  St.  Lawrence  Railroad  Company 

Chesbrough,  Nicholas  G •. 

Cohn,  Henry  S 

Cole,  Broad * 

Columbian  Exposition,  detail  of  certain  officers  for  special  duty 
in  connection  with  the 

Cordray,  David  P 

Corridon,  James 

Courohaine,  Daniel  B 

Cozad,  Henry 

Cramer,  Delos 

Crangle,  Henry , 

CuttB,  J.  Madison * , i 


1357 
589 

1082 
817 

824 
549 
236 
733 
205 
579 
574 

1563 

1220 
962 
158 
208 
105 
267 
646 

1462 

1074 
729 
732 

1137 
193 

1936 
455 

1809 
751 

1088 

1799 
540 

1768 
196 
206 
588 

1770 
266 
510 

1125 
194 
104 

1435 
735 
542 
477 
610 
907 
586 

1470 
791 
761 
363 

2041 

1937 
2118 
2131 


Vol^ 


41 

1 

1 

1 

I 

2 

5 

4 

3 

3 

4 

1 

7 

2 

7 

3 

4 

7 

2 

7 

1 

1 

2 

7 

1 

2 
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1 

1 

5 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 

5 
3 
3 
2 

10 
2 
7 

10 
10 
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i454 
1441 

Daniel,  Calvin - 1028 

Davis,  F.  W 645 

Davis.  John  M 1756 

Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers,  National  Home  for 250 

)»TOA 
731 

Dunfee,  Nicholas 874 

Dyer,  Lucius  L 1521 

East  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  St.  Joseph's  church 1745 

Eckerson,  George  W 362 

Edwards,  Richard  M - 109 

Eldridge,  Daniel 1164 

PerreU,  Hugh 584 

Field,  Francis  A 1814 

Finley,  James  A 716 

Fisher,  Neil 708 

Fletcher,  William 1244 

Fort  Brown  military  reservation 2050 

FortMoClary  military  reservation 1439 

Fort  Mifflin,  sale  of  land  at 1944 

Fort  Monroe,  Va.,  hotel  on  reservation  at 1746 

Fort  Wayne,  Mich.,  military  post  at 1642 

Freedley,  Henry  W 12a3 

Freeman,  R.V 591 

Frost,  JohnG 753 

Gage,  E.  Darwin 2033 

Garrard,  Charles  T 592 

Gassett,  John  W 578 

Gettysburg  Memorial  Association 1643 

Gillies,  Charles  F 1329 

Gillingwaters,  J.E 573 

Grand  Army  encampment,  loan  of  flags,  etc 499 

Grant,  Chester  F 107 

Gray,  James  E 106 

Greene,  George  S 1080 

Groat,  Abram 498 

Gru^ett,  Andrew  L 595 

Hadley,  E.  D 1247 

Hanson,  Willis  F 201 

Hart,  Rodman 876 

Heirs  of  certain  soldiers 924 

Helena,  Mont.,  military  post  at 623 

Henry,  George  M 1811 

Hershe,  Benjamin  F 200 

Houston,  Charles  E IO54 

Hogarty,  William  P 928 

HoUoway,  William  H 1904 

Holmes,  Prentice 960 

Horn,  Fritz 209 

Hospital  Corps  of  the  Army,  pay  of  privates  of 172 

Hugo,  William  H 873 

Huse,  Caleb 2034 

Hyland,  Patrick 523 

Ilwaco  Railroad  and  Navigation  Company 1295 

Jack,  John  A 20^ 

Jackson,  George 197 

Jennings,  James  C 1906 

Johnson,  Gilman  L A    ^iX\ 

Johnson,  Joseph \\^Mb 

Kmle,  WUaou •..•..A  \^^ 


X 


2 
5 
4 
2 
7 
1 
3 
3 
3 
5 
7 
2 
1 
4 
2 
7 
3 
3 
4 

10 
5 
7 
7 
7 
4 
2 
3 
10 
2 
2 
7 
5 
2 
2 
1 
1 
4 
2 
2 
4 
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4 
3 
7 
4 
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3 
10 
2 
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10 
1 
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CX)MMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS— Continued. 

Kane,  James - 

Keach,  Albert - 

Keefe,  Michael,  deceased - 

Kelly,  Francis  J 

Kent,  Henry  O 

King,  Orris  O - 

Klanser,  Emanuel - 

Knapp,  Andrew  B 

Knowlton,  William  C 

Kolter,  Frederick  E 

Liake,  Romantus - 

Lianaban,  John  D 

Lane,  Henry - - 

Lang,  Nathaniel - 

Larkin,  William  J 

Lease  of  certain  public  property 

Leonard  Avenue  Street  Railway  Company 

Little  Rock,  Ark.,  military  post  near 

Little  Rock,  Ark.,  wood  from,  to  the  national  cemetery  adja- 
cent thereto  

Lofland,H 

Long,  Francis,  and  others 

Long,  James  W- 

McClure,  Daniel 

McColmant,  Elisha 

McDonald,  Orin  A j 

MoFarland,  James  A 

McKlnney,  George  W 

McLaughlin,  Thomas  A _. 

McLean,  Cornelius 

McLean,  Sarah  K 

McMahan,  John - 

McNeil,  Quincy - 

Madrid,  Columoian  Historical  Exposition  at - 

Markham,  Pleasant 

Marks,  George  A 

Medical  officers  during  late  civil  war 

Medical  officers,  grade  of 

Military  Academy,  appropriations  for -J 

Master  of  the  8word,flxing  rank  of 

Military  post  at  Fort  Wayne,  Mich 

Military  post  in  Vermont 

Military  telegraph  lines 

Millican,  William 

Missing  soldiers 

Moore,  Robert 

Murray,  Joseph 

New  Bedford,  Mass.,  public  park 

Officers  who  were  mustered  as  officers  after  March  3, 1865.. _  ] 

Oklahoma  City,  military  reservation  at 

Oliver,  Aaron  J 

O' rieilly,  Thomas  P 

Ottstotts,  Frederick 

Patton,  S.K.N 

Pay  and  allowances  of  retired  enlisted  men  of  the  At  my  and 

Marine  Corps. 

Pierce,  William 

Price,  William  B 

Pringle,  William  N 


875 

357 

94 

1402 

1750 

204 
1522 
1602 
1306 

949 

748 
1753 
1760 

450 
1854 
1817 
1698 

757 

1021 

1246 
642 

1140 
99 

1027 
947 
951 
195 

1755 
948 
694 

1313 
382 
644 
923 
585 

2036 

1067 

894 

5 

925 

1414 

1642 
297 

1005 
878 
924 
581 
202 

1398 
730 

1015 

1020 
100 
643 
599 
180 

826 
1754 
1090 
1810 
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lOMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS— Continued. 

Promotion  of  army  officers 

Promotion  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army 

Promotion  in  the  Army 

Pyer,  Charles  G - 

Randleman,  John  H 

Ransom,  Dunbar  fl •- 

Read,  Henry  A 

Records  of  volunteers  armies - 

Regan,  James 


1 


Retired  list  for  privates  and  noncommissioned  officers  of  the 
Army 

Robinson,  John  W 1 

Rogers,  Benjamin  F 

San  Diego,  Cal.,  harbor  defense  at 

Sanitarium,  relative  to  establishing,  in  New  Mexico  or  Colo- 
rado  


Santa  Fe,  Prescott  and  Phoenix  Railway  Company. 

Sarsfield,  David 

Schachleiter,  George  W 

Schlapp,  August 

Schwarz,  Christian ^.. 

Scott,  Austin  A 

Semmler,  Louis 

Shear,  Lansing ..-. 

Sheehy,  Michael 

Sherman,  William  T.,  statue  of 

Sidney,  Nebr.,  land  for  cemetery 

Skinner,  John  H — 

Small,  Michael  P. 


Smith,  William,  and  others ] 


Soldiers*  Home  managers. 


Soldiers  of  the  late  war  and  the  war  with  Mexico,  to  extend 

act  relating  to 

Spelgleburg,  Wilhelm * 

Spencer,  William  C \ 

Stanley,  David  S 

Stewart,  Charles  B 

Stimson,  Hiram 

Stivers,  Charles  B 

Street,  Harlow  L 

Summary  courts - - 

Taylor,  Jesse  C 

Taylor,  John  W 

Thomas,  Madison  A * : 

Thompson,  George  W 

Thompson,  James  W , 

Thurmond,  Harrison 

Tuttle,  Montgomery  M 

Ulrich,  Ernest 

Unterleiter,  Henry  -.. 

Utter,  Joseph  G 

Van  Fossen,  John 

Volunteers,  muster  a|.d  pay  of  certain  officers  and  enlisted 

men  of 

WackerJjr,  Joseph . ..«..«, 


171 
1358 
1818 
1804 

744 

950 
1766 

453 

8d5 

996 

823 

824 

825 

826 
1134 

244 

756 

1463 
1591 
2023 
1091 

198 
1310 

199 
1309 
1752 

207 
1459 
1261 

538 

920 

352 
1772 

250 

505 
1178 

1894 
1658 

299 
1665 
1245 
1518 

258 
1767 

353 

817 
1026 
1461 
1905 

192 

497 

590 
1395 
1771 
1442 
1266 

178 

n^ 
\^1 
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7 
7 
3 
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7 
2 
3 
4 
3 
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3 
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5 
1 
5 
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5 
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OOMMITTEE  ON  BflLITARY  APPAmS-CJontinued. 

Waenon,  Thomas  D , 

WaUaoe,  David  R.,  deceased 

Ward,  Daniel 

War  of  rebellion,  to  extend  act  relating  to  soldiers  of 

War  with  Mexico,  to  extend  act  relating  to  soldiers  of \ 

Warren,  Alexander 

Warren,  John 

Warrender.  Samuel 

Webb,  William  W 

Wedgwood,  William  W 

Wells,  Edwin  A 

Wells,  Eugene 

Welsh,  William 

Welty,  Charles  W.  E 

Werner,  Charles  J 

Whitham,  Charles 

Wickham,  Francis  W 

Wilkinson,  Warren  W 

Williams,  Isaac 

Williams,  Joseph  C 

Wilson,  Ezra  A 

Wilson,  William 

Winder,  William  A  ..- 

Wise,  Curtis  P _. 

Woodson,  Warren  A 

Workman,  Thomas  C 

Wright,  Henry  H 

Zell,  Henry 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  MILITIA— 

Militia,  efficiency  of 

National  Guard,  additional  artillery  for 

Nebraska,  ordnance  stores  and  supplies  for 

COMMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MINING— 

California,  hydraulic  mining  in 

California,  mining  d6bris  in 

Executive  department  of  mines  and  mining 

McGarrahan,  William i 

COMMITTEE  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS— 

Algiers,  La.,  dry  dock  near 

Assistant  to  chief  of  Bureau  of  Navigation 

Badger,  Oscar  C 

Brooklyn,  sale  of  navy-yard  lands 

Broome,  John  L i 

Dull,  John  C 

Engineer  Corps  of  the  Navy 

Glaias,  Henry 

Hamersly,  Lewis  R 

»    Jouett,  James  E i 

Kelly.  Denis 

Mackintosh,  James  C 

Medals  for  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  U.  S.  S.  BaUimcre 

Morrison,  James 

Navy,  appropriations  for 

Navy,  enlisted  men  in 

Navy,  reduction  in  the  engineer  corps  of 

Naval  appropriation  bill 

Naval  oDservatory 

O'Brien,  Oliver 

PlOmiari  N.  F.,  Jr.,  A  Go  ....—.•....... ... •••—..•. 


582 

2021 

587 

1894 

735 

1894 

1394 

496 

677 

451 

121 

877 

856 

354 

539 

1938 

583 

1455 

1520 

580 
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CJOMMITTEE  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS— Continued. 

Pensaoola  Terminal  Company 

Perkins,  Georg'e  H j 

Pneumatic  Dynamite  Company  of  New  York 

Promotions  in  the  marine  corps 

Retired  list  for  enlisted  men 

Revenue  Cutter  Service,  transfer  of 

Rose,  John  6 - 

Sartori,  Louis.C 

Terrell,  D.  J 

Yorke,  Louis  A - 

COMMITTEE  ON  PATENTS— 

Columbian  Exposition ,  foreign  exhibitors  at 

Patents,  statutes  relating  to 

Protection  of  innocent  users  of  patented  articles 

Trade-marks  and  labels 

Trade-marks,  registration  of 

Winans,  William  L 

COMMITTEE  ON  PENSIONS— 

Abflher.  Anderson 

Allen,  George  R -.. 

Alvis,  Htnry  J 

Anderson,  Samuel  S 

Askew,  John  J , 

Athon,  Levenia  D 

Aubrey,  Andrew  J 

Bacon,  Mary  L 

Barnard,  Anna  E 

Barrow,  David  C 

Belger,  Fanny  N 

Bell,  Luman 

Bethards,  Henry  J i 

Birch,  WUliam  A 

Boatright,  Eliza  M 

Bolings,  SamuelJ 

Bradford,  Joseph  J 

Bridges,  Rebecca 

Briggs,  Samuel  G -... 

Brown,  Elisha .' 

Burrough,  William 

Burton,  Felix I : 

Byrd,  Susan  C 

Calhoun,  Maggie  E - 

Campbell,  Nancy 

Campbell,  Robert  S 

Carlton,  Ambrose  B 

Carpenter,  Ellen 

Chadwick,  Susannah -,- 

Chapman,  Edward  R 

Churchill,  Benjamin 

Clark,  George  W : 

Cleaveland,  Jesse 

Coifman,  Joseph 

Conroy,  Eliza 

Copen,  Addison  M ,.. 

Copenhaven,  A.  J 

Craig,  Joseph 

Crawford,  Elizabeth  R 

pally,  Abraham 

Davis,  James  A 

Pavis,  Susanna ..-.- 

pay,  Cofneliufl  ...1 ..,^,, 

H,  Jtep.  62-J e 
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CXWdMITTEE  ON  PBNSION8— Continued. 

Deafnees,  rates  in  certain  cases  of 

Dean,  John  A 

Donaldson,  Mary  E 

Donnelly,  Peter 

Dunn,  Philip  G 

Dvidl,  James  R.,  widow  of 

EUis,  Afirnes  P 

Enlow,  Thomas 

Falkner,  Nathan 

FuH^uharson,  Mrs.  S.  A 

Fields,  John 

Fisher,  Samuel  O 

Frazier,  Stark 

Gardener,  Frances  P 

Gatlin,  Mary 

Goodwin,  Miles 

Graham,  Amelia 

Granberry,  Joseph  J 

Hall,  Jacob 

Hallam,  John 

Hamilton,  Aaron  V 

Harley,  Elizabeth 

HoUis,  Mary 

Howell,  William  C 

Indian  wars  of  1832  to  1842,  inclusive 

Israel,  PleasantR 

Jergins,  Jesse  J 

Jobe,  Lavina 

Jones,  Andrew  J 

Kelly,  James  A 

Kennedy,  Anthony  M 

Kennedy,  Thomas  S' 

Kingsley,  Sterling 

KirUoy,  James  W 

Kramer,  Andrew 

Landes,  Abraham 

Lane,  James 

Lane',  Lewis 

Lang,  D.  M 

Lamard,  Helen 

Luke,  Elizabeth  S 

Luttrell,  Samuel 

Lyon,  Har^ 

McElvey,  Harmon  H 

Malloy,  John 

Marshall,  George 

Matlock,  John 

Menefee,  Mary  A *. 

Mercer,  John 

Meredith,  BVederick 

Merritt,  Henry 

Morgan,  Benajah 

Murphy,  Susan  S 

Nindeman,  William  F.  C 

Owen,  L.  D 

Pension  law,  amendment  to 

Pierce,  Eliza  B 

Prator,  John  D 

Ramey^  Jonathan 

Reed,  David 

Reed,  James,  jr 

Renfro,  Nancy  £ 
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COMMITTEE  ON  PENSIONS— Continued. 

Kiggs.  Reuben 

Russell,  William 

Sanderson,  Louis  G 

Sigler,  Phebe 

Simmons,  Abraham  B - 

Simmons,  Margaret  C 

Sisson,  Henry 

Slaughter,  Ann  Mercer 

Smith,  Caroline  A - 

Smith,  James - 

Smith,  Meridy 

Staley,  Noah 

Tendoy,  chief  of  the  Bannock,  Shoshone,  and  Sheepeater 

tribes  of  Indians 

Thomas,  Edward. 

Tradewell,  F.  A 

Trimble,  Mary  E 

Tucker,  Thomas 

Turner,  Margaret 

Waggoner,  Sarah  J - 

Ware,  Perrv  G 1 

War  with  Mexico,  increase  of  pension  for 

Watson,  William  M 

Webster,  Amelia  R 

White,  George  W ." 

WhitSB,  Jeremiah 

Woodward,  William  S 

Worthington,  Betsey 


Young,  Anna  Maria. 

Youngblood,  Rebecca  M.. 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  POST-OFFICE  AND  POST-ROADS— 

Convention  of  first  and  second  class  postmasters 

Exchanges  through  the  mail 

Free  delivery  of  mail  in  rural  districts 

Letter-carriers,  pay  of 

Mail  service - 

Mail  service,  ocean 

Pneumatic  postal  communication  at  Philadelphia,  Pa 

Postage  on,  semi  weekly  and  triweekly  publications 

Post-office  appropriation  bill 

Railway  postal  clerks,  salaries  of 

Simpson,  Isaac  S ^ 

Third  and  fourth  class  mail  matter 

COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING— 

Bankrupt  bill  to  be  printed 

Bureau  of  American  Republics,  to  print  bulletins  of 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  eighth  and  ninth  annual  reports  of. 

Bureau  of  Ethnology,  eleventh  and  twelfth  annual  reports  of. 

Chile,  President's  message  respecting  relations  with,  and  cor- 
respondence, etc 

Civil  Service  Commission,  eighth  report  of 

Climatic  features  of  the  two  Dakotas 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  report  of  Superintendent  of 

Commissioner  of  Education,  to  print  report  for  1889-'90,  of 

Commissioner  of  Labor,  seventh  annual  report  of 

Congress,  annals  of,  etc 

Congressional  Directory,  maps  of  Congressional  districts  in... 

Documents,  list  of 

European  commerce,  to  print  report  on 
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CX)MMITTEE  ON  PRINTING— Continued. 

Fish  and  FisherieSi  reports  of  the  CommiBsioner  of 1344 

Gamble,  John  R.,  eulogies  upon 1128 

Geographic  names,  report  of  board  of 474 

Government  Printing  Office,  site  for 687 

GoTernment  Printing  Office,  wages  of  certain  employes  of 

Grow  and  Randall,  Speakers,  addresses  delivered  on  presenta- 
tion of  portraits  of 229 

^  Horse,  special  report  on  diseases  of j      ISI? 

Houk,  Leonidae  C 364 

House  of  Representatives,  manual  and  digest  of  the  rules  and 

practice  of 762 

Immigration  and  Naturalization,  to  print  report  of  House  Com- 
mittee on 2139 

International  Geological  Congress,  proceedings  of 1341 

Lee,  W.  H.  F. ,  eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  upon 426 

Merchants  vessels  of  the  United  States,  to  print  list  of 2140 

National  Academy  of  Sciences  for  1891 ,  report  of 1346 

Ordnance  and  Fortification,  report  of  Board  of 1346 

President's  annual  message 308 

Public  printing  and  binding  and  the  distribution  of  public  doc- 
uments  ...J. 100^ 

Sanitary  engineersi^  report  of 1348 

Senate  Report  395,  Forty -third  Confirress 800 

Smithsonian  Institution  and  National  Museum,  to  print  reports 

for  year  ending  June  30, 1891 2141 

Special  committee  on  investigation  of  Pension  Office,  to  print 

report  on 2145 

Spinola,  Hon.  Francis  B. ,  of  New  York,  eulogies  on 2096 

Statistical  abstract  for  the  year  1891 2094 

Subcommittees  on  Trusts^  to  print  report  of 2138 

Survey  pursuant  to  act  of  March  2,  1891 2136 

To  amend  and  supplement  the  election  laws  of  the  United 

States 1866 

United  States,  official  map  of ,  for  1892 1404 

United  States,  precious  metals  in 1208 

Walker,  Joseph  H.,  on  the  question  to  expunge 799 

Wilson,  Hon.  E.  K.,  eulogies  on 2093 

Yorktown,  Va.,  monument  at 1343 

COMMITTEE  ON  PRIVATE  LAND  CLAIMS— 

Claiborne,  Courtney  Ann 1898 

Maxwell  land  grant 1824 

Metoyer,  Benjamin,  legal  heirs  of 1326 

New  Mexico  and  Colorado,  land  titles  in 1253 

Segoura,  Raphael 1812 

Williams,  Lucretia 1678 

COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS— 

Abington,  Va.,  public  lands  at 1144 

Public  buildings,  to  erect,  build  additions,  etc.,  at — 

Allentown,  Pa 2109 

Alpena,  Mich 1849 

Ann  Arbor,  Mich 1110 

Anniston,  Ala 1097 

Baltimore,  Md 2111 

Bedford  City^,  Va 1118 

Boise,  Idaho 1111 

Bradford,  Pa 1999 

Bridgeport,  Conn 2110 

Brockton,  Mass ^,  1116 

Brunswick,  Ga 1105 

Buffalo,  N.  Y I  1117 

Camden, N.  J \\^*3fc\ 

PapiM  Btor^e  bwild^-,*—,,,,,^ „,,,,„,^.,,,^  WV^ 
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COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS— Con- 
tinued. 
Public  buildings,  to  erect,  building  additions,  etc.,  at — 

Cheyenne,  Wyo - 

Chicago,  111 

post-office  --- 

United  States  Marine  Hospital 

Clinton,  Iowa 

Cumberland,  Md 

Deoat^ur,  111 

Durham,  N.  C 

East  St.  Louis,  111 

Elgin,  111 

Elizabeth,  N.  J 

Elmira,  N.Y 

Pindlay,  Ohio 

Fitchburg,  Mass 1 

Pond  du  Lac,  Wis 

Gallipolis,  Ohio 

Gardiner,  Me 

Hartford,  Conn 

Hastings,  Nebr...- 

Helena,  Mont - 

Henderson,  I^ 

Hoboken,  N.J. _ 

Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  sale  of  school  lot  at 

House  of  RBpresentatives,  fire  in  folding  room 

Indianapolis.  Ind 

Jamestown,  N.  Y 

JoUet,  111 

Kansas  City,  Kans 

Kansas  City,  Mo 

Keokuk,  Iowa,  for  paving  streets 

Laredo,  Tex - ► 

Little  Rock,  Ark - 

Logansport,  Ind '. 

Louisville,  Ky.,  sale  of  old  public  building ^-.. 

McKeesport,  Pa 

Mammoth  Hot  Springs 

Massillon,  Ohio 

Mount  Sterling,  Ky 

Muncie,  Ind 

Nashua,  N.H 

Natchez,  Miss , 

Newport  News,  Va 

New  York,  N.Y 

Oakland,  Cal 

Paterson,  N.J 

Pine  Bluff,  Arit J 

Pittsburg,  Pa.,  sale  of  certain  United  States  property  in. . . 

Plattsmouth,  Nebr 

Pottsville,  Pa 

Providence,  R.  I 

Public  buildings,  plans  for 

Reno.  Nev 

Rome,  N.  Y 

Salem,  Oregon 

Selma,  Ala 

Spokane,  Wash 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

Suspension  Bridge 

Tampa,  Fla 

Waterhury,  Ck)nn , 

WjJkesbarre,  Pa JJ^/ \\ 
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COMMITTEE  ON  THE  PUBLIC  LA^DS-^ 

Arizona,  unsurveyed  lands  within  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific 

Railroad  land  grant  in 

Arizona,  settlers  on  public  lands  in  Tucson  land  district 

Arkansas,  bonds  held  by  the  United  States 

Blankenship,  John  R 

California.  University  of - 

Chelan,  Okanogan  County,  Wash -. 

Colorado  School  of  Mines 

Dakota,  correcting  description  of  certain  lands  granted  to  Ter^ 

ritory  of 

Dealy,  David 

Desert-land  laws,  lands  entered  under 

Des  Moines  River  lands,  settlers  on 

Eastport,  Me.,  abandoned  military  reservations  at 

Entry  of  certain  lands 

Escambia  Lodge  No.  15,  P.  and  A.  M 

Perron,  Utah,  relief  of  inhabitants  of 

Porfeiture  of  certain  lands ] 

Gottschalk,  C.  V 

Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  public  reservation 

trustees  of  Trinity  Church 

lot  1,  block  72,  at 

Kansas,  homes  for  old  soldiers 

Keady,  William  P 

Mexican  Gulf,  Pacific  and  Puget  Sound  Railroad  Company... 

Mineral  lands,  examination  and  classification  of ^.. 

Minnesota,  public  park  in 

Montana  Mineral  Hallway  Company 

New  Madrid,  location  survey -. 

New  Mexico,  additional  land  office  in 

New  Mexico,  unsurveyed  lands  within  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific 

Railroad  land  grantin 

Patents  to  land  in  certain  cases _ 

Pittsburg,  Port  Wayne  and  Chicago  Railroad  Company 

Registers  and  receivers,  fees  of 

Talkington,  Isaac  W.,  estate  of j 

Timber  and  stone  lands,  purchase  of  certain 

Timber-culture  laws J 

Timber  lands,  sale  of  stone,  etc.,  of 

Settlement  rights,  protection  of 

Settlers  on,  public  lands 

Settlers  upon  certain  lands  in  North  and  South  Dakota 

Settlers  within  railroad  land  grants 

Swamp-land  grants i 

Wyoming  reservations 

Yellowstone  National  Park,  boundaries  of i 

Yosemite  National  Park,  wagon  road  across  portion  of 

Younkin ,  Mary _ 

COMMITTEE  ON  RAILWAYS  AND  CANALS— 

Ship  canal  connecting  Lake  Erie  with  the  Ohio  River 

Ship  canal  from  Great  Lakes  to  navigable  waters  of  Hudson 
River  

Ship  canal  from  Philadelphia  to  New  York  Bay,  survey  of 

State  canals 

COMMITTEE  ON  REPORM  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— 

Appointments  in  the  public  service 

Appointment  of  fourth-class  postmasters 
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COMMITTEE  ON  REFORM  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE-Cont'd. 

Baltimore,  civil-Bervioe  law  violations 

Emplovment  of  laborers,  to  exclude  political  Influenoe  of 

Violations  of  the  civil-seryice  law  in  Alabama 

CJOMMITTEE  ON  THE  REVISION  OF  THE  LAWS— 

Certain  volunteer  and  regular  soldiers '. 

Contracts  for  supplies,  purchased  of 

Grand  Army,  leave  of  absence  for  members  during  the  en- 
campment  

Office  of  Congresiional  correspondence  and  Department  busi- 


Postal  laws,  amendment  of • 

Publication  of  the  Revis3d  Statutes 

X>MMITTEE  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS— 

Brunswick,  Ga.,  improTement  of  outer  bar  of 

Jetties,  piers,  and  breakwaters  at  mouth  of  Ropes  Pass 

Kansas  River,  dams  across 

Mississippi  River,  willful  injury  to  public  works  on 

Navigation  of  Trinity  River,  Texas --. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  improvement '. 

River  and  harbor  appropriation  bill j 

X>MMITTEE  ON  RULES— 
Civil  service  investigation 


Keystone,  Spring  Garden,  and  Maverick  national  banks,  inves- 
tigation of 

Pension  Bureau,  investigation  of 

Census  Office,  {nvestigauon  of 

COMMITTEE  ON  THETERRITORIES— 

Arizona,  admission  into  the  Union 

Arizona,  funding  act  of... 

Arizona,  ratifying  an  act  of  the  Legislature  of 

Cattle  on  Cherokee  lands,  in  violation  of  law 

Indian  Territory  and  Oklahoma,  carriage  of  psasengersby  rail- 
roadsin 

Indian  Territory,  mines  and  mining  in 

Oklahoma,  district  courts  of 

fimding  the  county  debts  of 

reserving  land  in 

temporarv  government  for - 

New  Mexico,  admission  of 

capitol  building - 

Railroad  laws  for  Indian  Territory  and  Okls^oma 

Utah,  exhibit  of  Columbian  Exposition  at 

Utah  Territory,  local  government  for 

COMMITTEE  ON  WAR  CLAIMS— 

Abbot,  Francis  L 

At>by  Ellen  (brig) 

Adams,  Charles  H 

Adams,  O.  P 

Aldrich,  E.  J 

Alexander,  Thomas  L.,  legs!  representatives  of 

Alexander,  William  J 

Allard  &  Crozier 

Allen,  Lewis  D -j 

Allen,  LD 

Allen,  Martha  A.,  administratrix  of  Wyatt  M 

Allsworth,  Edward - 

Alsbury,  Edward  P 

Alsup,  John  P 

Anderson,  A.  E 

Anderson,  Charles  P 
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CX)MMITTEE  ON  WAR  CLAIMS  -Continued. 

Anderson,  David  B.,  deceaaed 

Anderson,  JamesC,  estate  of 

Anderson,  Mary  H.^idow  of  Hiram 

Anderson,  William  H 

Andes,  Abraham -•-.. 

An tisell,  Thomas 

Archer,  Henry  W.,lesfal  representatives 

Armelin,  Charles,  estate  of 

Armistead,  Vincent - 

Arrears  of  pay  and  bounty,  settlement  of  claims 

Ashe,  John  Baptiste,  legal  representatives  of 

Athens,  Ala.,  Cumberland  Presbyterian  Church  of \ 

Atkinson,  Mary  Ellen,  administratriz  of  Richard 

AtlanU,  Ga..  St.  Philip's  Church 

Atlantic  Works 

Austin,  Sterling  T.,  heirs  of 1 

Avery,  John,  estate  of 

Aye rs,  Asa  B 

Badeaux,  Ulger  V 

Baker,  Sarah  K.  T 

Btelzer,  Gustavus  A 

Bank  of  Louisiana,  creditors  of 

Banks,  Charles 

Barnes,  Benjamin  S 

Biarron.  Mary 

Bass,  Giles  W 

Bates,  John  A 

Battelle  &  Evans 

Baudry,  Omer 

Baugh,  William 

Baynard,  Joseph  S.,and  others 

Biuell,  James  B 1 

Beard,  L  B 

Beckham,  William  R 

Bell,  JosiahL 

Bell,  Mary  A , 

Berks  County,  Pennsylvania  Agricultural  Society 

Bethel  Springs,  Tenn.,  trustees  of  Presbyterian  Church  of 

Beuter,  Francis  A 

Bigler,  James 

Bigley,  Nicholas  J 

BiUingslea,  Walter  R 

Birchett,  William  G.,  estate  of 

Bishop,  Clarissa 

Bishop,  James... - , 

Black,  Joseph 

Black,  L.E 

Blackistone,  Richard  P 

Bliss,  Francis  A 

Blinn,  Laura , 

Bloom,  Henrietta  Y 

Bloseer,  Joseph 

Blue,  Solomon,  estate  of 

Boardman,  William ,  legal  administrators  of 

Bolivar  (Tenn.)  Lodge 

Booth,  M.  A , 

Booth,  Martha  A 

Boston,  Massachusetts  Atlantic  Works i 

Botts,  Lulffi 

Bounty  and  arrears  of  pay,  settlement  of  claims  for 

Boutwell,  D.  W , 
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COMMITTEE  ON  WAR  CLAIMS— Continued. 

Bovrling,  John,  heirs  of 

Boyd,  L.  H 

Bradford,  James  M 

Bradley,  Horaod  L 

Branch,  Jesje  L 

Brandt,  Jesse  L 

Brantly,  W.  S.,  executor  of  J.  H 

Breaux,  Pierre - 

Brewer,  Elvy 

Briant,  Mrs.  E.  H 

Brldger,  James 

Bridges,  Sarah  E 

Bridgewater,  P.  H 

Briscoe,  Jackson 2 

Bristol,  Louis  H 

Broadwell,  Marcus  L 

Brooks,  JohnG.  W 

Brooks,  William  H.  H 

Brott,  George  P --- 

Brown,  A.  M 

Brown,  Florence  A 

Brown,  John  T 

Brown,  M.  G 

Brown,  Thomas 

Brown,  Thomas  J 

Bruen,  John  T 

Buckey,  Mary  E 

Buckholder,  Martin,  administrator  Abraham 

Buckmaster ,  William  P.,  heirs  of 

Buder,  Edward  A 

Bugg,  J.  H.,  and  others 

Burditt,  Augustus  P 

Burke,  Edward,  administrator 

Burke,  Hannah 

Burton,  Henry  H 

Burton,  William 

Bushby,  William 

Butler,  Phillip  T. ,  and  others 

Butt,  WUliam 

Gahalan,  Eld  ward - 

Gaine,  Catherine 

Caldwell,  C.C 

Caldwell,  John  R 

California  war  claims 

Cameron,  Emma  S .^ 

Cameron,  James  and  Emma  S 

Camp  Tvler,  111.,  owners  and  occupants  of  ... 

Campbell,  Gfeorge  J 

Campbell,  J.  M.,  estate  of 

Candy,  Charles 

Capers,  Francis  P 

Caperton,  George 

Carl,  David  and  Barbette  ..^ 

Carmack,  Joseph  W 

Carpenter,  Gearge p 

Carr,  Rogers  &  Co 

Carson,  Henry  Polite 

Carter,  Alfred  B 

Cartersville,  Ga.,  First  Baptist  Church  of 

Gazes,  Bertrand  and  Gaudin 

Chapin,  Gurden 
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COMMITTEE  ON  WAR  CLAIMS-Contlnued. 

Chapman,  Henley  W 

Cheek,  Mrs.  Nelson 

Cheek,  RT 

Chester,  Lester  P.,  and  others 

Chouteau,  Charles  P 

Cristy,  John,  &Co 

Chum,  A.B 

Church  and  school  building,  claims  for 

Citizens'  Bank,  Louisiana 

Citizens  of  Kansas,  claims  of 

Claims  for  certain  stores  and  supplies 

Clapp,  George  M 

Clapp,  Sarah  A 

Cflara  BeU,  steamer t 

Clark,  James  S.,  estate  of 

Clark,  Stephen  D 

Cleveland,  Elizabeth  J *._ 

Clift,  William , 

Cobb,  Blasddell  &  Co 

Cobb,  J.  &  O.  P.,  &  Co 

Cobb,  J.  &  O.  P.,  &  Co.,  surviving  partners  of  . 

Cobb,  Oliver  P 

Cobb.  O.  P.,  and  others 

Cole,  Mrs.  S.  M 

Coleman,  Sarah  and  Florence 

Collards,  W.  H.,  and  others 

Collins,  Joseph 

Columbia  bridge,  owners  of 

Connell,  Michael 

Cook,  James  A 

Cook,  JaredR 

Cook,  Matilda 

Cooner,  Mary  A 

Cooper,  Hudson,  legal  representatives  of 

Cordill,  Joseph 

Core,  A.  S 

Cothes,  H.,  heirs  of 

Cousens,  George  Lewis _- 

Cowper,  Leopold  C.  P — 

Crabill,  Joseph  D.,  estate  of 

Craig,  William 

Cranston,  Sarah  M .._ 

Crenshaw,  A.  L.  H -*-. 

Crews,  Hamilton 

Crider,  R.  H 

Crider,S.P 

Crompton,  Richard 

Cronk,  Charles  W 

Crosby,  William 

Cross,  Joel 

Crow,  William 

Crum,  Elizabeth  and  B.  L 

Cunningham,  Calvin  B 

Cunningham,  Rachel 

Cummings,  Doyle  &Co 

Cummings,  Phcebe 

Cynthiana,  Ky.,  destruction  of  property  at 

Dal  ton,  Ga.,  trustees  of  the  Catholic  church  at. 

Danolds,  Charles  A , 

Darly,  F.O.,  estate  of 

Davis,  A.  W 

DaviSy  Enoch 
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>:MMITTEE  on  war  claims— continued. 

Davi««,  Mark,  heirs  of 

Davis,  Marshall 

Davis,  Mark,  leg^atees  of 

Davis,  Mrs.  M.  M 

De  Bevoise,  S.  H,,  estate  of 

Debnam,  Thomas  R 

Decatte,  Owden 

Deems,  Lewis 

Deford,  James,  heirs  of 

Deitrich,  Emily 

Delahoussage,  Sidonie 

Delille,  Jean 

De  Loach,  Claiborne,  heirs  of 

Dennis,  Mary  A 

Denny,  George,  sr 

Dent,  Warren  R 

Deslonds,  Mrs.  Frank 1 

Desmarc,  Alphonse 

Deucatte,  Odon 

Dickson,  Davidson,  and  others 

Dieters,  John •_ 

Dittlinger,  Michael 

Doherty,  M.  A .' 

Dolman,  Jacob 

Donate,  Auguste,  heirs  of 

Donate,  Belote  A 

Donnell,  George  C. 

Dorr,  John  H... 

Dougherty,  Mary  A 

Douglas,  W.  W.,  administrator 

Downey,  Amelia 

Downing,  A.  B.,  estate 

Downs,  Francis 

Doyle  &  Co 

Doyle,  Johanna 

Doyle,  William __ 

DriscoU,  John  J I 

DulTy,  Eugenia  and  W.  B \ 

Dulin,  A.F.,  estate  of I 

Duncan,  Andrew  J.,  deceased j 

Dunklee,  William  M.,  administrator { 

Duvall,  Tandy j 

Dyer,  Rachel I 

Easterly,  Isaac 

Edwards,  Emily 

Edwards,  Sarah  Upton , 

Edwards,  W.W 

Eldridge.  Hallam 

EUen,  Abbu  (brig),  owners  of 

Elliott,  John  R 

Elsaser,  John  A 

Elzey,  John 

Engelhardt,  Margaretha 

'Engs,  Samuel  F 

Ennis,  William  B 

Eppes,  John  W , 

Evans,  Samuel 

Fagot,  Emile,  heirs  of 

FaDs.  Jane 

Farnighy,  Louis  O 

Farley,  John  A 
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CX)MMITTEE  ON  WAR  CLAIMS— CJontinued. 

FaruBworth.  D.D.T 

Pels,  Samuel 

Fergusson,  Greorge  B 

Piefil,  John  A 

Fike,  Martha  A 

Filhiol,  HypoUte,  and  others 

Fitzgerald,  Michael  G 

Flessohert,  Martha  E 

Fletcher,  Nathan,  heirs  of ] 

Flick,  Catharine 

Florence  Masonic  Lodge,  Florence,  Ala 

Flowers,  Elizabeth 

Forgey,  James--, 

Fourth  of  July  claims -j 

Fraliez,  Martin,  estate  of 

Franklin,  William  A.,  executdr  of  J.  B 

Frasuer,  Eli 

Frederick,  Md.,  refund  of  money  to 

French,  Henry  S *_. 

Frizell,  James  S 

Frobel,  Elizabeth  D.  ftnd  Anna  S 

Fuller,  J.  B 

Fuller,  Robert  W .^ 

Fusilier,  Corinne  Perret 

Gallagher,  Charles i 

Galland,  Washington 

Gallott,  Julia [//_ 

Gardner,  Fannie  E 

Garrett.  W.  F " 

Garrison,  Nemiah 

Garrison,  Silas  M V.l'.. 

Garrot,  Pierre 

Gibson,  William  F ] IIIV.'.. 

Giddings,  Napoleon  B V//.J. 

Gilbreath,  Simeon 

GUfoU,  Patrick 

Gillett,  Theodore  J ■ !_..!! 

Gittings,  Samuel  E 

Glassie,  D.  W.  and  Minna  H I^IIIIII^'IIIII 

Gomez,  Edwin 1.111.111. 

Goodloe,  Mariam,  and  others III"I"im"II 

Goodrich,  A.  E.  and  M.  E I---II"IIII"III1 

GoTan,  J.  J ll'/.y. 

Grayes,  Mrs.  C.  H Ilimillll'IIl 

Green,  Edman IIIII-"I"I'I 

Greenhill,  ThomasC --""Illimilll 

Gregory,  James  A lViVil[[l[l[l 

Grimmett,  Matthew  H '-II'I'I.II^ 

Grisson,  Sarah II--II-']II-I'IIIIIIII* 

Grivot,  Maurice,  heirs  of J 

Groom,  William  G ' 

Groyes,  JohnH II' II 

Guidry,  L3sant,  heirs  of IIIIIIIII 

Gullory,  Martin .' 

Gummo,  JohnW " 

Hackney,  B.  R Ill 

Hagerstown,  Md 

Hi^fh,  A,  V iiLiiiy: 
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:J0MMITTEE  on  war  claims— OontinuecU 

Hall,  Goff  A 

Hall,  Warren | 

Haller,  Jonathan - 

Hamilton,  G.  Dwight - 

Hamm,  John  M - -- 

Hammon,  Jacob --_-- 

Hancock,  William - - 

Handlin,  William  W---^ 

Harding,  Francis  E.,  estate  of 

Harkins,.  Charles- - 

Harris,  Thomas  D.,  heirs  of 

Harter,  Thomas  O - 

Hartman,  Jesse  P 

Harvill,  Mrs.  L.  J - - 

Hathaway,  JohnB — -- 

Havens,  Ezra  S - 

Hayes,  Samuel,  deceased — 

Hay  ford.  Axel.-..' - 

Haywood,  Mrs.  W.  Dallas .* 

Hazen,  G.  M.,  and  others - 

Heard,  James  A - 

Heberer,  John - * __. 

Heberlein,  Atigust,  estate  of - 

Hebert,  Eliza  E - 

Hebron,  Adeline  L.,  estate  ol ^ 

Heiskell,  Ann  E - 

Henderson,  Robert ^- 

Henkel,  PhUip 

Henry,  William  M — ^ 

Henson,  Hugh  M - 

Hernandez,  Vidal 

Herr,  A.  H.,  estate  of - 

Hickman,  M.  T 

Higgins,  John  M - - 

Higgins,  Richard,  estate  of - 

Higgins,  Thomas  L 

Hiidreth,  William  W.,  deceased 

Hill,  Alexander,  estate  of - 

Hill,  Joseph  A ..'.— 

Hobbs;  Thomas  M - 

Hoffman,  R.H 

Holbrook,  Julia 

Holland,  James  L.,  estate  of 

Holmes,  Martha  W 

Holsten  Female  College - 

Holt,  C.  G.,  administrator  of  Wiley 

Holt,  John  M - 

Honeycutt,  Stephen  M 

Hoover,  Benjamin,  estate  of 

Hoover,  James  C 

Hopper,  W.  A.,  administrator  of  David 

Hopper,  William,  deceased 

Hough,  Fannie 

Howard,  Samuel 

Rowland,  Juanita 

Hubbard,  Mary  Jane 

Hughes,  William 

Hughes,  William  C 

Hughes,  William  H.,  administrator 

Htun'boldt  Female  College 
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COMMITTEE  ON  WAR  CLAIMS— Continued. 

Humphries,  Julia  A .•. 

Hundley,  William  T 

Huntsville,  Ala.,  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  of 

Hurdle,  Eunice 

Hurley,  R.  A - - 

Huson,  W.  H 

Interest  on  money  expended  in  raising  troops 

Isgrig,  Thomas  C  .1 - - 

Izard,  Florimond , - 

Jackson,  Miss.,  Roman  Catholic  Church 

Jackson,  Tenn.,  First  Methodist  Church  of , 

Jean,  Francis,  sr - 

Jefferson  County ,  Ky. ,  claims  of  certain  citizens  of 

Jocknick,  Gustavus  F 

Johnnot,  William,  and  others,  leff^  representatives  of 

Johnson,  A.  S.,  administrator  of  Thomas 

Johnson,  Hiram,  and  others 

Johnson,  Joseph  B - 

Johnson,  Peter - 

Johnson,  Richard  W ! - - 

Johnson,  Rinaldo  and  Ann  E 

Joiner,  Nathan 

Jones,  Francis  S.,  estate  of - 

Jones,  Isaac  and  Thomas  C,  estate  of 

Jones,  John 

Jones,  John  H - - ^ _ 

Jones,  John  H.,  heirs  of 

Jones,  John  H.,  legal  representatives  of 

Jones,  Thomas 

Jordan,  R.  D.,  guardian - 

Kaylor,  Daniel - - - 

Keating,  Martin - 

Keogan,  Mary  E 

Kelly,  Peter,  estate  of 

Kendall,  William,  legal  representatives  of , 

Kennedy,  Leonora  J 

Kennedy,  Margaret i 

Kergon,  Thomas 

Kerr,  A.  C II 

Kibler,  Josiah  and  Jeremiah 

Kilbourn,  Benjamin  J II 

Kimmons,  William  M IIIIII 

King,  Thomas  J --IIIIII 

Kirchner,  George  K 

Knight,  Isabella IIIIIIIII 

Knight,  Joseph 

Kolbe,  Carl  F IIIIIIII 

Koons,  Anthony HH 

Kouns,  John,  surviving  partner  of  George  L IIH 

Kulage,  Joseph,  heirs  of IIIIIII* 

Labell,  Charles IIIIIII" 

La  Fayette  Female  Seminary,  Colbert  County,  Ala  -.IIIIIIII* 

Lafferty,  James II"" 

Lafleur,  Ben  M IIIIIIII" 

Lafleur,  Jean  Pierre IIII*" 

Lafleur,  MarceUn IIIIII IIIII 

La  Grange  Synodlcai  College i 

Lake,  Daniel,  deceased 

Lam,  James,  estate  of 

Lftmar,  Robert  G,„„. •»„„„,,„  ♦,.,.,••••.1111111 
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OXiEN,  JOHN  M. 
J^rom  CofmmUtee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Gainesville,  McCallister  and  St.  Louis  Railway  Company 

GfdnesTille,  Oklahoma  and  Gulf  Railway  Company 

^MERMAN,  LEMUEL. 
From  ConimiUee  on  Public  Lands, 

Escambia  Lodge,  No.  15,  F.  and  A.  M 

Patents  to  land  in  certain  cases 

Kansas,  homes  for  old  soldiers _ 

Mineral  lands,  examination  and  classification  of  certain 

Minnesota,  public  park  in 

Pittsburg,  Fort  Wayne  and  Chicago  Railroad  Company 

Yosemite  National  Park,  wagon  road  across  portion  of 

VNDREW,  JOHN  P. 
From  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Gallagher,  Thomas 1 

Red  Cross  Association 

Trade  relations  with  Mexico 

JProm  Gommitteeon  Beform  in  the  Civil  Service. 

Alabama,  violations  of  the  civil-service  I  aw 

Fourth-class  postmasters,  appointment  of 

To  exclude  political  influence  in  the  employment  of  laborers  . . 
A^TKHmSON,  LOUIS  E. 
From  Committee  on  Claims 

Crawford,  James  S 

Gonzales,  Nasario  .— 

Little,  John 

McLean,  Sarah  K 

Reeves,  Clement 

Williams,  Hobart 

Front  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries 
American  registry  of  ships  built  in  foreign  countries  (views  of 

minority) - 

BACON.HENRY. 
From  CfommUiee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 

Branch  National  Bank  at  World's  Columbian  Exposition 

International  American  Bank 

National  banks,  better  control  of  and  to  promote  the  safety  of . 
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BANKHEAD,  JOHN  H. 
From  CommiUee  on  Public  BuUdbiga  and  Ghixfunds. 

Armiston,  Ala 

Clinton,  Iowa 

Cumberland,  Md -  — 

Indianapolis,  Ind - 

Selma,  Ala 

Tampa,  Pla 

BARWiG,  CHARLES. 
From  CkmmUtee  on  Fensions. 

Hallam,  John 

BELKNAP,  CHARLES  E. 
From  CommiUee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Belger,  Fannie  N 

Boyd,  Au^stuB 

BrownsoD ,  Leonard  L .._.. 

Burlington  and  Highgate,  Va.,  military  post  on  line  of  rail- 
way between 

Campbell,  Benjamin  P 

Davis,  John  M 

Finley,  James  A 

Houston,  Charles  E 

Hugo,  William  H 

Klauser,  Emanuel 

Lane,  Henry > 

Little  Rock,  Ark.,  military  post  near _ 

Long,  James  W 

McL3an,  Sarah  K 

McMahan,  John 

New  Bedford,  Mass.,  public  park 

Pierce,  William - 

Ransom,  Dunbar  R 

San  Diego,  Cal.,  harbor  defenses 

Schwaz,  Christian 

Semmler,  Louis 

Smith,  William,  and  others 

Stanley,  David  S .... 

StivBrs,  Charles  B 

Ulrich,  Ernest a 

Winder,  William  A 

BELTZHOOVER,  FRANK  E. 
Fix/m  CommiUee  on  Railways  and  Canals, 

Survey  of  ship  canal  from  Philadelphia  to  New  York  Bay.-.. 
From  CommUtee  on  War  Claims. 

Antisell,  Thomas 

Archer,  Henry  W.,  representatives  of 

Berks  County  (Pa.)  Agricultural  Society 

Brantly,  W.  S.,  executor  of  J.  H 

Bruen,  JohnT 

Chester.  Lester  P.,  and  others 

Columbia  Bridge,  Pennsylvania,  legal  owners  of.. 

Fourth  of  July  claims 

Frederick,  Md 

Graves,  M.rs.  C.  U 

Haeferstown,  Md 

Jackson,  Miss.,  Roman  Catholic  Church 

Kennerly,  Charles  M 

Lavery,  William 

Middletown,  Md 

MUler,  David 

Minors,  pay  and  allowance  to  those  discharged 

Morgan,  RobertE 

Moseleyi  William,  jr 
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BELTZHOOVER,  FRANK  E.--Continued. 
Fwm  Committee  an  War  Claima, 

Noble,' Lester 

Pennsy lyania,  war  claims  of 

money  expended  in  militia  service  by 

Sauppe,  Valentine- -1 

Swoope,  Susannah  P 

Vandiver,  Robert  R J 

Whitney,  Franklin  S.,  legal  representatives  of 


William  and  Mary  Ck>llege,  Virginia... \ 

Wolf,  Edmund,  heirs  of 

BENTLEY,  HENRY  W. 
From  Committee  on  the  Eleventh  Census. 

Eleventh  Census 

From  Committee  on  Railways  and  Canals. 
Ship  canal  from  the  Great  Lakes  to  the  navigable  waters' of 

the  Hudson  River 

BERGEN,  CHRISTOPHER  A. 
From  ComTnitteeon  the  PostrOffioe  and  Post-Boads, 

Mail  service _ 

From  Committee  on  Railways  and  CancUs. 

State  canals - 

BINGHAM,  HENRY  H. 
From  Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs. 

Fort  Mifflin,  sale  of  certain  lands 

BLANCHARD,  NEWTON  C. 
From  Committee  on  Rivera  and  Harbors. 

Appropriation  bill 

Dams  across  Kansas  River - 

BLAND,  RICHARD  P. 
From  Committee  on  Coinage,  Weights,  and  Measures. 

Gold  and  silver  bullion,  free  coinage  of ] 

BLOUNT,  JAMES  H. 
From  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Diplomatic  relations  with  foreign  countries 

Reciprocal  commercial  relations  with  Canada 

BOATNER,  CHARLES  J. 
From  Committee  to  Investigate  Charges  Respecting  Conduct  of  Mem- 
bers  on  the  Floor  of  the  House. 

Report  of  investigation 

From  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
District  of  Columbia,  police  court  of 

Ley,  John  Henry. j 

Questions  of  fact , 

Trade  and  commerce,  to  protect 

From  Committee  on  Reform  tn  the  CivU  Service. 

Violations  of  the  civil  service  law  at  Baltimore 

BOWERS,  WILLIAM  W. 
From  Ckmirmttee  on  Militaiy  Affairs, 

Anderson,  Allen 

Bamfield,  James 

Behle,  Charles  H 

Britton,  William ' 

Butler,  John  M 

Casey,  Robert 

Cole,  Broad 

Donaldson^  Mary  E 

Dyer,  Lucius  L 

EiCkerson,  Greorge  W 
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BOWERS,  WILLIAM  W.— Continued. 
From  Commiltee  on  MUitai-y  Affairs, 

Ferrell,  Hugh _ 

Freeman,  R.  V 

Garrard,  Charles  T 

Gassett,  John  W 

Grant,  Chester  P 

Gray,  James  E - 

Grugett,  Andrew  L 

Hart,  Rodman - 

Henry,  George  M 

Kale,  Wilson 

Kelly,  Francis  J 

Lake,  Romantus 

McLean,  Cornelius 

Markham,  Pleasant --- 

Millican,  WiUiam 

Moore,  Robert 

Price,  William  B 

Randleman,  John  H --. 

Schachleiter,  Georore  W 

Speiglebupg,  Wilhelm 

Stimson,  Hiram 

Taylor,  John  W 

Thurmond,  Harrison --- 

Wackerly,  Joseph 

Wagnon,  Thomas  D 

Ward,  Daniel 

Warrender,  Samuel 

Wells,  Edwin  A 

Whitham,  Charles 

Wilkinson,  Warren  W 

Williams,  Isaac 

Williams,  Joseph  C 

From  CommiUee  on  Pensions. 

Donaldson,  Mary  E 

BRAWLEY,  WILLIAM  H. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 

Southern  Ute  Indians 

Uncompahgre  Reservation,  changing  boundary  o^ 

BRECKINRIDGE,  WILLIAM  C.  P. 
From  CommiUee  on  AppropiHaiions, 

FortiB  cation  appropriation  bill 

Sufferers  by  overflow  of  the  Mississippi  River  in  Warren 

County,  Miss .. 

BRICKNER,  GEORGE  H. 
From  CommiUee  on  Expenditures  in  the  l^'easury  Department 

Assistant  and  chief  clerk,  office  Supervising  Architect,  Treas- 
ury Department 

Supervismg  Architect,  salary  of 

Leaves  of  i^>8ence  for  certfdn  officers  and  employes  of  the  Cus- 
toms Service 

From  CommiUee  on  IntersUxte  and  Foreign  Commerce, 

Beacon  lights  and  buoys  on  Willamette  lUver 

Light-houses  and  other  aids  to  navigation -..- -j 

Pansey,  light-house  steamer 

Signal  display  station.  Middle  and  Thunder  Bay  islands.  Lake 

Huron 

Squan  Inlet  light-station.  New  Jersey "I 

Tibbetts  Point,  Lake  Ontario,  New  York,  fog  signal  at , 

Tybee  Island,  Georgia . 
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BRODERICK,  CASE. 
From  CommUiee  on  the  Judiciary. 
United  States  courts,  fees  of  jurors  and  witnesses  in  certain 

States  and  Territories 

District  of  Kansas.  4hird  division 

From  Committee  on  Printing, 

Houk  eulogies 

House  Manual  and  Digest 

Beard  of  Ordnance  and  Fortifications,  report  of  - 

National  Academy  of  Sciences  for  1391 ,  report  of 

BROOKSHIRE,  ELIJAH  V. 
From  Committee  on  the  Post-Qffice  and  PoH-Roads. 

Pneumatic  postal  communication  at  Philadelphia,  Pa 

BROSIUS,  MARRIOTT. 
From  CdmmUtee  on  Beform  in  the  Civil  Service, 
Alabama,  violations  of  the  civil-service  laws  in,  views  of  mi- 
nority   - 

BROWN,  JASON  B. 
From  Committee  on  Eleetiona, 

Craig  V8,  Stewart 

BRUNNER,  DAVID  B. 
From  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims, 

Metoyer,  Benjamin,  legal  heirs  of .* 

Williams,  Lucretia 

BRYAN,  WILLIAM  J. 
From  Committee  on  Public  BuildingB  and  Grounds. 

Lincoln,  Nebr 

From  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

Binding  twine — 

BUCHANAN,  JAMES. 
From  ComnUttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Biggs,  Asa,  estate  of --. 

Brockenburg,  John,  estate  of 

Centennial  Board  of  Finance 

Evanston,  Wyo.,  term  of  United  States  court  at 

Jurisdiction  of  the  district  and  circuit  courts  of  the  United 

States 

United  States  oourta,  form,  practice,  and  proceedings  in  actions 
in 
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364 
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1346 

5 

1345 
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From  Committee  on  Patents, 

Statutes  relating  to  patents 

BUCHANAN,  JOHN  A. 
From  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Amendment  to  the  Constitution 

Appeals  in  capital  cases 

Appeals  to  Supreme  Court 

Assembling  of  Congress 

Corporate  sureties  in  Federal  courts  and  departments 

Jud^ent  sales 

Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  section  856 

Sales  of  leaf  tobacco  •. 

Uniform  system  of  bankruptoy,  views  of  the  minority .*. 

From  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Regulating  the  fisheries 

BULLOCK,  ROBERT. 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

Blum,  EmileM 

Bond,  William  &  Co.  and  others 

Bonfoey,  Davis  B.,  heirs  of 

Bonfoey,  Davis  B.  and  Emma  W.,  heirs  of » 

Day,  Nancy  E 

Denham,  Meriil. 
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BULLOCK,  ROBERT— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Claims. 

Florida,  claim  of 

Jennings,  R.  L  ..^ 

Otis,  George  K.,  legal  representatives  of j 

Scott,  W.  T.  and  others j 

Seymour,  James  M 

Southern  Railroad  Association 

Tallapoosa,  United  States  steamer,  sufferers  by  wreck  of 

Teed,  Theodore,  heirs  of I 

Willbur,  James  M | 

BUNN,  BENJAMIN  H. 
F^^om  Committee  on  Claims. 

Betts,  Nichols  &  Co 

Blackburn,  W.  Jasper 

Blaisdell,  Albert 

Bonner  &  Merriman 

Bouldin,  Briscoe  B 

Brandt,  Charles  T 

Burton^  Patrick  P.,  widow  of 

Charleston,  S.  C,  Citadel  Academy -. 

Cowles,  Calvin  J 

Freyre,  Mrs.  Luis 

Gangers  and  other  internal-revenue  employes 

Goodloe,  G.  C 

Gulic,  Benjamin  F 

Gutherie,  Louisa  S  . ., 

Hanna,  George  B 

Haxthausen,  Joseph 

Haynes,  James  J ' 

Hurley,  Eldward 

HoUcroft,  Elijah  P.  T 

Hosack,  W.  S 

Howard,  W.  H 

Kennedy,  P.  B , 

King,  J.  D 

Kirkpatrick,  S 

Kountz,  W.  J 

Landram,  William  J 

Lewis,  John  W 

Lutterloh,  Thomas j 

Maddoz,  Martin 

Merriam,  J.  E 

Noble,  Noah,  heirs  of 

Quinn,  William  H 

Raleigh,  N.  C 

Ramsey,  F.G ,. 

Read,  John  B -j 

Reiner,  Herman 

Reiner,  Herman,  jr 

Rother,  BVank 

Setzer,  Henry 

Shannon,  Joseph  R 

Smith,  W.  J 

Tapp,W.  J.  &  Co 

Trenton  and  Vandalia ,  ships,  wr .  ckage  of 

Treutlen,  John  R.,  heirs  of 

Wachner,  B 
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BUNN,  BENJAMIN  H.— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Claims. 

Wisdom,  D.  M 

Young,  John  L 

BUNTING,  THOMAS  L. 
From  Committee  on  Labor, 

Investigation  of  the  slums  of  cities 

Liabor  statistics 

BUTLER,  WALTER  H. 
From  Committee  on  Invaiid  Pengiona. 

Army  nurses 

Atherton,  Amanda 

Banister,  Elizabeth  M 

Brainard,  Martha  Noble 

Chamberlin,  Mary 

Corcoran,  Mary  J 

Cowgill,  Sarah 

Criner,  Eliza  A 

Cullen,  James 

Davis,  Annie 

Doolittie,  Esther 

Eicks,  William 

Evidence  in  application 

Goff,  Ellen 

Green,  Ann  M 

Henderson,  Sarah  L 

Johnson,  AnnaP 

Judd,  Joanna 

Kagwaich,  Sophia 

Leach,  Orinda 

Locke,  Sarah  J 

Lomasney,  Susan 

McGeorge,  Betsey 

McNeil,  Jane 

Millard,  Mary 

Miller,  Martha  E 

Morris,  Jennie  B 

Noble,  Sarah  A 

Northrup,  Anson 

Northrup,  Anson,  views  of  the  minority 

Pangborn,  Sarah  L 

Parsons,  Marrilla 

Reik,  Emily 

Ronaldson,  Sarah  L 

Sheldon,  Thomas  P 

Shierry,  Jane 

Sipp,  Mary  A 

Smith,  Sarah  P 

Stewart,  Electa  Ann -- 

Stiersjivy 

Swigart,SallieM-.-. 

Thompson,  Lodusky 

Tompkins,  Julia  S 

Van  Nest,  Sarah  L 

Voss,  Elizabeth 

White,  Cecelia 

Woicott.  Sabra  A 

BYNUM,  WILLIAM  D. 
From  uommitiii:  on  the  Eleventh  Ceneus. 

Report  on  wages 

From  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Amending  the  iatemal-revenue  laws 
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BYNUM,  WILLIAM  D.— Continued. 
Frtmi  Cotnmittee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Deeds  and  other  records  of  the  office  of  Indian  Affairs 

De*ecrat:on  of  United  states  flag 

Missouri,  western  district  of,  times  for  holding  courts 

Payment  of  certain  moneys  to  South  Carolina 

Protection  of  persons  furnishing  material  and  labor  for  the 
construction  of  public  works 

Supreme  court,  OKliAoma,  additional  associate  justices 

BYRNS,  SAMUEL. 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

Bishop,  Joshua 

Booth,  James  C,  deceased 

Brice,  William,  &  Co.,  and  others 

Burks,  John  M 

Chambers,  Thomas 

Council  Bluffs,  Iowa 

Finn,  John 

Guineau,  Thomas 

Hammaker,  W.  S.  *. 

Hunter,  Samuel  G 

Jones,  Bexiiamin  P 

Manning,  James 

Nebraska,  reimbursement  of  certain  money '. 

Ross,  Mary  L 

Rowena,  scow •- _ 

Selby,  Arthur  P 

Waite,  C.S 

Winslo w,  Nathan  C.  and  Hezekiah  J. ,  heirs  of 

Woodson,  Daniel 

CABLE,  BENJAMIN  T. 
From  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Additional  compensation  to  assistant  commissioners,  Melbourne 
Industrial  Exhibition 

Barnes,  George  W - 

CADMUS,  CORNELIUS  A. 

'  From  Committee  on  District  of  Columbia, 

Reformatory  and  House  of  Detention 

From  Committee  on  War  Claims, 

Abbott,  Francis  L 

Renter,  Francis  A 

Bigler ,  James ^. 

Burton,  Henry  H 

Candy,  Charles 

Fails,  Jane 

Gittings,  Samuel  E 

Harkins,  Charles , 

Hurley,  R.  A 

Johnson,  Richard  W 

MUes,  William  T 

Mower,  Joseph  A . ,  legal  representatives  of 

Pierce,  Charles  H - 

Pratt,  Albert  J 

Raymond,  WilliamG 

Redmond,  Kai*oline  C 

Stanley,  William 

Wyoming,  United  States  steamship,  crew  of 

CAMINETTI,  ANTHONY. 
From  Committee  on  AgricuUure, 

Forest  reservations,  California 

From  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining, 

Hydraulic  miiing,  California .-.-,, 
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CARUTH,  ASHER  G. 
Fnmi  CammiUee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Kentucky  and  Indiana  Bridge  Ck)mpany 

Dunkirk,  N.Y 

PATCHINGS,  THOMAS  C. 
From  Oatnmitiee  on  Railways  and  Canals, 

Ship  canal  connecting  Lake  Erie  with  Ohio  River 

From  Committee  on  RuUs. 

Census  Office,  investigation  of 

Civil-service  investigation 

To  investigate  the  Pension  Bureau 

:;hipman.  J.  logan. 

From  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 

Anti-Jewish  laws  of  Russia 

CLANCY,  JOHN  M. 
F'rom  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Allen,  Lewis  D j 

Atlantic  Works 

Badeaux,  Ulger  V 

Bishop,  Clarissa 

Boston,  Mass 

Briscoer,  Jackson 

Bristol,  Louis  H 

Buckmast?r,  William  P.,  heirs  of 

Danolds,  Charles  A 

Desmarc,  Alphonse 

Duties  paid  by  the  State  of  New  York  on  arms  importad  in 

1863 

Edwards,  W.  W 

Field,  John  A 

Gallagher,  Charles \ 

Hiison,  W.H 

Murphy,  James,  heirs  of 

Quintard,  Greorge  W 

Roach,  John,  assignees  of \ 


Vol. 


Rowland,  Thomas  P 

SimerW,  Mary  E 

Stack,  Thomas  ..-. 

Swart,  Bamett  T 

Wood,  Gerard,  heirs  of 

CLARK,  CLARENCE  D. 
From  Committee  on  Pvhlic  Lands, 

Registers  and  receivers,  fees  of 

Wyoming  (abandoned  military  reservations) 

Entry  of  certain  lands 

CLOVER,  BENJAMIN  H. 
From  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 

Grubb  &  Robinson 

Citizen  band  of  Pottawatomie  Indians 

Ayres,  Eli 

COBB,  JAMES  E. 
^  IVom  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Delivery  and  sale  of  fee  on  Sunday 

Fourth  Street  Methodist  Church 

Protection  of  property 

Frorn  Committee  on  ^Elections, 

Noyes  tw.  Rockwell,  views  of  minority 
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COBB,  SETH  W. 
From  CommiUee  on  War  Claims* 

Anderson,  Charles  P 

Anderson,  David  B.,  deceased 

Anderson,  William  H 

Andes.  Abraham 

Blasser,  Joseph 

Botto,Luigi 

Bridger,  James - 

Buckey,HaryE 

Buckholder,  Martin,  administrator  of  Abraham 

Butler,  Phillip  T 

Cahalan,  Edward 

Cheek,  Mrs.  Nelson 

Clara  J?ett,  steamer 

Cole,  Mrs.  S.  M 

Coleman,  Sarah  and  Florence 

Connell,  Michael 

Crabill,  Joseph  D.,  estate  of 

Crenshaw,  A.  L.  H 

Crews,  Hamilton 

Cronk,  Charles  W 

Crosby,  William 

Deford,  James,  heirs  of 

Dieters,  John 

Dolman,  Jacob 

Downey,  Amelia - 

Doyle,  Johanna 

Duvall,  Tandy 

Engelhardt,  Margaretha 

Farnsworth,  D.D.T 1 

Flick,  Catharine 

Gilbreath,  Simeon 

Gummo,  John  W 

Haller,  Jonathan 

Hammon,  Jacob,  estate  of 

Hathaway,  John  R 

Havens,  Ezra  S 

Hernandez,  Vidal 

Herr,  A.H.,  estate  of , 

Honeycutt,  Stephen  M 

Hoover,  Benjamin,  estate  of 

Hume,  Isaac,  estate  of ■ 

Hundley,  William  T 

Kennedy,  Margaret 

Kibler,  Josiah  and  Jeremiah 

Kilbourn,  Benjamin  J 

Kulage,  Joseph,  heirs  of 

LAm,  James,  estate  of ~ 

La  Rue,  Maria  D 

Lefoldt,  Julius 

Leg&i  A.  C,  deceased 

Luchman,  William - 

LfUtz,  Morris - 

Macon  City,  Mo. ,  Catholic  Church 

Marshall,  Mo.,  the  Christian  Church , 

Mecha,  Catherine  Barry 

Milley ,  S.  B. ,  administrator  of  Mary  E 

Mixon,  William 

Montgomery,  Robert  H , 

National  banks,  receivers  of , 

Newell,  Jesse  C 
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Rcpt. 


ETH  W.— Continued. 
ommittee  on  War  Claims. 

Julia  A 

r,  Isham  T 

r,  James  M - 

on,  Josiah  B - 

^leorge  A , 

.,  Isham  T 

•s,  John  L 

Lps,  O.  P 

3  County,  Mo ^. 

3  City,  Mo., Presbyterian  Church  and  Masonic  lodge. 

Br.  D.  K , 

Vienna 

rtson,  Anthony 

larles  College - 

aw,  George  W 1 

inah  (Mo.)  Christian  Church 

iz,  Samuel,  estate  of 

wood,  Howard  P 

I,  David  D  .., 

I,  James  W 

I,  Sarah  G 

)r,  James  A,,  executor  of  Jacob 

sr,  William  R.,  deceased 

:,  David 

kle,  S.  D 

I)  accounts  of 

p,  Abraham 

,  Conrad 

z,  David 

r,  George  W.,  estate  of 

r,  James,  heirs  of - 

ipson,  George  W  ■- 

ipson,  Lewis,  executors  of 

y,  William  H 

laake,  Adolph 

I,  Joseph  L 

er,  Tilghman,  heirs  of 

es,  Benjamin 

9,  J.  2^hariah,  legal  representatives  of 

aey,  Franklin  S 1 

ter,  I.  B 

►n,  William  P 

),  William 


son,  Tarleton,  heirs  of 

t,  James  H 

Ji,  W.  BOURKE. 

ommittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

of  duty  on  chocolate 

ILL,  WILLIAM. 

ommittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

tntion  of  cruelty  to  children  or  animals 

1,  WILLIAM  J. 

ommittee  on  Interstate  and  Foretan  Commerce. 

ed  Statutes,  sections  2807  and  2881 

,  GEORGE  W. 

onimiUse  on  Accounts. 

nger  for  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 

J,  WILLIAM  H.  H. 

ommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining. 

itive  department  of  mines  and  mining 

»  Bep.  52-1 8 
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COWLES,  WILLIAM  H.  H.— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining, 

McGarrahan ,  William | 

Mining  debris  in  California 

COX,  ISAAC  N. 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

Backman.  Charles 

Beckley,  R.  D 

Dennis,  James  H 

Dunbar,  Charles  F 

Ericsson,  John,  estate  of 

Harrison,  R.  F : 

Hayes,  Thomas  G 

Howard,  Leon 

Kelsey,  James  E.,  and  others 

Kentucky,  Simpson  County  court  of 

Lee,  Franklin 

Milliken,  Samuel,  heirs  of 

Old  Dominion  Steamship  Company j 

Rogers,  Charles  E - 

Saint  Clair,  Archie 

Trask,  Mrs.  E 

Waller,  John 

Western  Beet  Sugar  Company,  California a 

COX,  NICHOLAS  N.- 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

Bryan,  C.  B.  &  Co  

Caton6ville(Md.)  St.  Timothy's  Church 

Cheatham,  Adelicia j 

Dabney,  Simmons  &  Co 

Dennis,  James  H " 

Hooper,  James 

Lincoln,  Nobr 

Morgan,  Thomas  P.,  jr 

Whitfield,  John  W.,  estate  of 

CRAIN,  WILLIAM  H. 
From  Committee  on  Election  of  President  and  Vice-President  and 
Bepresentatives  in  Congress. 

Terms  of  President,  etc.,  changing  beginning  and  termination 

of 

From  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 

Laredo,  Tox.,subport  of  entry 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission , 

Brownsville.  Tex.,  bridge  across  the  Rio  Grande  at 

CROSBY,  JOHN  C, 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

Beach,  Warren  C 

Boag,  William  R 

Bowen,  Georgfe  E 

Carrick,  Robert 

Dunfee,  Nicholas 

Groat,  Abram 

Jack,  John  A , 

Kane,  James 

Keefe,  Michael,  deceased - 

Kent,  Henry  O 

Lanahan,  John  D 

Lan g ,  Nathaniel 

Larkin,  William  J , 
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CROSBY,  JOHN  C— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

McKinney,  George  W 

Military  telegraph  lines 

Pyer,  Charles  G - 

Shear,  Lansing 

Thompson,  James  M 

Unterleiter,  Henry .._ 

Wallace,  David  R.,  deceased _ 

Warren,  John 

Webb,  William  W 

From  Committee  on  the  Post-Office  and  Post-Boads, 

Third  and  fourth  class  mail  matter 

CULBERSON,  DAVID  B. 
From  Committee  on  die  Judiciary. 

Captured  and  abandoned  property  act,  claims  arising  under. . . 

Circuit  courts  of  appeals 

Court  of  appeals,  District  of  Columbia _ 

Courts  in  eastern  district  of  Texas,  time  of  holding 

Court  of  private  land  claims 

Cumberland,  Md.,  terms  of  United  States  circuit  and  district 
courts 

Exclusion  of  in  toxicants  from  Indian  Territory 

Jurisdiction  of  the  district  and  circuit  courts  of  the  United 
States.. 

Moneys  collected  under  the  direct-tax  act  to  be  paid  to  the 
State  of  West  Virginia 

Reserve  fund _ 

Tatnall,  John  R.  F 

CUMMINGS,  AMOS  J. 
From  Committee  on  the  Library. 

Bancroft,  George,  library  of - 

Bancroft,  Hubert  Howe,  library  of 

Beaufort,  S.  C,  Beaufort  Library  Society 

Executive  Mansion,  oil  paintings  for 

Fort  Greene,  Brooklyn,  monument  at 

Harrison,  William  Henry,  monument  to 

Historical  manuscript  relating  to  the  District  of  Columbia 

Liafayett3  statue,  dedication  of 

Marquette,  Pierre,  statue  of 

Put-m-Bay,  Ohio,  monument  at , 

Saratoga  monument 

Smithsonian  Institution,  vacancies  in  the  Board  of  R  gents  ... 

Society  of  the  Colonial  Dames  of  America 

Sutter,  John  A 

Thomas,  George  H.,  portrait  of 

Townsend's  library _ 

From  Committcee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Dry  dock  near  Algiers,  La 

CURTIS,  N.  MARTIN. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Execution  of  declarations  in  pension  claims 

Alexander,  Adeline 

Allen,  Jane ^ 

Boodger,  Adda  L 

Cheney,  Wells 

Cota,  Harriet 

Danahay,  Mary 

Davis,  Cassie  A 

Finney .  Abigail  L 

Haskell,  Lucy 

Johnson,  Emma 

Kennedy,  Lydia  M. 
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CURTIS,  N.  MARTIN— Continued. 
Frcmi  Vonimittee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Kennock,  Dora  E 

Leonard,  Lois  P 

Niles,  Harriet  E 

.    Putman,  Eunice 

Sherman,  Jane  A 

Van  Vliet,  Evalyn - 

Woodbury,  Harriet _ 

Taylor,  Ida  A 

CUTTING,  JOHN  S. 
From  Committee  on  the  Militia. 

Efficiency  of  the  militia ^ 

DALZELL,  JOHN. 
From  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Cotton  haggling  and  machinery 

DANIELL,  WAKREN  P. 
From  Committee  07i  Naval  Affairs. 

Perkins,  George  H \ 

DAVIS,  JOHN. 
From  Committee  on  Labor. 

Employment  of  convict  labor  on  Government  works 

DE  ARMOND,  DAVID  A. 
From  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Montana  Mineral  Railway  Company 

New  Madrid  location  survey 

DICKERSON,  WORTH  W. 
From  Committee  on  Accounts. 

Assistant  doorkeeper _ 

Closets  and  corridors  in  the  terraco _ 

Messenger  to  Committee  on  Agriculture .^ 

Rent  of  branch  folding  room 

Uline,  C.  S 

From  Committee  on  Bankinq  and  Currency. 

National-bank  notes  stolen  from  or  lost  by  banks  of  issue 

DOCKERY,  ALEXANDER  M. 
From  Committee  on  Appropriations, 

District  of  Columbia  appropriation  bill -j 

World's  Fair  expenditures , 

DOLLIVER,  JONATHAN  P. 
From  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

Jouett,  James  E 

O'Brien,  Oliver 

From  Committee  on  War  Claims, 

Abby  EHen,  brig,  owners  of 

Aldrich,E.  J - 

Alexander,  Thomas  L.,  legal  representatives  of 

Balzer,  Gustavus  A _. 

Boutwell,  D.  W  --- 

Brott,  George  P 

Buder,  Edward  A 

Bushby,  William 

Caine,  Catherine 

Cameron,  Emma  S 

Cameron,  James  and  Emma  S 

Carson,  Henry  Polite 

Chapman,  Henley  W 

Clapp,  Sarah  A 

Collards,  W.  H.,  and  others 

Dickson,  D.,  and  others 

Dittlinger,  Michael 
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)OLLIVER,  JONATHAN  P.— Continued. 
Fri/in  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Donnell,  George  O 

Downs,  Francis ^ 

Evans,  Samuel - ^-. - * 

Expenses  First  Mi'^hi«i:an  Caviilry 

Ferguson,  George  B 

Galland,  Washin«^ton. 

Hancock,  William 

Handlin,  William  W 

Harter,  Thomas  O • 

Hayf ord ,  Axel _ 

Hazen,  G.  M.,and  others 

Heberer,  John 

Henkel,  Philip 

Holmes,  Martha  W 

Howland,  Juanita 

Hughes,  William  G 

Johnson,  Peter _ 

Kansas,  claims  of  citizens 

Kennedy,  Margaret 

Kirchner,  George  K .'. _ 

Kolbe,  CarlP 

Lee,  John :. 

Livingston,  Anne  C  ..->-^ 

Lovell,  Margaret  Jane ? 

Lusk,  Solomon 

Lvnch,  John  A 

McCool,  Wells  C 

Mahon,  Eliza  Jane 

Martinsburg  (W.  Va.)  Methodist  Episcopal  Church ] 

Martinsburg  ( W.  Va. )  German  Evangelical  Church 

Martinsburg  (W.  Va.)  St.  Joseph's  Catholic  Church -j 

Matthews,  William  D 

Mitchell,  Sophia  Gu-- 

MuUin,  Mary  P 

Ockerson,  Daniel  J _ _ 

Otis,  Samuel,  heirs  of 

Pedersen,  Mathias 

Pitcher,  William,  heirs  of 

Priest,  Mathew  S. 

Rea,  John  A.,  estate  of 

Russell,  Gerald _ 

Ryan,  M.  B w 

Salinas,  Miguel 

Schellhous,  R.  A • 

Settlement  of  claims  for  arrears  of  pay  and  bounty 

Shaffer,  C.  M | 

Smith,  Grafton  F. ,  administrator  of  David _ 

Taggart,  C.  C _--... 

Urban,  Anna  M 

Washin^rton,  Lewis  W.,  deceased 

West  Virginia,  refund  of  money  to 

Wilooxen ,  J.  Stephen 

Woods,  Samuel,  legal  representatives  of 

Worthington,  Hugh,  heir  of 

[)UNGAN,  IRVINE. 
From  Committee  on  Labor. 
Bureau  of  Engraving  and  ]Mnting,  leave   ?  absence  lo  em\iVo^'e^ 
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DUNPHY,  EDWARD  J, 
From  dyntmitteeon  the  Post-OJlke  and  Post-Roads, 

Pay  of  letter-carriers 

DURBOROW,  ALLEN  C. 
From  Committee  on  tfie  Columbian  Exposition. 

Dedication  of  buildings  of  the  Columbian  Exposition 

Foreign  exhibitors,  laborers  of ---- 

Pour  hundredth  anniversarjr  of  the  discovery  of  America. 
National  Highway  Commission 


) 


National  Highway  Commission 

Proclamation  relative  to  observance  of  four  hundredth  anni- 
versary of  the  discovery  of  America 

ELLIOTT,  WILLIAM. 

•    From,  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

Palmer,  N.  F.,  jr.,  &Co 

Pnjumetic  Dynamite  Gun  Company,  New  York 

ELLIS,  WILLIAM  T. 
Frmn  Committee  on  Revision  of  Laws, 

Certain  volunteer  and  regular  soldiers 

Leave  of  absence  for  members  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Re- 
public during  the  encampment 

Ollice  of  congressional  correspondence  and  department  business 

Publication  of  the  Revised  Statutes - 

Purchase  of  and  contracts  for  supplies 

ENGLISH,  THOMAS  DUNN. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Protectionjrom  trespassers 

Shawnee  and  Delaware  Indians,  claims  of 

Smith,  Nimrod  J 

White  Mountain  Apache  Indian  Reservation 

Yuma  Punaping  Irrigation  Company 

ENLOE,  BENJAMIN  A. 
From  Committee  on  Post-Offlce  and  Post-Roads, 

Ocean  mail  service 

Salaries  of  railway  postal  clerks 

From  Committee  on  War  Claims, 

Act  Jiily  4, 1864,  claims  under 

Adle,  H.D 

Alexander,  William  J 

Anderson,  James  C,  estate  of  .-_ 

Bank  of  Louisiana,  creditors  of 

Barron,  Mary 

Beard,  I.  B 

Black,  L.  E j 

Book  agents  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church,  South 

Branch,  Jesse  L 

Brown,  A.  M 

Burke,  Edward,  adminffetrator.. 

Carter,  Alfred  B _ 

Church  and  school  buildings 

Clark.  Stephen  D 

Cleveland,  Elizabeth  J 

Crider,  R.  H 

Cummings,  Doyle  &  Co 

Davis,  Enoch 

Deitrich,  Emily : 

Delille,  Jean 

Dent,  Warren  R , 

Peucatte,  Odon 

Donato,  Auguste,  heirs  of 

Doyle  &  Co 

Duncan,  Andrew  J 

Easterly,  Isaac 
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Subject. 


ENJAMIN  A.— Continued. 
nmittee  on  )'Var  Claims, 

John  A- 

,  Henry  S 

i,W.P 

,  WiUiamF 

,  D.  W.  and  Minna  H 

Maurice,  heirs  of 

,  John  M 

in,  M.  T 

ohn  M 


S  James  C 

•,  William,  estate  of 

i,  Samuel 

Idt  Female  College 

1,  Tenn.,  First  Methodist  Church- - 

Q,  Hiram,  and  olhers 

,  Daniel 

I,  Mary  E 

Peter,  estate  of 

I,  Thomas 

id,  William,  administra^r  of  John 

ice,L.  J 

,  Jean  Baptiste,  estate  of 

S 


John 

,E 

,  B.,  estate  of 

3e,  EmmaC  - 

Louisa  Q.,  and  others 

ighlin,  Virg'inia 

ee,  G.  v.,  sr 

tore,  Sarah  L.,  administratrix  John  C 

ville,  Cumberland  Female  College 

lara,  Stephen 

,  John  T.,  heir  of  Joseph 

m,  Francis _. 

&n,  MaryE _ 

)mery,  Hugh,  deceased 

)mery,  Olivia  F 

,  B.  F.,  &Co 

Stativa,  estate  of 

Stephen,  administrator 

y,  J.J - 


fosephC 

V.  H.,  estate  of 

,  Jane,  estate  of 

rleans,  La.,  Odd  Fellows'  Hall  Association 

Union  National  Bank 

,  William  H :. 

n  Hotel  Company 

3  and  crews  of  the  Navy,  moiety  claims  of  . 

L  D 

,  E.  C,  administrator 

James  &  Co 

Sarah  A 

ph,  J.  P 

',  James 

Leger. 


Benjamin,  estate  of 

9,  John  C,  administrator. 
ilrs.  W.  A 


Mrs.  A 
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Subject. 


ENLOE,  BENJAMIN  A.— Continued. 
Fr(ym  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Singleton,  H.  C,  estate  of 

Smith,  Alfred 

Spaugh,  Robert 

Taylor,  Jane  L - -. 

Timberlake,  S.  R 

Tucker,  T.  M.,  estate  of 

Underwood,  JohnC 

Vanffuat,  Louis 

Walker,  T.  J 

Wasson ,  Richard  F. ,  legal  pepresentatives  of 

Wesson,  Randolph 

Wolfson^aroline  L.,  widow  of  Jacob  A 

Wilson ,  William  D. ,  legal  representatives  of 

Wyrick,  Jam?s  R ■ 

ENOCHS,  WILLIAM  H. 
From  Committee  on  Fublic  Buildings  and  Grounds, 
Public  buildings,  to  erect  at — 

Pindlay,  Ohio 

Gallipolis,  Ohio 

Keokuk,  Iowa,  expense  of  paving  streets  around  public 

buildings *. - 

Reno,  Nev _ 

FELLOWS,  JOHN  R. 
From  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Baker,  Henry  M 

Protestant  Episcopal  Cathedral  foundation 

Sanborn,  John  Jay 

Settlement  of  outstanding  claims 

FITHIAN,  GEORGE  W. 
From  the  Committee  on  the  Eleventh  Census, 

Investigation  of  the  Census  Bureau.-.. 

-    From  Committee  on  Mzrchant  Marine  and  Fisheries, 

American  registry  of  ships  built  in  foreign  countries 

FLICK,  JAMES  P. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Arnold,  Mrs.  M.  E 

Boone,  Esther  J 

Chapman,  Samuel  H 

De  Russy,  Helen  A 

Dunham,  JohnS 

Ford,  John  C 

Griffith,  Martha  J 

Mohan,  Elizabeth 

Murray,  B.  Jennie 

O'Brien,  Michael 

Parker,  Mary  P i 

Sharman,  Marion  Kern 

Stanley,  William  Oscar 

Stockwell,  John 

Turner,  Granville  R 

Welty,  Joseph  H , 

Willson,  Elizabeth  R 

FORNEY,  WILLIAM  H. 
From  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Legislative,  executive  and  judicial  appropriation  bill , 

FOWLER,  SAMUEL. 
From  Committee  on  Merdmni  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

American  shipbuilding < 

Damages  to  planted  oysters  and  oyster  beds -. 

Foxhcul,  steamer,  American  register  for 
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Subject. 


A^UEI/— Continued. 

.ittee  on  Merdiant  Marine  and  Fisheries, 

1  of  fish  In  the  Potomac  River 

arge,  Americaa  register  for 

OMAS  J. 

•ittee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

tzclusion  of 

>ilyer  Mining  Ck>n]pany ..- 

ittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  (Jommerce. 

noe  River,  bridge  across 

?d 


ittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

ro68  Brazos  River,  Texas,  velesco  Terminal  Railway 
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ia53 
1330 

407 
1143 

1635 
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vers,  Alabama. 

River 

iver 


roes  Illinois  River 

Mississippi  River  at  (or  near)  Davenport,  Iowa  _ 

Mississippi  River  at  Quincy 

MissouriRiverat  De  Witt.  Mo 

Missouri  River  at  St.  Charles,  Mo 

Missouri  River  at  Yankton,  S.  Dak 

Missouri  River  in  South  Dakota 

Morris  &  Cummings  Ship    Canal,  Arkansas 
County,  Tex 

Osage  River 

Tennessee  River  in  Alabama 

Tennessee  River  by  St.  Louis  and  Birmingham 
Railroad  Company  at  Clifton 

Tennesssee  River  at  or  near  Enoxville,  Tenn. .. 

nl  Bridge  Company • 

168  the  Kansas  River 

use  a  pier  at  the  mouth  of  the  Chicago  River 

d  Washington  Bridge  Company 

isco,  Cal,  revenue  cutter  for  service  at 

[NBR,  JACOB  A. 
ittee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

(U.  S.  ship)  medals  for  the  officers  and  crew  of 

Gutter  Service,  transfer  of 

7y-yard  lands,  Brooklyn 

\  ISAAC  H. 

ittee  on  the  Judiciary, 

laims - 


[strict  of  North  Dakota 

k,  A.  P.,  charges  against 

ban  Railroad  Company,  District  of  Columbia 

:ota,  term  of  United  States  court  at 

3t 

N. 

I  (Jommittee  to  Investigate  Charges  Against  the  Chnduet 

ers  of  the  House. 

investigation,  minority 

i  MATSON. 
ittee  on  Patents. 

rksand  labels 

L,  EDWIN. 

ittee  on  the  District  of  Oolumhia. 

.X,  produce  dealers' 

[US  D. 

ittee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

vid - 


t,C.V.. 
W.  Cary 
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HARRIES,  WILLIAM  H. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Case,  Maud 

ColviU,  William 

Portier,  Joseph 

Gray,  Jennie 

Hall,  Johns 

Hamilton,  Sophia  J 

Helnze,  Herman 

Leahey,  Michael 

McDermott,  Martin 

Melvin,  Fordyoe  R - 

Newkirk,  Isabella  W 

Nonresidents,  pensions  to 

Northrup,  Anson 

Palmatier,  Eliza  T 

Philbrook,  Mrs.  C.  E 

Ries,  Lillie 

Russell,  Sarah  A 

Smith,  Stephen  D 

Thornhill,  French  W 

Tuttle,  Mary 

Ward,  Jane  A 

HARVEY,  DAVID  A. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Allotment  of  lands  among  certain  Indian  tribes 

Cheyenne  and  Arapaho  Indians,  lands  acquired  from 

HATCH,  WILLIAM  H. 
From  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Adulteration  of  food  and  dru^s 

Agricultural  appropriation  bill 

Commerce  between  the  several  States 

Dealing  in  fictitious  farm  products 

Deficiency  appropriation i 

Effects  of  the  tariff  on  agriculture : 

Wheat,  classification  and  grading  of 

HAUGEN,  NILS  P. 
From  the  Committee  on  Elections. 

Noyesi;«.  Rock  well 

HAYES,  WALTER  I. 
From  Committee  on  Hie  Post-Office  a^id  Post-Roads. 

Semi  weekly  and  triweekly  publications,  postage  on 

HEARD,  JOHN  T. 
From  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Anacostia  and  Potomac  River  Railroad  Company 

Eckington  and  Soldiers'  Home  Railway  Company 

Extension  of  North  Capitol  street  to  the  Soldiers'  Home 

Extension  of  Y  street 

Glen  Echo  Railroad  Company 

Houses  in  certain  alleys,  preventing  building  of 

Maryland  and  Washington  Railway  Company 

One-horse  cars 

Rock  Creek  Railroad  Company 

Street  railroad  lines 

Street  railroads,  motive  power  of 

Washington  and  Georgetown  Railroad  Companv 

Washington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway  Company 
From  Committee  on  Patents. 

Protection  of  innocent  users  of  patented  artie  les 

Registration  of  trade-marks 
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HEMPHILL,  JOHN  J. 
From  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Academy  and  Gallery  of  Arte 

Building  and  other  associations,  deposits  in 

Confirming  title  to  certain  lands ^ 

Conveyances  of  real  estate 

Deadly  weapons 

False  swearmg  before  trial  boards  of  the  police  force  and  fire 
department 

Foreign  corporations , 

Fraudulent  transactions  on  the  part  of  commission  merchants 

Fraud  upcm  the  water  revenues 

General  incorporation  law 

Holders  of  drawback  certificates 

Inspector  of  plumbing 

Institutions  of  learning 

Keyser,  Esther  W _ 

Land  titles 

Ldvery-stable  keepers 

Memorial  association 

National  Sirfe  Deposit  Company 

National  Union  Insurance  Company 

Opening  of  alleys 

Pay  for  condemned  alley 

Permanent  system  of  highways 

Platform  in  the  iJley  in  square  454 

Power  to  grant  pardons,  etc  -. 

Practice  of  dentistry 

Unlawful  appropriations  of  the  use  of  property 

HENDERSON,  JOHN  S. 
From  Committee  on  Penaiona. 

Barrow,  David  C 

Boatright,  Eliza  M 

Gatlin,  Mary 

Gardener,  Prances  P 

Howell,  William  C 

Waggoner,  Sarah  J 

From  Committee  on  the  Post-Office  and  Post- Roads, 

First  and  second  class  post-masters,  expenses  of  recent  conven* 
tion 

Post-oQlce  appropriation  bill 

United  States  mail,  exchanges  through 

HERBERT,  HILARY  A. 
From  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Appropriations  for  the  Navy 

Assistant  to  chief  of  Bureau  of  Navigation 

E2nlisted  men  in  Navy 

Naval  appropriation  bill 

Pensaooia  Terminal  Company 

HOLMAN,  WILLIAM  S. 
From  Committee  on  Appropriations, 

Sundry  civil  appropriation  bill 

Temporary  provision  for  expenditures  of  the  Government 

HOOKER.  CHARLES  E. 
From  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Chinese  exclusion,  minority 

International  arbitration  congress 

Matchett,  William  B 

HOOKER,  WARREN  B. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Indian  beneficiaries  imder  treaty  concluded  at  B ii it alo  Creek. 
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HOPKINS,  ALBERT  C. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs* 

Travis,  M.M .* *-.*-.** 

HOUK,  GEORGE  W. 
From  Committee  on  the  Columbian  ExpoaUiont 

Loan  of  certain  articles 

HOUK,  JOHN  0. 

•  From  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Barnes,  Benjamin  S 

Bates,  John  A 

Battelle  &  Evans 

Bazell,  James  B 

Bethel  Springs,  Texas — 
Trustees  of  Presbyterian  Church  of 

Bliss,  Francis  A 

Bradley,  Horace  L 

Brown,  John  T 

Caldwell,  CD - 

Carmack,  Joseph  W -' -  — 

Clift,  William 

Denny,  George,  sr 

Farnighy,  Louis  O , 

Forgey,  James 

Giddings.  Napoleon  B 

Gillett,  Theodore  J 

Green,  Edman 

Hackney,  B.R 

Harris,  Thomas  D., heirs  of , 

Hartman,  Jesse  P 

Henry,  William  M -. 

Higgins,  Thomas  L _ 

Hoffman,  R.H 

Jocknick,  Gustavus  F 

Johnson,  A.S.,  administrator  of  Thomas 

Jones,  John  H.,  heirs  of 

Jones,  Johxi^H.,  legal  representatives  of 

Kouns,  John,  surviving  partner  of  George  L. 

Livers,  Fanny  S 

McLaughlin,  Ammon 

McLaughlin,  Nelson 

Magill,  Lydia  A _ 

Marklein,  Charles 

Neet.  John  S.,jr .._ 

O'Brien,  William  D 

Patton,  S.K.H 

Phillips,  James  B 

Quarles,  W.  A 

Saunders,  Edwin  E.,  estate  of 

Scoville,  W.T 

Shadel,  Henry  A 

Smith,  Alfred... 

Smith,  Dudley  D.,  heirs  of 

Taylor,  William  E.,  and  others 

Turner,  George 

Walker,  Dabney,  widow  of 

Wilson,  William  D 

Worcester,  Alfred  J , 

Youngblood,  Sarah  E 

HULL,  JOHN  A.  T. 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

Barr,  George  W 

Blake,  C.  M 
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HULL,  JOHN  A.  T.— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  MUUary  Affairs. 

Blood,  Charles  S - 

Brown,  William  H 

Carpenter,  Thomas  H -j 

Cordray,  David  P - 

Crangle,  Henry - 

Dana,  Napoleon  J.  T < 

Davis,  F.  W 

Fletcher,  William 

Gillies,  Charles  F 

Hadley,  E.  D  - 

Holmes,  Prentice^.  - - 

Johnson,  Oilman  L 

Knowlton,  William  C 

Lolland,H 

Marks,  George  A _ , 

Skinner,  John  H 

Spencer,  William  C _ j 

Wedgwood,  William  W 

Wells,  Eugene 

Welsh,  William 

Welty,  Charles  W.  E 

Werner,  Charles  J 

JOHNSON,  TOM  L. 
From  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Assessment  of  taxes 

Duplicate  tax  ledgers 

Fine  for  making  assessments   outside  of    Washington  and 

Georgetown •_ « 

Tax  sales  and  taxes 

From  Committee  to  Investigate  Tax  Assessments  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, 

Assessment  of  taxes __ 

JOLLEY,  JOHN  L. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions* 

Amendment  to  pension  laws - 

Kimball,  Jonathan 

Matlook,  Thomas  J 

Quigg,  Caroline  E 

Risk,  Abasha * 

Hoot,  Leroy 

Telford,  Mary  Jewett I... 

Vaughn,  Jennie - 

JONES,  WILLIAM  A. 
From  Committee  on  Pensions, 

Sisson,  Henry 

JOSEPH.  ANTONIO. 
From  dommittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Ceran  St.  Vrain's  Company  New  Mexico  Mounted  Volunteers.. 
From  Committee  on  the  Territories, 

New  Mexico,  admission  of 

New  Mexico  capitol  building _ 

KEM,  OMER  M. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
Certain  lands  of  the  Confederated  Oto  and  Missouri  tribes  of 

Indians  in  Nebraska  and  Kansas 

Southern  Ute  Indians,  Colorado 
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KENDALL,  JOSEPH  M. 
From  Committee  on  Claims. 

Sawtelle,  Charles  G 

l%ylor,  A.  K.,  administrator  of  George  W 

Woodson,  R.  B 

KIUBBS,  GEORGE  F. 
From  Vommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Barrett,  Walter 

Clark,  Charity  W 

Deafness,  pensions  in  certain  cases 

Hagan,  Sarah  A _ 

Hatch,  Ellen  DeWitt 

Holstein,  AnnaM 

Hutchinson,  Mary  Isabella 

Syatt,  Margaret 

Kelley,  Sarah  A 

McCammon,  James 

Moorhead,  Mary  A 

Read,  Ediths | 

Smith,  Eliza 

Snavely,  Charlotte 

Starr,  Eliza  K I 

LANE,  EDWARD. 
From  Committee  on  the  Militia. 

Additional  artillery  for  National  Guard 

Nebraska,  ordnance  stores  and  supplies  for '. 

LANHAM,  SAMUEL  W.  T. 
From  Committee  on  Irrigation  of  Arid  Lands  in  the  United  States, 

Arid  lands  of  the  United  States 

LAPHAM,  OSCAR. 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

Loan  of  flags,  etc.,  during  Grand  Army  encampment 

From  Committee  on  Patents. 

Winans.  William  L 

LAYTON,  FERNANDO  C. 
From  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Detroit,  Mich.,  releasing  claim  and  interest  to  a  lot  in 

District  of  Montana,  southern  division  of 

Jurisdiction  of  Court  of  Claims  in  certain  cases,  etc 

LESTER,  RUFUS  E. 
Fr(9m  (Jommittee  on  Bivers  and  Harbors, 

Improvement  of  outer  bar,  Brunswick,  Ga , 

Martello  tower,  Tybee  Island,  Ga 

LEWIS,  CLARKE. 
From  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds, 
Public  buildings,  to  be  erected  at — 

Abingdon,  Va 

Bedford  City,  Va [Ill 

Brunswick,  Ga 

Pinlay,Ohio llllll 

Louisville,  Ky.,  sale  of  public  building 

Mount  Sterling,  Ky 

Natchez,  Miss '.'. 

Newport  News,  Va 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

UND,  JOHN.  

From  the  Committee  on  the  Eleventh  Census, 

Chamberlain,  Charles  B 

Wheaton,  William  R l.^.ll.lllll. 

From  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
Bridge— ra'lroad  and  wagon— across  Uxe  Mississippi  Riyer  at 
South  St  Paul,  Minn ...... 
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Subject. 


OHN— Con  tinued . 

Oommittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Hug  trade  on  the  Great  LAkes 

iract  of  common  carriers , 

able  goods,  imm'jdiate  transportation  of,  Duluth 

erway  from  head  of  Lake  Superior  to  the  sea 

the  Sekct  Committee  to  Investu^  the  Methods  and  ManoQe- 
mt  and  Practices  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

jrt  of  investigation,  minority 

'*,  JOSEPH  J. 

Committee  on  the  Columbian  Exposition. 

mbian  Exposition,  views  of  the  minority 

ibition  of  certain  books,  papers,  etc.,  from  the  Library  of 

•ngreas - 

tations  to  presidents  of  American  Republics  and  govern- 

i  of  American  colonies  to  attend 

^and  Queen  of  Spain,  invitation  to 

,  HENRY  CABOT. 
Oommittee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Idntosh,  James  C 

rison,  James 

al  Obtarvatory 

JOHN  B. 

Oommittee  on  Aaricutture. 

culture  in  the  United  States 

EUGENE  P. 
Oommittee  on  Claims. 

»  &  Detrick 

ngs,  J.  M .. ........................................ 

m,  William  J 

•ows,  Frank  J 

nberlain,  Charles  H 

«,  James 

ner,  Matilda  S.,  and  Mary  W 

lews,  F 

:er,  D.  S 

t,  George  H 

mac  Steamboat  Company 

d,W.  H I 

>aton,  William  R 

Oommittee  on  Post-Offices  and  Post-Boads. 

m  mail  service,  minority 

.THOMAS. 

Oommittee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

ille  Indian  Reservation 

s,  Huff 

inetti  and  Western  Railroad  Company -j 

ni  Indians,  reimbursement  of  -' 

ion  Indian  commission 

it  of  way  through  the  Umatilla  Reservation 

of  timber  on  certain  lands  in  Wisconsin 

kbridge  and  Munsee  Indians 

ER,  WILLIAM. 

Oommittee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

rer,  OscarC --- 

ime,  John  L j 

neer  Corps 

ersly,  Iiewis  R.,,^.,.,. --- ,,, 
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McALEER,  WILLIAM— Continued. 
From  Committee  oti  Naval  Affairs, 

Reduction  in  tho  Engineer  Corps  of  the  Navy 

Sartori,  Louis  C 

McCLELLAN,  CHARLES  A.  O. 
Frwn  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department. 
Leaves  of  absence  to  certain  per  diem  employes  of  the  Govern- 
ment-  

Mccreary,  james  b. 

From  Ck)mmittee  on  Foreian  Affairs. 

Pan-American  Medical  Congress 

Russian  Hebrews 

Swift,  Mary  A 

Mcdonald,  edward  f. 

From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

O'Reilly,  Thomas  P 

McGANN,  LAWRENCE  E. 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

McMurdie,  Maria 

Sweet,  Chester  B 

McKAIG,  WILLIAM  M. 
From  Chmmittee  on  Printing. 

Amend  and  supplement  the  election  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Bankrupt  bill 

Bureau  of  American  Republics,  to  print  bulletin  of 

Climatic  features  of  the  two  Dakotas 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  report  of  superintendent  of 

Commissioner  of  Education,  to  print  report  for  1889-*90 

Commissioner  of  LabDr,  seventh  annual  report  of 

Pish  and  Fisheries,  report  of  Commissioner  of 

European  commerce,  to  print  report  on 

European  inmiigration,  to  print  report  on 

Immigration  and  Naturalization,  to  print  report  of  House 
Committee  on - 

Merchant  vessels  of  United  States,  to  print  list  of 

Lee,  W.  H.  P.,  eulogies  upon,  delivered  in  Congress 

Smithsonian  Institution  and  National  Museum,  to  print  re- 
port for  year  ending  June  30, 1891 

Special  committee  on  investigation  of  the  Pension  Office,  re- 
port of 

Spinola,  Francis  B.  (eulogies  on) 

Statistical  abstract  for  year  1891 

Subcommittee  on  Trusts,  to  print  report  on _. 

Survey  made  pursuant  to  act  of  March  2,  1891 

Wilson,  E.  K.,  eulogies  on ,--^ 

Yorktown,  Va.,  monument  at , 

From  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Cumberland,  Md 

Henderson,  Ky 

Logansport,  Ind 

McKENNA,  JOSEPH  E. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Klamath  River  reservation-... 

Missiou  Indian  Commission 

McKINNEV,  LUTHER  F. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Avery,  Frank  L , 

Bentley,  Watson  S 

Brennan,  Bridget 

Chamberlain,  John  C 

Christien,  Margaret 

Coreer,  David  S > 

Deafneas,  increased  rate  of  pension  for  certain  cases  ,.,,, 
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Subject. 


[cKINNEY,  LUTHER  F.—Continued. 
J'rom  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Emerson,  Earnest  C 

Fftys,  E^iza 

Geer,  Martha  A 

Hamilton,  Mrs.  C.  R.  ("Sister  Angela") 

Hastings,  Rosanna 

Ingraham,  Ira 

Intermediate  rate  of  pension 

between  $30  and  $72 

Maguire,  Ellen 

Martin,  Mary 1 , 

Mitchell,  Kate  P 

Nason,  Ralph  Waldo 

Osgood^  James  H 

Roberts,  JuliaS 

Salisbury,  Susan  T 

Seaver,  Nettie  N 

Smith,  Stephen  D , 

Vosburg,  Harriet  T 

Willey,  James  H 

Wise,  Mary  A 

McMILXJN,  BENTON. 
From  Committee  on  Bules, 

Inyestigation  of  Keystone,  Spring  Garden,  and  Maverick  Na- 
tional Banks 

IVom  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

Amendment  to  section  3355,  Revised  Statutes 

&^stem  of  subtreasuries 

wool  duties —• 

ttcREA,  THOMAS  0. 
F\rom  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Arkansas,  bonds  of,  held  by  the  United  States 

Gastport,  Me. ,  abandoned  military  reservations 

Forfeiture  of  certain  lands ". 

Hot  Springs,  Ark 

lot  1,  block  72 

trustees  of  Trinity  Church 

Keady,  William  P 

North  and  South  Dakota,  settlers  upon  certain  lands  in 

Protection  of  settlers 

Purchasers  of  certain  timber  and  stone  lands 

Sale  of  stone  and  timber  lands,  eto 

Settlers  on -. 

Swamp-land  grants -j 

Yellowstone  National  Park 

ilALiORY,  STEPHEN  R. 
IStfm  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 

Dutiable  goods,  immediate  transportation  of ] 

PuntaGorda,  Fla.,  subport  of  entry  at 

Tampa  Bay,  Fla.,  aids  to  navigation 

tf  ANSUB,  CHARLES  H. 
From  CcmrniiUee  on  CUiims, 

Abbott,  D.P 

Armstrong,  Edward  S - 

Bamett,  Martin  A.,  widow  and  heirs  of 

Clarkson,  James - 

Cogswell  &  Co 

De  Leon,  Agnes  and  Maria 

French  spouation  claims * 

H.  Eep.  52-1 9 
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MANSUR,  CHARLES  H.— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

Griffith,  Maurice  G - 

Gumbertfi,  Henry,  sr 

Ham,  James  S.,  heirs  of i j 

Holmes,  &Leathers 

Jones,  Aquilla 

Keeves,  A.  S .., 

Kennedy,  John  W 

Kinnerly,  Charles  M 

Logan,  John  S.,  assignee i - -- 

McCabe,  James 

McDougall,  George,  legal  representatives  of 

Marcy,  Daniel 

Monroe,  Thomas  C,  estate  of 

Moss,  William,  estate  of 

Murray,  George  W 

Myres,  B.  F 

Newton,  Mass.,  First  National  Bank 

Nickles,  John 

Price,  Rodman  M 

Root,  Elihu 

Russell  (brig) 

Schillinger  patents,  relief  of  owners  of 

Selmaand  Meridian  Railroad  Company 

Shipley,  E.  R 

Sibiey,  Henry  H.  and  Charlotte  K.,  heirs  of 

Skrainka  Construction  Company ._. 

Smith,  T.  E 

St.  Louis  and  Mississippi  Transportation  Company  ._a 

StoUe,  H.  C,  and  others — . 

Tradewell,  P.  A '- 

Vose,  John  W.,  heirs  of 

Western  Paving  and  Supply  Company 

Winn,  D.  M 

Witherby  &  Gaffney , 

Wood,  William  P 

Young,  William  F 

Fivm  Committee  on  l^enitories. 

Indian  Territory,  mines  and  mining  in , 

Oklahoma,  district  courts  of 

MARTIN,  AUGUSTUS  N. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Allen,  Katie 

Amendment  to  psnsion  law 

Badger,  Louis 

Beerbower,  Martha  A - - - 

Bodley,  Julia 

BoUman,  Lydia 

Brackett,  Margaret 

Bradford,  Delzell  R 

Brewer,  William  H 

Brinneman,  Cynthia 

Campbell,  Samuel  M 

Carpenter,  Elizabeth 

Cassell,  Ida , 

Coop3r,  Thomas 

Fleenor,  John  T - 

Flynn,  Margaret  A 

Greene,  Annie  M 

Hazzard,  George  W 

Inoapacitated  soldiers  and  sailo.s,  pension  to  ..«....«.. «.««*^. 
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Vol. 


\.UGUSTUS  N.— CJontinued. 
nUttee  an  Invalid  Pensiona, 

,  Wells 

[ary  Clare 

,  Helen 

iry  E 

aey,  Mary  D — 

Andrew  J 

illiam  M 

lelia .— .- 

Jacob J — 

I,  Juan 

ara  in  soldiers*  homes 

/harles - 

argaret  M , 

,  John  M — - 

OEora - ] 

i\rUliamG 

man,  Edward 

ind,  Obe - , 

ton,  William  C 

WilUamH 
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e,  Anna - 

David  L 

)ldlersand  salLors,  widows  of 

Mary 

ennie  V - 

,  Joel  A - 

Mary  i'I''""'I'I",  1, 1. ".". . .".'.'.".". .". Ill"lllll"'l7. 

is,  Florence  Esther 

I,  EUSHA  E. 

mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

dependent  children _ 

and  Western  Railroad  Company 

tof  a  certificate  of  indebtedness 

DOLPH. 

mittee  mi  Naval  Affairs, 

onsin  the  Marine  Corps 

list  for  enlisted  men 

,  SBTH  L. 

vmUtee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

r,  Maine 

th  Hot  Springs,  post-office  building  at 

>GER  Q. 

miUee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

ton,  Iowa,  bridge  at 

i,  JOHN  L. 
mittee  on  Claims. 

b,  Jessie  Benton 

mittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

iln  and  St.  Lawrence  Railroad  Company 

ton  Rouge,  La.,  St.  Joseph's  Church 

rClary  Military  Reservation 

I  Government  reservation,  Fort  Monroe,  Va 

Railway  and  Navigation  Company 

r  cemetery,  Sidney,  Nebr 

certain  public  property 

>f  the  sword,  U.  S.  Military  Academy 

L  home  for  disabled  volunteer  soldiers 
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MITCHELL,  JOHN  L.— Continued. 
From.  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

New  Mexico  or  Southern  Colorado,  national  sanitarium  in 

Oklahoma  City,  military  reservation  at 

Road  from  Little  Bock,  Ark.,  to  the  national  cemetery  adja- 
cent  

Santa  Pe,  Prescott  and  Phoenix  Railway  Company 

MONTGOMERY,  ALEXANDER  B. 
From  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Dutiable  merchandise,  transportation  of,  Sandusky,  Ohio 

MOSES,  CHARLES  L. 
From  Committee  on  Accounts. 

Assistant  journal  clerk 

From  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Indian  wars  of  1832  to  1842,  inclusive,  survivors  of 

Smith,  Meridy 

MUTCHLER,  WILLIAM. 
From  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Pension  appropriation  bill 

NEWBERRY,  WALTER  C. 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Fisher,  NeU 

Fort  Wayne,  Mich.,  military  post 

Gettvsburg  Battlefield  Memorial  Association  - 

McNeil,  Quincy 

From  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Qrounds. 
Public  buildings,  to  erect,  at — 

Ann  Arbor,  Mich , 

BoiBe,  Idaho 

Cheyenne,  Wyo 

Chicago,  111 

Post-office 

United  States  Marine  Hospital 

Decatur,  ni 

East  St.  Louis,  111 

Elgin,  ni 

Fond  Du  Lac,  Wis 

Helena.  Mont 

JoUet,  111 

Oakland,  Cal 

Salem,  Oregon 

Spokane,  Wash 

NORTON,  RICHARD  H. 
From  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ElliB,  Agnes  P 

Hamilton,  Aaron  V 

Luke,  Elizabeth  S 

Meredith,  Frederick 

Tradewell,  F.  A 

OATES,  WILLIAM  C. 
From  Committee  on  tfie  Judiciary. 

Blackmailing 

Boarman,  Aleck 

Disqualifying  justices,  judges,  etc.,  in  certain  cases 

District  court,  eastern  district  of  South  Carolina 

Homestead,  Pa.,  to  investigate  labor  troubles 

partial  report  on 

Judgments  and  decrees  of  the  highest  courts  of  the  Cherokee, 
Creek,  Seminole,  Choctaw,  and  Chick^aw  tribes  of  Indians. 

respectively _^. 

Judgment  liens 

y 

( 


Marriage  and  divorce. 
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)ATES,  WILLIAM  C— Ck)ntinued. 
From  CornmitUe  on  the  Judiciary. 

Naturalizfttion  laws,  amendment  of 

Pinkorton  agency,  mvestigation  of 

Heviaed  Statutes,  sections  3480  and  4716 

Springfield,  Mass.,  sale  of  certain  lands 

Uniform  system  of  bankruptcy - 

►»i?'ERRALL,  CHARLES  T. 
From  CommiUee  on  Elections* 

'Sojeavs.  Rockwell 

^Svm  Committee  on  the  Library. 

Greene,  Nathanael,  monument  to 

Jefferson,  Thomas,  manuscript  papers  and  correspondence  of.. 

Moriran,  Daniel,  monument  to 

>'NEILL,  JOHN  J. 
From  CotnmiUee  on  Easpenditures  in  the  Treasury  DepartmevU. 

Persons  employed  on  public  works,  protection  of 

From  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
Bridge  acroBs  the  Alabmna  River  by  Montgomery,  Tusca- 
loosa and  Memphis  Railroad 

Black  River,  Ark 

Gahaba  River  in  Tuscaloosa  County,  Ala.. 
Cane  River,  La. ,  by  the  Natchitoches  Cane 

River  Bridge  Company : 

Columbia  River,  Wasn 

Kootenai  River  at  Fry,  Idaho 

Missouri  River  at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr... 
Mobile  River,  by  Chicago,  Mobile  and  Gulf 

Ports  Railroad  Company 

Ohio  River  between  Cmcinnati,  Ohio,  and 

Covington,  Ky 

Red  River,  La.,  by  Rapides  Bridge  Com- 


pany  

Red  River  of  the  North 

Tallapoosa  and  Coosa  rivers 

Tennessee  River  at  or  near  Deposit,  Ala. . 

Warrior  River 

Gay  Head,  Mass.,  life-saving  station ^ 

Interchangeable  five  thousand  mile  tickets 

Interstate  Commerce  and  labor  laws 

Life-Saving  Service 

Life-saving  station  at  or  near  East  Marion,  Long  Island,  N.  Y. 

RaUway  employes  and  the  traveling  public,  safety  of 

Telephone  line  on  the  coast  of  Virginia 

3TIS,  JOlfS  G. 
From  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 
Alleged  conspiracy  in  connection  with  the  Maxwell  land  grant. 

New  Mexico  and  Colorado,  land  titles  in 

OUTHWAITE,  JOSEPH  H. 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Administration  of  justice  in  Armv 

Amendment  to  seventeenth  article  of  war 

American  Revolution,  military  records  of 

Appropriations  for  the  Army 

Board  of  Managers  of  the  National  Home  for  Disabled  Volun-  J 

teer  Soldiers ( 

Certificate  of  merit  for  unattached  enlisted  men,  eto 

Detail  of  certain  Army  officers., 

Detail  of  certain  officers  for  special  duty  in  connection  with 

the  World's  Columbian  Exposition. 

Fort  Brown  military  reservation 

Grade  of  certain  medical  officers  of  the  Army 

Helena,  Mont.,  military  post  at 

Hospital  corps  of  Army,  pajr  of  privatea  of 
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OUTHWAITE,  JOSEPH  H.— Continued. 
From  CommiUee  On  MUilwy  Affairs, 

Leonard  Avenue  Street  Kallway  Company 

Lineal  promotion  of  Army  officers 

McClure,  Daniel 

Promotion  in  the  Army -. 

Promotion  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army 

Records  of  volunteer  armies  (views  of  minority) 

Sherman,  William  T.,  statue  of 

PAGE,  CHARLES  H. 
From  Q/mmiltee  on  Claims, 

Arctic^  Hawaiian  bark,  owners  and  crews  Of 

Brooklyn,  certain  port  wardens 

Brown,  John  J  - - — 

Calahan,  Andrew  J 

Capron,  Horace,  estat*?  of 

Culver,  Catherine  P.,  heirs  of , 

Davis,  Jacob  R.,  heirs  of-- 

Doyle,  P.  H 

Ferris,  John  W 

Gallaiiny  United  States  revenue  cutter,  officers  and  crew  of 

HaU,  Dwight 

Ho^fan,  Joseph  C 

McKenzie,  Lewis - 

Maynadier,  William  M j 

New  Haven,  Conn.,  National  Bank ] 

New  York  and  Baltimore,  night  inspectors  at  ports  of 

New  York,  certain  port  wardous 

Payne,  John  Howard,  heirs  of j 

Roberts,  George  F 

Rowe,  Philip  C,  heirs  of 

Russell,  Charles  T 

Sadler,  James  Garret 

Scott,  John - - 

Shimmins,  William  M -• 

Sinnott,  P.  B 

Tice,  Isaac  P.,  estate  of 

Toledo.  Ohio,  Genron  Iron  Wheel  Company 

Van  Vleck,  B.J 

Walter,  Amanda  G 

Wilson,  H.  B.,  administrator - — 

Wilson,  William  F 

From  CommiUee  on  Manufactures. 

Sweating  system  of  tenement-house  labor 

PAGE,  HENRY. 
From  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Dull,  JohnC 

Glass,  Henry ,. 

Jouett,  James  E . 

Kelly,  Denis 1 

Rose,  John  G 

Terrell.  D.J 

Yorke,  Louis  A 

PARRETT,  WILLIAM  F. 
From  CommiUee  a?i  Fensions, 

Allen,  Greorge  R 

Alvis,  Henry  J 

Carlton.  Ambrose  B .- 

Enlow,  Thomaa 
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T,  WILLIAM  P.— Continued. 
ymmittee  on  Pensions. 

,  PleasantB 

lall,  George - 

James,  jp - 

SON,  JOSIAH. 

ymmittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

ationof  steam  vessels j 

loe  cutters  for  Great  IjJces - 

Lue  cutters  for  Pacific  coast 

)N,  JOHN  M. 

ymmittee  on  the  Post-Office  aiid  Post-Roads. 

lelivery  of  mail  in  rural  districts 

,  DAVID  H. 

wimUtee  on  Military  Affairs, 

;,  Warren  Alonzo - 

8,  Jerome  H - 

Ln  volunteer  soldiers _. 

trough,  Nicholas  G 

PFar,  soldiers  of 

haine,  Daniel  B 

ion,  James..* 

1,  Calvin 

ige,  Daniel — 

John  G •- 

gfwaters,  J.  E - 

wray,  William  H 

id,  Patrick 

Dgs,  James  C 

on,  Joseph 

L,  Albert 

Imant,  Elisha 

rtts,  Frederick 

a,  S.K.N 

•le,  WilliamN 

•ds  of  volunteer  armies 

ison,  John  W 

>rB  who  were  mustered  as  officers  after  March  3, 1865, 
of 
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krd,  Charles  B - 

r,  Jesse  C — 

las,  Madison  A 

3,  Montgomery  M 

,  Joseph  G 

>*088en,  John 

en,  Alexander 

Rrith  Mexico,  soldiers  of 

ham,  Francis  W - 

>n,  Ezra  A 

,  Curtis  P  ._ 

N,  ALBERT  J. 

ommiUee  on  Accounts. 

al  clerk  for  Committee  on  Accounts. 

\ymmitlee  on  IwoaUd  Pensions. 

jr,  Alonzo  D^ 

>,  Anna  Morgan ._. 

Bllen 

Jonas 

nond,  Robert - 

tt,  Ellen 

ine,  Sophia  Bruner 

.be,  Elizabeth ^.. 
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PEARSON,  ALBERT  J.— Continued. 
-FVwn  GommiUee  on  Invalid  Fensians, 

Prather,  Thomas  T 

Revision  of  the  pension  laws 

Scott,  John 

Sharp,  Louisa  B 

Thompson,  Thomas 

Trickey,  Mary  E 

Tucker,  Mary 

Wilson,  Frances  B 

PEEL,  SAMUEL  W. 

.  From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Appropriation  bill \ 

Cherokee  Outlet 

Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  Indians 

Citizenship  of  Indians , 

Delaware  Indians,  payments  to  ...^ 

Denison  and  Northern  Railway  Company 

Hutchison  and  Southern  Railroad  Company,  right  of  way  to. 

Kickapoo  Indians,  Oklahoma  Territory 

West,  Bluford,  estate  of 

PENDLETON,  JOHN  O. 
From  Committee  on  Ptiblic  Lands, 
Blankenship,  John  R , 

Talkington,  Isaac  W ] 

PICKLER,  JOHN  A. 
From  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Timber-culture  laws < 

Yellowstone  National  Park ,  views  of  minority 

From  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Allsworth,  Edward 

Atkinson,  Mary  EUlen,  administratrix  of  Richard 

Avery,  John,  estate  of - 

Birchett,  William  G.,  estate  of , 

Burke,  Hannah 

Campbell,  Greorge  J 

Chapin,  Gurder — 

Cooper,  Hudson,  legal  representatives  of 

Cranston,  Sarah  M 

Doyle,  William 

DriscoU,  John  J 

Dulin,  A.  F.,  estate  of 

Edwards,  Sarah  Upton , 

Eppes,  John  W 

Fitzgerald,  Michael  J 

Gomez,  Edwin 

Goodloe,  Mariam,  and  others , 

Henderson,  Robert 

Hobbs,  Thomas  M 

Large,  William 

Lee,  Lucy  Ann  and  Allen  G 

Lowe,  William  W 

McCann,  Michael - 

Maddoz,  Margaret,  Virginia 

Matheny,  Thomas  M - 

Moonlight,  Thomas 

MuUins,  Martin 

Murdock,  Emily , 

Nevada,  claims  of  certain  persons  in — , 

Poland,  Alexander,  estate  of 
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IR,  JOHN  A.— CJontinued. 
OommUtee  on  War  Claims. 

t  Pleasant  (W.  Va.)  Methodist  Church 

3hard,  Catharine  M 

I,  Thomas  B 

Ein,  James 

lards,  Amelia  A.  H .* 

iders,  Henry  S 

rt,  Hatcher  and  Hiram 

ser,  Jacob  H 

rart,  James -^ 

or,*  Jane,  estate  of 

or,  Stewart 

rilla,  Robert 

uhart,  C.  Augusta 

ae,  Thomas  L 

PHILIP  S. 

CkymmiUM  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 

rhead  electric  wires 

IS,  H.  HENRY 
CommUtee  on  the  Judiciary, 

riot  of  Kentucky,  terms  of  United  States  courts 

lidential  succession 

Lng  depositions  in  criminal  cases 

ANDREW 
CommiUee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce* 

Moines,  Iowa,  port  of  delivery  at 

lish  Bayou  and  Calcasieu  River,  bridge  across 

quette,  Mich 

3rior  and  Ashland,  Wis.,  subports  of  entry 

3,  JOHN 

Committee  on  Reform  in  the  Civil  Service, 

ointments  in  the  public  service 

lLL,  CHARLES  S. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreictn  Commerce. 

er  Flats,  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  light  and  fog-signal  station 

ar 

Head,  Mass.,  life-saving  station  at 

EORGE  W. 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

ttiern  judicial  district  of  Georgia 

^ate  Land  Claims,  Court  of 

3rve  fund 

ised  statutes,  amending  section  828 

ised  Statutes,  Supplement  to 

s  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States 

reme  court  of  Utah,  justices  of 

ns  of  United  States  courts,  northern  district  of  New  York 

5R,  ISADOR. 

CommiUee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

3nding  section  19,  act  to  regulate  commerce 

imbiw  exposition  at  Ikf^i^^^ — - 

3  in  Russia - 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

sial  rates  to  commercial  traveleis  by  railroad  companies. 

THOMAS  B. 

Oommittu  on  Ways  and  Means, 

er  lead  ores  (minority) . 

f ,  JAMES  B. 

Committee  on  Columbian  Exposition. 

sin  articles  from  Smithsonian  Institution 

«in  modelSi  dx^wings,  etc 
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REYBURN,  JOHN  E. 
From  CommitUe  on  Claims, 

Blum,  Emile  M.,  and  J.  M.  Seymour 

Chester,  Walter  B.,  schooner,  owners  of 

Redfern,  Joseph  and  Eliza 

White,  F.  P 

EUCHARDSON,  JAMES  D. 
From  OommiUee  on  District  of  Columbia, 

Petworth.  Briithtwood  and  Takoma  Railway  Company 

ResubdiviBion  of  square  673,  Washington 

Suburban  Railway  Company — — 

From  OommiUee  on  Printing. 
Addresses  delivered  on  presentation  of  portraits  of  Speakers 

Grow  and  Randall ... 

Annals  of  Congress,  etc — 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  eighth  and  ninth  annual  reports  of. 
Bureau  of  Ethnology,  eleventh  and  twelfth  annual  reports  of. 
Congressional  Directory,  maps  of  Congressional  districts  in  .. 

Diseases  of  the  horse,  special  report  on........ 

European  immigration,  report  of... ^* 

Gamble,  John  R., eulogies  upon 

Geographic  Names,  report  of  Board  on 

Government  Printing  Office,  site  for 

Houk,  Leonidas  C,  eulogies  on 

International  Geological  Congress,  proceedings  of 

List  of  documents 

•  Official  map  of  the  United  States  for  1802 

On  the  Question  of  expunging  from  the  record  aportion  of  the 

remarks  of  Joseph  M.  Walker 

Precious  metals  in  the  United  States 

President's  annual  message 

President's  message  respecting  relations  with  Chile,  etc 

Public  documents,  distribution  of 

Public  printing  and  binding 

Report  of  sanitary  engineers 

Rules  and  Practice  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Manual 

and  Digest  of 

Senate  report  395,  Forty-third  Congress 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  ,eighth  re'port  of 

Wages  of  certain  employes  of  the  Government  Printing  Office. 
ROBINSON,  JOHN  B. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Penstons, 

Heazlitt,  JohnO -..— . 

Phipps,  Ellis  P 

ROCKWELL,  HOSEA  H. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Indian  Territory,  admission  of 

From  Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs, 
Amendment  of  the  record  of  certain  honorably  discharged 

soldiers 

Anderson,  Allen  L 

Boimties  to  veteran  volunteers 


Hept. 


Bovd,  Augustus 

Conn,  Henry  S 

Cramer,  Delos 

Equalization  of  boimties 

Field,  Francis  A 

Greene,  George  S 

Heirs  of  certain  soldiers 

Hoffarty,  WiUiam  P 

Hounes,  Prentice 

Knapp,  Andrew  B 

Koiter,  Frederick  E 
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OCKWELiL,  HOSEA  H.— CJontlnued. 
JFrom  CommiUee  on  Military  Affairs, 

Long,  Francis,  and  others 

McDonald,  Grin  A - 

McDonald,  Grin  R - 

McLaughlin,  Thomas  A 

Medical  officers  during  late  civil  war 

Muster  and  pay  of  certain  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  voluu' 
teers - - 

National  encampment  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic 

Oliver,  Aaron  J - - 

Rank  and  pay  of  certain  soldiers 

Ransom,  Dunbar  R... 

Read,  Henry  A.-- - 

Regan,  James - 

Removing  disabilities  from  certain  officers  (maximum) 

War  of   rebellion 
(maximum  g^rade) 

Retired  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps,  pay  and 
allowance  of ' 1 

Retired  list  for  privates  and  noncommissioned  officers  of  the 
-Army 

Sarsfield,  David 

Smali,  Michael  P 

Smith,  William,  and  others 

Street,  Harlow  L 

Wilson,  William 

Woodson,  Warren  A — -- 

Zell,  Henry 

RUSK,  HARRY  WELLES. 
From  Committee  on  Accounts, 

Bell,  ThomasP 

Clerks  to  House  Committees 

Folders  after  adjournment 

Messenger  for  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 

Special  messengers 

Stenographer  and  assistant  clerk  to  committee  investigating 

Pension  Bureau,  pay  of 

SAYERS,  JOSEPH  D, 
From  Oommittee  on  Amaropriations, 

Census  deficiency  biU 

Eleventh  Census , 

General  deficiency  bill 

Inquiry  concerning  World's  Fair 

Pension  deficiency  bill 


Urgent  deficiency  appropriation  bill 

SOGTT,  OWEN. 
From  Committee  on  War  Claims, 

Adams,  Charles  H 

Alsbury.  Edward  P 

Alsup,  JohnF 

Annistead,  Vincent 

Ayers,  Asa  B 

Banks,  Charles... 

Baugh,  William :,. 

Beckham,  William  R 

Blue,  Solomon,  estate  of 

Brandt,  Jesse  L 

Brown,  Thomas  J 

Burton,  William 
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SCOTT,  OWEN— Continued. 
From  C&mmUtee  on  War  Claims. 

Campbell,  J.  M.,  estate  of 

Camp  Tyler,  lllhiois,  owners  and  occupants  of 

Claims  of  any  State  for  defense  of  Uie  United  States 

Cobb,  O.  P.,  and  others 

Cobb,  O.  P.  and  J.,  &  Co.,  surviving  partners  of 

Core,  A.  S 

De  Bevoise,  S.  H.,  estate  of 

De  Loach,  Claiborne,  estate  of 

De  Loach,  Claiborne,  heirs  of 

Flesschert.  Martha  £ 

Franklin,  William  A.,  executor  of  J.  B 

Grimmett,  Matthew  N 

Grisson,  Sarah - 

Groves,  John  H 

Haigh,  A.  V 

Haves,  Samuel - 

Heberlein,  August,  estate  of -.-- 

Holland,  James  L.,  estate  of l 

Holsten  Female  College 

Hubbard,  Mary  Jane 

Johnson,  Joseph  B 

Jones,  John 

Jordan,  R.  D.,  guardian 

Keating,  Martin 

Lake,  Daniel,  deceased 

Litten,  Julius  B 

McLean,  Louisa  E 

McMurtrey,  John 

Martin,  Cyrus 

Musgrave,  Emeline  E 

Nalley,  Samuel  M 

Northrup,  Charles,  estate  of 

Payne,  William  B 

Peeden,  Martha  J.,  administratrix  of  Haywood 

Pemberton,  Fannie 

Reilly,  John 

Simmons,  H.  S.,  estate  of 

Simpson,  Caasa 

Somerville,  Hiram 

Spaulding,  R.  A.,  administrator 

Starn,  Levi 

Sullivan,  John 

Talbott,  Jacob  J 

Westmoreland,  Mary  H 

Wheat,  IsaacH 

White,  Thomas  W 

Wilkes,  Francis 

Williamson,  A.  D 

Wytsinger,  John 

SCULL,  EDWARD. 
From  Committee  on  Pensions, 

Chadwick,  Susannah 

SEERLEY,  JOHN  J. 
From  Committee  on  Accounts. 

Fifteen  additional  folders 

From  Committee  on  the  Public  Landi*. 

Dakota,  correcting  description  of  certain  land  grants 

Settlers  on  Des  Moines  River  lands 

University  of  California 
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3EORGE  W. 

bmmiUee  on  War  Claims, 

LB,  O.  T 

py,  Omer 

3.rd,  Joseph  S.,  and  others. . 

Josiah  L 

Q,  Florence  A 

David  and  Barbette 

Ingham,  Calvin  B 

8,  Lewis 

on,  Davidson,  aiid  others... 

Rachel 

dge,  Hallam 

rt,  JohnR 

ler,  Fannie  E 

>t,  Pierre 

ion,  Rinaldo  and  Ann  £ 

hi,  Joseph 

hose,  James  B 

.ok  Henry,  administrator  of 

g^omery,  Mary  Ann 

head  cJity,  N.  C 

ow,  William  B 

inger,  Charles  V 

iby,  L.  T 

»  Daniel  T.,  and  others 

le,  Louis  V 

ly,  John  D.,  heirs  of 

rs.  Frank  S 

,£..  D 


lan,  Francis  — 

•n,  John  J 

aer,  George 

5,  James 

Y,  BENJAMIN  F. 
JommiUeeon  Ways  and  Means. 

(late,  teme  plate,  and  taggers  tin 

GEORGE  W. 

lomviitUe  on  Public  Btdldings  and  Oroimds. 
Lc  buildings,  to  erect,  at  Miincie,  Ind 

Potteville,  Pa 

Washington,  D.  C,  purchase  of 
lot  10,  square  083 , 

Wilkesbarre,  Pa 

N,  JEREMIAH. 

TommiUee  to  InvesUgale  Charges  Against  Conduct  of  Members 

the  Floor  of  ihs  House. 

rt  of  investigation,  minority 

Hommittee  on  t/ie  I'errUories. 

e  on  Cherokee  lands  in  violation  of  law 

GEORGE  W. 

Committee  on  Clairiis. 

more,  Md.,  Merchants  and  Miners-  Transportation  Com- 
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1428 
1692 
1431 
1010 
1428 

301 
1008 

392 

262 
1691 
1428 
1585 
1428 

890 
1428 
1704 
1058 
1691 
1430 

282 
1007 
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1025 
1428 
1958 
1429 

393 
1057 
1432 
1058 
1692 
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),I11 - 

Inental  Fire  Insurance  Company,  New  York,  and  others. 

Uch  (U.S.  SO,  sufferers  by  wreck  of 

ington,  Louisa 

Springs  Mountain  Reservation 

»rd,  Royal  M *. 

htley,  William  M 

iS,  Mary  A ^^«.. 
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SMITH,  GEORGE  W.— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Claims. 

Lockwood,  Chauncoy  M --— 

New  York,  Lake  Erie  and  Western  Railroad  Company 

Rockefellow,  B.  F 

Ryan,  David 

Smith,  Thomaa  J 

Tabor,  H.  A.  W 

Whitall,  Catherine  E 

Zazone,  Julius  C 

SNOW,  HERMAN  W. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Bamett,  Druke  Nettie : 

Boyd,  George  W 

Brown,  Ellen  Miles 

Christopher,  Mary  B 

Ferris,  AdeliaS 

Frymire,  George  L 

Gibson,  Guy  W. 

Hahn,  LydiaE 

Harris,  Martha  A 

Henin^er.  Louis --. 

Hull,  Mary  E 

La  Tourette,  Henry  S 

Leibarger,  Phebe,  estate  of 

Pension  and  other  claims,  prosecution  of 

Reeves,  Louisa  J 

Rigg,  DruziUa  J .- 

R(»8,  Mary  Ann • -. 

Skeels,  Laura  E 

Webster,  AmeliaR 

SMITH,  MARCUS  A. 
From  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Amending  chapter  559,  Statutes  at  Lar^e 

New  Mexico,  additional  land  office  in 

Railroad  land  grants,  certain  settlers  within 

Tucson  land  district,  Arizona,  settlers  on  public  lands  in 

Unsurveyed  lands  within  the  Atlantic  and  Pacilic  Railroad 

land  grants  in  Arizona  and  New  Mexico 

From  Committee  on  the  Territories,  * 

Arizona,  admission  into  the  Union  of 

funding  act  of 

ratifyint^  an  act  of  the  legislature 

SPRINGER,  WILLIAM  M. 
From  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

To  place  wool  on  free  list  and  reduce  duties  on  woolen  goods . . 
STEWART,  CHARLES. 
From  Committee  on  Bivers  and  Harbors. 

River  and  harbor  bill 

Ropes  Pass,  jetties,  piers,  and  breakwaters  at  mouth  of 

Trinity  River,  Texias,  navigation  of 

STOCKDALE,  THOMAS  R. 
From  Committee  on  tiie  Judiciary. 

Courts  of  United  States,  opening  to  certain  American  citizens 

Mississippi,  clerks  in  United  States  circuit  and  district  courts 
of 

Readjustment  of  certain  accounts 

Terms  of  circuit  and  district  courts  at  Littleton.  N.  H 

Wisconsin.  United  States  Courts  in 

STONE,  WILLIAM  A. 
From  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors, 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

Public  Works  on  the  Mississippi  River,  willful  iniury  of 
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1240 
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772 

013 
1  96 

064 
2065 
2861 
1805 
1446 
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1029 

862 
1531 
1623 
2097 
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1664 
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737 
441 
423 
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1468 
1675 
1841 


1079 

932 

1209 

442 

176 
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767 
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STONE,  WILLIAM  J. 
From  CommUtee  on  War  Claims, 

AUard  &  Crozier --. 

Allen,  L.D 

Allen,  Martha  A.,  administratrix  of  Wyatt  M. .. 

Anderson,  A.  E 

Armelin,  Charles,  estate  of 

Athens.  Ala.,  Cumh-^  'and  Presbyterian  Church 

Atlanta,  Ga.,  St.  Ph-i.lp's  Church 

Austin,  Sterling  T.,  heirs  of 

Baker,  Sarah  K.  T 

Bass,  Giles  W 

Bell,  Mary  A. 


Bigley,  Nicholas  J 

Billingslea,  Walter  R 

Bishop,  James 

Black,  Joseph - 

Bloom,  Henrietta  Y 

Bowrdman,  William,  administrator  of  ._ 

Booth,  M.  A 

Bowling,  John,  heirs  of 

Breaux,  Pierre 

Brewer,  Elvy 

Briant,  Mrs.  E.  H 

Bridges,  Sarah  E 

Bridgewater,  P.  H 

Broadwell,  Marcus  L -^..- 

Brooks,  John  G.  W 

Brown,  Thomas 

Bugg,  J.  H.,  and  others 

Burditt,  Augustus  P - 

Caldwell,  John  R 

California 

Carpenter,  George 

Carr,  Rogers  &Co 

Gazes.  Bertrand  &Gaudin 

Certain  claims  for  stores  and  supplies  ... 

Cheek,  R.  T 

Chouteau,  Charles  P 

Chum,  A,  B 

Citizens' Bank,  Louisiana 

Claims  of  States 

Clapp,  George  M 

Collins,  Joseph 

Cook,  James  A 

Cook,  Jared  R 

Cook,  Matilda 

Cordill,  Joseph 

Cothes,  H.,  heirs  of 

Couaens,  George  Lewis 

Crider,  S.  P 

Cross,  Joel - 

Crow,  William 

Crum,  Elizabeth  and  B.  L 

Cummings,  Phoebe 

Cynthiana,  Ky.,  destruction  of  property 

Darly,  P.O^  estate  of 

Davis,  A.  W 

Davis,  Mark,  heirs  of 

Davis,  Mark,  legatees  of 

Davis,  Marshall 

Davis,  Mrs.  M.M 

Debnam,  Thomas  R 
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STONE,  WILLIAM  J.— Continued. 
Frofn  Vommittee  on  War  Claims, 

D.catt6,Owden - 

Dennis,  Mary  A 

Doherty.  M.  A 

Donato,  Belote  A 

Dorr,  JohnN 

Dougherty,  Mary  A 

Douglass,  W.  W.,  adminstrator 

Downing,  A.  B.,  estate  of , 

Duffy,  Eugenia  and  W.  B 

Elzev,  John ^ 

Ennis,  William  B 

Engs,  Samuel  F 

Fagot,  Emile,  heirs  of 

Fels,  Samuel 

Filhiol,  Hypolite,  and  others 

Fletcher,  Nathan,  heirs  of - 

Flowers,  Elizabeth 

Fraliex,  Martin 

Frasuer,  Eli 

Frizell,  James  S ^ 

Frobel,  Elizabeth  D.  and  Anna  S 

Fuller,  J.  B 

Fusilier,  Corinne  Perret 

Gallott,  Julia 

Gilfoil,  Patrick 

Goodrich,  A.  E.  and  M.  E 

Govan,  J.  J 

Greenhill,  Thomas  0 

Gregory,  James  A 

Guidry,  Lesant,  heirs  of 

Groom,  William  G 

GuUory,  Martin 

Hall,  Goff  A 

Hall,  Warren - ] 

Hamilton,  G.  Dwight — , 

Harvill,  Mrs.  L.  J 

Haywood,  Mrs.  W.  Dallas 

Heard,  James  A 

Hebert,  Eliza  E 

Heborn.  Adaline  L.,  estate  of , 

Heiskell,  AnnE 

Henson,  Hugh  M 

Higgin,  Richard,  estate  of 

Higgins,  John  M 

Hildreth,  William  W.,  deceased 

Hill,  Alexander,  estate  of 

Hill,  Joseph  A 

Hoffman,  R.  H 

Holbrook,  Julia 

Holt,  C.  G.,  administrator  of  Willey 

Hopper,  W.  A.,  administrator  of  David 

Hughes,  William 

Hughes,  William  H.,  administrator 

Humphries,  Julia  A 

Hurdle,  Eunice 

Interest  on  money  expended  in  raising  troops 

Isgrig,  Thomas  G 

Izard,  Plorimond 

Jean,  Francis,  sr 

Joiner,  Nathan 
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►TONE,  WILLIAM  J.-CJontinued. 
From  C&mmittee  on  War  Claims. 

Jones,  Francis  S.,  estate  of 

Joneai,  Isaac  and  Tnomas  C,  estate  of 

Jones,  John  H — 

Kennedy,  Leonora  J 

Kentucky,  Jefferson  Gjunty,  claims  of  oartaln  citizens 

Kerr,  A.  C 

Kimmons,  William  M 

Koons,  Anthony 

Labell,  Charles 

La  Fayette  College 

Lafferty,  James - 

Lafleur,  Ben  M ..- 

Lafleur,  Jean  Pierre — . 

Lolleur,  Marcelin 

La  Grange  Synodical  College 

La  Grange  College 

Lanier,  N.  B 

IjBstrapres,  Victor .--. 

Leduff,  Alexis 1... 

Inttwich,  Gertrude  A 

Lomelle,  Charles,  estate  of 

Lemelle,  Leoa 

Lemelle,  Ludger,  estate  of 

Lemelle,  Rigobert,  estate  of 

Lement,  Pierre 

Lewis,  Abner  D 

Linn, Jane 

Little  Rock  and  Memph  is  Railroad  Company • 

Logan,  Mary  T.,  widow  of  A.  L 

Long,  Henry  W 

Loyal  citizens  of  Loudoun  County,  Va 

Lutz,  Andrew 

I>nch,  John  A 

McBrayer,  John  H 

McClintock,  Joseph  B 

McConnell,  C.  J 

McLellan,  Leander  C 

McLeod,  Daniel,  legal  representatives  of 

MaNairy,  Hugh 

McNeill,  John  C 

Maidox,  Laura  E 

Madison  female  lustitute 

Magili,  Lydia  A.,  admiuistratrix 

Marsh,  Samuel 

Marshall,  Levin  R.,  executors  of 

Mastin,  Claido  H , 

Ma'Jock,E.  S.,  estate  of 

Meador,  Zaddock 

Meaher,  Timothy,  administrator  of  J.  M 

Meuillon,  Alphonsa 

Meuillon,  Lucien 

Militia  organizations,  Missouri,  claims  of 

Miller,  James 

Millet,  Francis i 

Mitchell,  James  A 

Mobile  and  Girard  Railroad  Company 

Mobile  Marine  D  ck  Company 

Moffitt,  Alexanier 

Montgomery.  Pearson  C ] 

H.  Eep.  52-1 -10 
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STONE,  WILLIAM  J.— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Munday,  W.  G.,  administrator 

Murphy,  Dennis,  sureties  of  _.- 

Murphy,  James 

Murray,  Francis  M 

Neck,  George,  sr 

Nevada - 

Nixon,  Henry  O 

Okolona  (Miss.)  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows. 

Oregon - 

O'Shea,  P.  T 

Paillett,  Hilliare,  estate  of 

Parish,  J.  W 

Parker,  Rebecca  V.,  estata  of 

Patterson.  David  K 

Pelletor,  E.  W 

Phillips,  John  0 

Poitevent,  William  T 

Pollard,  A.  W 

Pitzer,  T.  T 

Rabot,  Jean  Baptiste 

R'ieves,  George  W.,  estate  of 

Rhea,  John  L.,  executor  of  Samual 

Rhodes,  John,  and  wife 

Rice,  W.H 

Ripley,  E.  W.,estateof 

Ritchie,  Cordelia  A 

Robb,  WUliam  N 

Robertson,  Mary  H.  S 

Rose,  Merritt 

Rudd,  J.  C 

Sammis,  John  S 

Sanders,  David  B.,  estate  of 

Sanders,  W.  W.,  deceased 

Sanford,  Martha  Ann 

Scanlan,  Mrs.  W.  H 

Schaumburg,  James  W 

Schaumburg,  James  W.,  legal  representatives  of... 

Scott,  John  D 

Scott,  Samuel 

Sessions,  Franklin 

Shackle tt,  H.  W 

Sheely,  Ann 

Shelby,  J.  C 

Sigur,  John  A 

Simmons,  J.  W 

Sims,  James 

Smith,  A.  J 

Smith,  Nancy  C 

Smith,  Sarah  E.  B 

Smith,  Vasti 

Solair,  Fannie - 

Sparks,  D.  M.,  estate  of 

St.  Charles,  Mo.,  St.  Charles  College 

Stiff,  Martha 

Stirman,  Tnomas  V.,  deceased 

Stovall,  J.  H 

Stores  and  supplies,  claims  for 

Strickland,  Jesse  H 

Summar,  Margaret 

Tat«,  Sally  Sterrett 

Morin,  Catherine,  heirs  of  --.— 


Rept. 

VoL 

832 

3 

575 

2 

649 

2 

35 

1 

832 

3 

254 

1 

661 

2 

648 

2 

254 

1 

649 

2 

832 

3 

430 

2 

832 

3 

648 

2 

651 

2 

1890 

m 

i 

1652 

i 

128 

1 

1409 

0 

832 

3 

659 

358 

2 

144 

1 

650 

832 

3 

796 

3 

1544 

5 

51 

1 

154 

1 

142 

1 

145 

1 

27 

1 

832 

3 

658 

2 

830 

3 

344 

2 

1405 

5 

659 

2 

649 

2 

648 

2 

504 

2 

829 

3 

1221 

4 

831 

3 

659 

2 

418 

2 

651 

2 

597 

2 

1647 

7 

661 

2 

829 

3 

651 

2 

215 

1 

1387 

5 

157 

1 

48 

1 

1552 

5 

217 

1 

649 

2 

147 

1 

3a 

1 

INDEX  TO   HOUSE   REPORTS. 


CXLVIl 


Subject. 


Rept.l  Vol. 


JTONE,  WILLIAM  J.— Ck)ntinued. 
Frofn  CammUUe  an  War  Claims. 

Tatin,  Jean  Marie - 

ThompeoD,  John  B.,  estate  of 

Thome,  John  D 

Travis,  W.  C.  M 

Traweek,  Mrs.  E.  L 

Turner,  Zeph 

UnEell,  David,  estate  of 

Valleau,  Sarah  J 

Vaughan,  W.  H 

Verdin,  Romain,  estate  of 

Vii^es,  Polona - 

Walker,  Julius 

Wallace,  Thomas 

Ware,  Henry ^ , 

Warterfield,  P.  P.,  deceased 

Watkins,  Nancy 

Webb,  WUliam  S 

Whitaker,  William 

WHhite,  H 

Williamson,  John  E.,  administrator 

Willis,  William  B.,  deceased 

Woodbridge,  William  E \ 

5TONE,  CHARLES  W. 
Prom  Committee  on  Coinage,  Weights,  and  Measures. 
Free  coinage  of  gold  and  silver  bullion,  views  of  the  minor- 
ity  

iTOUT,  BYRON  G. 
.From  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Chelan,  Okanogan  County,  Wash 

Mexican  Gulf,  Pacific  and  Puget  Sound  Railroad  Company  ... 

Relief  of  inhabitants.  Perron,  Utah 

Yellowstone  National  Park ,  boundaries  of 

JTUMP,  HERMAN. 
From,  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

Chinese  immigration - 

Ellis  Island,  investigation  of 

Immigration  and  contract  labor  laws,  enforcement  of 

Proposed  immigration  investigation 

JWEET,  WILLIS. 
i'rom  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
Mineral  lands,  examination  and  classification  of  certain,  views 

of  minority - 

PARSNEY,  JOHN  C. 
From.  Committer  on  Laljor. 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing,  leaves  of  absence  in 

Eight-hour  law,  etc 

Le^r  troubles,  Idaho 

Mechanics  and  laborers,  hours  of  labor  of 

From,  Commit  tee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Alpena,  Mich - 

Ecection  of  public  buildings 

Kansas  City,  Kans » 

Kansas  City,  Mo 

Pine  BluflP,  Ark 

Plattsmouth,  Nebr 

PAYLOR,  ALFRED  A. 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Hood,  Julia 

Reardon,  Mary  Catharine 
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TAYLOR,  EZRA  B. 

From  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
Additional  clerk  for  district  and  circuit  court,  eastern  dis- 
trict of  Arkansas 

Captured  and  abandoned  property,  views  of  minority 

Court  of  Claims,  disposition  of  causes  in 

Defining  the  crimes  of  murder  in  the  first  and  second  degree. 

Idaho,  United  States  courts  in 

Revival  of  suits  in  certain  cases 

Western  judicial  district,  Wisconsin 

West  Virginia,  time  for  holding  circuit  and  district  courts  in 
TERRY,  WILLIAM  L. 
From  Committee  on  the  TerrOoriea* 

Indian  Territory,  carriage  of  passengers  by  railroads 

certain  laws  for 

Oklahoma,  carriage  of  passengers  by  railroads 

certain  laws  for 

temporary  government  for 

TILLMAN,  GEORGE  D. 
From  Committee  on  Patents. 

Foreign  exhibitors 

TOWNSEND,  ROSEA 

From  Committee  oti  Public  Lands, 

Colorado  School  of  Mines 

Lands  entered  under  the  desert-land  laws 

TUCKER,  HENRY  ST.  G. 
From  Committee  on  Election  of  President^  Vice-President,  and  Rep- 
resentatives in  Congress, 

Election  of  Senators 

From  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Forfeiture  of  certain  lands 

Montana  Mineral  Railway  Company 

TURNER,  HENRY  G. 
From  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

Bao^ging  for  cotton,  etc 

TURPIN,  LOUIS  W. 
From  Commiitce  on  Indian  Affairs, 

Cherokee  Indians,  Eastern  Band  of 

VAN  HORN,  GEORGE 
From  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Bowden,  Elizabeth - - 

Byron,  Margaret 

Claiborne,  Courtney  Ann 

Fritcher,  Elizabeth  L 

Hall,  Minnie 

Holmes,  Eliza 

Kelly,  Elizabeth 

Mailloux,  Belle  Carlton 

Maloy ,  Bridget 

O'Connor,  Mary 

Shaw,  Clara  V 

Smith,  Caroline 

Smith,  Edward  S.,  accrued  pension  of 

Smith,  Mary  C 

Stevens,  Harriet  W 

From  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 

Claiborne,  Courtney  Ann,  heirs  of 

WARNER,  JOHN  DE  WITT 
From  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Allentown,  Pa 

Baltimore,    Md.,  (custom-house) 

Bradford,  Pa 

Bridgeport,  Conn 
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EARNER,  JOHN  DE  WITT— Continued. 
From  Committee  on  Fnblic  BuUdinga  and  Gnmnds. 

Brockton,  Mass - — 

Buffalo,  N.  Y 

Camden,  N.  J 

Elizabeth,  N.  J 

Elmira,  N.  Y 

Fire  in  House  of  Representatives  folding-room 

FitchburjjT,  Mass.-- 

Hartford,  Conn - 

Hoboken,  N.  J 

Hot  Springs,  Ark.  (sale  of  school  lot) , 

Jamestown,  N.Y - 

McKeesport,  Pa 

Nashua,  N.  H 

New  York,  N.  Y.  (new  custom-house) 

Paterson,  N.  J - 

Pittsburg,  Pa.,  sale  of  certain  United  States  property 

Pottsville,  Pa 

Providence,  R.  I 

Rome,  N.  Y 

Suspension  Bridge,  N.Y 

Waterbury,  Conn 

HTARWICK,  JOHN  G. 
From  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds, 

Public  building,  to  erect  at  Massillon,  Ohio 

B^ASHINGTON,  JOSEPH  E. 
From  Committee  on  the  Territoriea, 

Oklahoma,  funding  county  debts  of 

reserving  lands  in 

Utah,  exhibit  at  Columbian  Exposition 

local  government  of 

WAUGH,  DANIEL 
From  OommiUee  on  Pensions, 

Kennedy',  Thomas  S 

From  Committee  on  the  BeiMon  of  the  Laws, 

Postal  laws,  amendment  to 

^EVER,  JOHN  M. 
From  Committee  on  Claims, 

Lints,  J.  J 

Merritt,  Edwin  A 

Mordecai,  M.  C,  administrator  of ] 

?^HEELER,  HARRISON  H. 
From  the  ISeJect  Committee  to  Investigate  the  MetJvods  and  Management 
and  Practices  of  the  Pension  Bureau, 

Report  of  investigation 

WTHEELfiR,  JOSEPH 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
Alcantara,  Francisco 

Appropriation  for  Military  Academy ] 

Bagshaw,  George 

Beshears,  Alvis 

Bevins,  Samuel 

Board  of  review 

Bourke,  John  G 

Bovell,  John  V 

Boyd,  Orsemus  B 

Brooks,  S.  J 

Buckner,  Benjamin  F.  (or  Taylor) 

Burdette,  John  C , 

Catey,  Peter 
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WHEELER,  JOSEPH— Ck)ntinued. 
From  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
Cozad,  Henry 

Outts,  J.  Madison \ 

Edwards,  Richard  M 

Freedley,  Henry  W 

Gage,  E.  Darwin 

Hanson,  Willis  F 

Hershe,  Benjamin  P 

Horn,  Fritz 

Huse,  Caleb 

Jack£on,  George 

King,  OrrisO 

McFar land,  James  A 

Murray,  Joseph 

Schlapp,  August 

Scott,  Austin  A 

Sheehy,  Michael 

Simpson,  Isaac  S 

Thompson,  Georga  W 

Workman,  Thomas  C 

Wright,  Henry  H 

WHITING,  JUSTIN  R. 
From  Committee  on  Ways  and  Meaiu. 

Silver-lead  ores 

Wearing  apparel  and  personal  effects  admitted  free  of  duty.. . 
WILLIAMS,  ARCHIBALD  H.  A. 
From  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Durham,  N.  C 

WILSON,  JOHN  L. 
From  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 

Colville  Reservation,  agreement  with  Indians  of 

Right  of  way  through  Puyallup  Indian  Reservation ^ 

WILSON,  ROBERT  P.  C. 
From  Committee  on  Pensions, 

Absher,  Anderson 

Anderson,  Samuel  S 

Askew,  John  J 

Athon,  Levenia  D 

Aubrey,  Andiew  J 

Bacon,  Mary  L 

Barnard,  Anna  E 

Belger,  Fanny  N 

Bell,  Luman 

Bethards,  Henry  J 

Birch,  William  A 

Bolings,  Samuel  J 

Bradford,  Joseph  J 

Bridges,  Rebecca 

Briggs,  Samuel  G 

Brown,  Elisha 

Burrough,  William 

Burton,  Felix 

Byrd,  Susan  C 

Calhoun,  Maggie  E 

Campbell,  Nancy - 

Campbell,  Roberts 

Carpenter,  Ellen 

Chapman,  Edward  R 

Churchill,  Benjamin 

Clark,  George  W 

Cleaveland,  Jesse 
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WTILSON,  ROBERT  P.  C— CJontlnued. 
Frani  Committee  on  PensUyixs. 

Coffman,  Joseph 

Conroy,  Eliza --- 

Copen,  Addison  M 

Copsnhaver,  A.  J - 

Craig,  Joseph : 

Crawford,  Elizabeth  R 

Dall^,  Abraham 

Davis,  James  A 

Davis,  Susanna 

Day,  Cornelius 

Dean,  John  A 

Donnelly,  Peter 

Dunn,  PhUip  G 

Dyall,  James  R.,  widow  of 

Falkner,  Na*han 

Farquharson,  Mrs.  S.  A 

Fisher,  Samuel  O 

Fields,  John 

Frazier,  Stark 

Ooodwin,  Miles 

Oraham,  Amalia 

Granbarry ,  Joseph  J 

Hall,  Jacob 

Harley,  Elizabath 

HoUis,  Mary 

Jergins,  JesaJ 

Jobe.  Lavina 

Jones,  Andrew  J 

Kennedy,  Anthony  M 

Kinsley,  Sterling 

Kirtley,  James  W 

Kramer,  Andrew 

Landes,  Abraham 

.Liane,  James 

Jjane,  Lewis 

Lang,  D.  M 

Larnard,  Helen - - 

Luttrell,  Samuel 

Lvon,  Harry 

McElvey,  Harmon  H 

Malloy,  John 

Matlock,  John 

Menefee,  Mary  A - 

Mercer,  John ...*. , 

Merritt,  Henry 

Mexican  war,  increase  of  pension  to  certain  soldiers 

Morgan,  Benjamin.: 

Murphy,  Susan  S 

Nindemann,  William  F.  C 

Owen,  L.  D 

Pierce,  Eliza  B 

Prator,  John  D 

Ramey,  Jonathan 

Reed.  David 

Renfro.  Nancy  E 

Riggs,  Reuben 

Rowland,  Thomas  J 

Russell,  William 

Sanderson,  Louis  G 

Sigler,  Phebe 

Simmons,  Abraham  B 
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WILSON,  ROBERT  P.  C— Continued. 
Frwn  Committee  on  Pensions, 

Simmons,  Margaret  0 - 

Slaughter,  Ann  Mercjer 

Smith,  Caroline  A 

Smith,  James 

Staley,  Noah 

Tendoy,  Chief  of  Bannock,  Shoshone,  and  Sheepeater  tribe  of 
Indian? 

Thomas,  Edward 

Trimble.  Mary  E 

Tucker,  Thomas - 

Turner,  Margaret 

Ware,  Perry  G - 

Watson,  William  M 

Webster,*  Amelia  R 

Whit9,  George  W 

White,  Jeremiah 

Woodward,  William  S 

Worthington,  Betsey 

Wright,  Julia  P 

Young,  Anna  Maria -- 

Youngblood,  Rebecca  M 

WILLCOX,  WASHINGTON  F. 
From  Committee  on  the  Eleventh  Census^ 

Eleventh  Census 

Investigation  of  Census  Office 

Permanent  Census  Bureau 

WINN,  THOMAS  E. 
From  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 

Segoura,  Raphael - 

From  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Anderson,  Mary  H.,  widow  of  Hiram 

Ashe,  John  Baptiste,  legal  representatives  of 

Athens.  Ala.,  Cumberland  Presbyterian  Church  of 

Blackistone,  Richard  P 

Brooks,  William  H.  H 

Burks,  William  H.  H 

Cartersville  (Ga.)  First  Baptist  Church 

Clark,  James  S.,  estate  of 

Dal  ton,  Ga.,  trustees  of  Catholic  church 

Delahoussage,  Sidonie 

Deslonds,  Mrs.  Frank 

Dunklee,  William  M.,  administrator 

Edwards,  Emily 

Fletcher,  Nathan,  heirs  of 

Florence  (Ala.)  Masonic  Lodge 

Garrison.  Nemiah 

Grivot,  Mauric3,  heirs  of 

Harding,  Francis  E.,  estate  of 

Huntsville  (Ala.)  Methodist  Episcopal  Church 

Johnnot,  William,  and  others,  le^ai  representatives  of 

Kendall,  William,  legal  representatives  of 

Lipscimb,  James  C.-. 

Mount  Zion  Society 

Newman,  James  M 

Nichols,  Frank  H.,  estate  of 

Perry,  O.  H.,  administrator,  George  W 

Poullain,  Mildred  P _ 

Refund  of  moneys  collected  by  th9  United  States 

Rogers,  Benjamin  F 

Spaugh,  Robert 

Stoddart,  Alexander 

Ward,  Enoch  P 
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WnSE,  GEORGE  D. 
Wmm  CommUtee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Bridge  across  Mifisiseippi  River  at  Moline,  111 

Collectors  and  surveyors  of  customs 

Compagnio  FraD9ai8e  du  T6l6^raphe  de  Paris  k  New  York 

Investigation  of  railroad  combinations 

LAredo,  Tex.,  subport  of  entry 

Life-saving  appliances  on  steamers 

Newark,  N.  J 

Ogdensbur^,  N.  Y 

Port  of  delivery,  Ck>uncil  Blujffs,  Iowa 

Seaton,  Norman -J 

Velasco,  Tex — 

West  Point,  Va 

WOLVERTON,  SIMON  P. 
From  CommUtee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Arrest  of  offenders  against  the  United  States 

Boyd,  Elizabeth  T 

Courts  of  United  States,  illegal  practices  in,  etc 

Fees  of  clerks  of  United  States  courts , 

Hankins,  Joel  S 

Returns  of  fees  by  district  attorneys,  etc 

Transfers  and  assignments  of  claims  against  the  United  States 

United  States  commissioners'  fees , 

yOUMANS,  HENRY  M. 
From  OommiUee  on  Agriculture, 

Society  of  American  Florists 
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1630 

544 
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272 
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D  OONGBBSS,  >  HOUSE  OF  RBPEB8BNTATIVES.  C  EBPOBT1868, 
^M  Session.     ]  }       Part  1. 


REPORT 


OF  THB 


ELECT  COMHflTfS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVE, 


INVESTIGATING  THE  METHODS  AND  MANAGEMENT  AND 
PRACTICES  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  PENSIONS, 


OVDEB   RESOLUTION  OF  THfe  lOTH  DAY  OF  FEBBUABY,  1833. 


IN  TWO  VOLUMES. 
VOL.    I. 


JVLt  li,  1802. — Laid  over  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


WASHINGTON! 

eovBBmiBNT  PBmTiNa  ovFicn. 

1892. 


H  EFFORT. 


^HEELER,  of  the  select  committee  to  investigate  and  report  npon 
thods  of  bnsiness  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  and  before  the 
of  pension  appeals,  submitted  the  following  majority  report: 
he  10th  day  of  February  the  Committee  on  Bules  submitted  the 
ng  resolution^  which  was  adopted  by  the  House,  viz : 

edf  That  a  select  committee  to  consist  of  five  members  shall  be  appointed  by 
bker,  which  shall  have  power  and  authority  to  investigate  and  report  upon  the 
{  of  basiuess  in  the  Burean  of  Pensions  and  before  the  board  of  pension  ap- 

0  inquire  whether  use  has  been  made  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  of 
ial  position  to  promote  his  private  affairs  or  partisan  political  purposes; 
r  there  has  been  discrimination  between  applicants  for  pensions  or  between 
^8  practicing  before  the  Pension  Bureau;  whether  any  clerks  or  subordinate 
of  the  Bnreau  have  abused  their  power  or  taken  advantage  of  their  positions 
>  profit  for  themselves  or  others ;  whether  the  civil-service  laws  have  been 

1  by  the  Commissioner  or  other  officers  of  the  Burean  in  the  matter  of  ap- 
ints  and  promotions,  and  generally  to  inqure  into  all  aUeged  abuses  pertain- 
ftid  Burean  or  any  of  its  oflftcers  or  employ^. 

committee  shall  have  the  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  examine 
as  under  oath,  and  may  employ  a  stenographer  and  one  clerk.  It  shall  report 
lit  of  its  investigation  to  the  House,  with  such  recommendation  as  it  may 
'oper  to  make.  The  expenses  of  such  investigation  shaU  be  paid  out  of  the 
ent  fund  of  the  House. 

ill  be  seen  that  this  resolution  gives  the  committee  power  gen- 
to  inquire  into  all  alleged  abuses  pertaining  to  said  Bureau  or 
its  officers  or  employes. 

committee  appointed  under  this  resolution  was  duly  organized, 
.s  taken  a  large  amount  of  evidence,  which  is  herewith  submitted 
[lis  report.  Many  things  were  inquired  into  and  will  be  found  in 
Idence,  but  which  can  not  well  be  covered  in  a  report. 
)ctober,  1889,  Green  B.  Baum  was  appointed  Commissioner  of 
•ns  by  the  President,  and  on  the  22d  day  of  l^ovember,  1889, 
Issioner  Baum  made  an  order  creating  a  division  in  the  Bureau 
isions  known  as  the  appointment  division,  and  he  appointed  his 
reen  B.  Baum,  jr.,  as  chief  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office  and  acting 
f  the  appointment  division.  (Page  156.) 
y  as  it  afterwards  turned  out,  was  a  seriotM  mistake. 

m 

THS    OJlSE  of  a.  B.  HAYWABD. 

• 

ward  was  employed  in  the  classified  service  of  the  Pension  Bu- 
nd was  removed  on  the  20th  of  October,  1890.  He  had  been  a 
'  for  three  years  and  eleven  days  and  had  lost  his  right  arm  in 
vice  after  his  term  of  service  had  expired,  but  before  his  muster 

[  FXH 


n  PENSION   OFFICE    INVESTIGATION. 

He  was  apix)iuted  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  and  was  removed 
on  the  recomineudation  of  young  Raum,  which  was  approveid  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions,  because  he  refused  to  furnish  to  the  Com- 
missioner a  list  of  his  creditors.  It  appears  that  he  had  undertaken  to 
do  business  at  Mount *Pleasant  and  became  involved  through  the  neg- 
lect of  one  of  his  employes,  Mr.  Vellum.  Hay  ward  claimed  that  Vel- 
lum had  damaged  him  by  neglect  of  business  to  an  amount  greater 
than  that  of  Hay  ward's  indebtedness  to  him.  The  only  person  whom 
Hayward  owed  in  the  Pension  Bureau  was  one  Bagan,  who  had  in- 
dorsed Hayward's  note  to  Latourettc.  Latourette  was  engaged  in  the* 
business  of  loaning  money  to  Pension  Office  employes  at  a  high  rate  or 
interest,  sometimes  as  high  as  10  per  cent  per  month.  Hayward 
claimed  that  Ragan  and  Latourette  were  in  partnership  in  this  busi- 
ness and  that  they  divided  the  interest.  He  also  claimed  that  this  was 
an  entirely  x)rivate  matter,  as  Bagan  was  neither  an  inferior  nor  a  supe- 
rior of  Hayward's  and  was  not  employed  in  the  same  division  with  him.. 
Hay  ward  applied  for  reinstiitement  by  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  dated  January  23,  1891,  in  which  he  used  this  language: 

I  appeal  to  you  now  to  consider  the  matter.  If  any  man  brings  proof  that  in  any* 
Ihing  I  have  failed  to  do  my  duty  to  the  Government,  I  but  ask  to  bring  my  proof 
to  the  contrary.  If  any  man  dares  offer  proof  of  any  trait  in  me  making  me  un worthj 
to  stiU  servo  my  Government,  I  wiU  meet  that  also,  not  with  assertions  but  with 
proof,  but  I  submit  no  man  should  bo  disgraced  by  inquisitorial,  star-chamber 
scrutiny  of  his  private  affairs.  No  servant  of  the  Government  should  ever  be  in 
some  chamber  apart  laid  on  the  rack  of  threatened  dismissal  and  plied  with  qaes- 
tious  by  some  superior  follow  servant,  touching  his  finances  or  his  reasons  for  pre- 
ferring to  pay  one  man  rather  than  another,  and  then  to  subordinate  his  convictions 
of  duty  to  the  dictates  of  another  not  his  legally  appointed  judge.     (P.  1233.) 

Under  date  of  January  27, 1891,  Hon.  W.  E.  Chandler,  Hon.  H.  W. 
Blair,  then  United  States  Senators  from  the  State  of  'New  Hampshire, 
and  Hon.  O.  C.  Moore,  Representative  in  Congress  from  the  district  in 
which  Hayward  resided,  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  in  which  they  use  this  language: 

Do  the  facts  require  his  exclusion  from  the  place  he  has  filled  so  well  f  We  are 
inclined  to  believe  they  do  not;  that  he  has  been  hastily  misjudged  and  that  he  is 
fairly  entitled  to  the  restoration  which  he  seeks.     (P.  1234.) 

On  the  10th  of  February,  1891,  Hayward  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  which  he  used  this  language: 

This  action  appeared  to  be  exceedingly  unjust  and  fuU  of  wrong.  It  appears  to 
me  that  my  faithful,  efficient,  and  honorable  service  in  the  Pension  Bureau  had  enti- 
tled me  to  decent  and  fair  treatment  from  those  whose  dntv  it  was  to  treat  with  ine 
officially,  and  it  would  also  seem  proper  to  remember  that  those  brave  men  who  stood 
by  the  Government  in  the  severe  trials  of  war  and  imperiled  their  lives  in  the  de- 
fense of  the  Union  have  "  in  the  sight  of  heaven  and  equity  "  a  very  good  right  to 
expect  of  the  Government  pn>tection  by  the  Government  official^ ;  for  is  it  not  trne 
that  the  courage,  struggle,  and  persistence  of  those  patriotic  men  made  it  possible 
for  the  Government  officiaiH  of  to-day  to  enjoy  the  great  blessing  that  came  from  the 
Government  of  the  union  of  all  the  States?  And  may  we  not  conceive  there  may  be 
times  when,  if  this  fact  is  ignored,  it  will  amount  to  almost  a  crime  f  I  amremii'uled 
of  the  fact  that  up  to  the  time  I  received  notice  of  my  removal  from  the  office  I  was 
expending  all  my  income  in  payment  of  my  indebtedness^  the  fact  that  a  pitiless 
winter  was  nt  hand,  the  fact  that  I  was  minus  my  right  arm  and  without  funds. 
Doe49  it  not  seem  that  these  facts  ought  to  have  enforced  from  the  Bureau  officials 
sentiments  of  truest  humanity  instead  of  remaining  as  rigid  in  indifference  as  the 
cold,  insensible  rock  f    (P.  1234.) 

Elay  ward  went  to  the  Pension  Office  to  see  young  Eaum  in  regard  to 
his  reinstatement,  but  he  was  not  to  be  found.  Hayward  received  in- 
formation that  he  miglit  possibly  be  found  at  the  pool  rooms,  a  notori- 
ous gambling  place  at  what  is  called  "Monte  Carlo''  at  Seventh  street 
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sind  the  Boundary,  and  he  went  to  the  pool  rooms  on  three  ccnisee4f  live 
clays  and  on  two  other  occasions,  and  at  each  visit  he  founcl  yuAug 
Haiim,  sometimes  accompanied  by  Theodore  Smith,  and  at  one  timo  by 
Morris  Ketchnm,  and  Mr.  Greenawalt,  supervising  examiners  of  the 
Pension  Office,  engaged  in  betting  ou  the  ra(*>es.  This  wsis^during  office 
boars  (pp.  1226, 1227  inclusive).  Hay  ward  was  restored  by  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior* 

THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  P.  SMITH. 

On  the  9th  day  of  May,  1891,  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission made  a  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  concerniug  the 
appointment  of  one  William  P.  Smith  as  laborer,  who  was  afterward 
promoted  to  a  clerkship  in  the  Pension  Office. 

This  report  was  accomi^anied  by  evidence  taken  by  the  Commission, 
and  is  found  on  pages  3  to  21,  inclusive,  of  the  record.  It  appears  from 
that  report  and  the  evidence  submitted  therewith  that  one  William  P. 
Smith  was  personated  in  an  examination  before  the  Commission  by  one 
James  L.  Johnson,  who  took  a  civil-service  examination  for  Smith. 

About  the  1st  of  June,  1890,  Smith  was  appointed  a  laborer  on  the 
recommendation  of  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  then  acting  chief  of  the  ap- 
pointment division,  and  was  afterwards  promoted  to  a  messenger  and 
then  to  a  clerkship  in  the  Pension  Bureau  on  the  recommendation  of 
young  Baum. 

The  reasons  given  by  young  Baum  for  the  appointment  of  Smith 
appear  from  the  following  testimony  taken  before  this  committee: 

Q.  Ib  it  a  rule  of  yours  to  confine  yourself  to  ex-soldiers  in  preference  to  those 
who  have  no  military  record f — A.  That  was  just  the  trouble  with  the  labor  men's 
roll ;  they  were  all  weak-backed,  disabled  soldiers.  The  most  they  could  do  would 
be  to  go  around  and  dust  the  walls. 

Q.  Don't  you  have  plenty  of  applications  from  able-bodied  soldiers  f — A.  I  suppose 
we  had  a  number  of  applications.  It  was  a  question  of  whom  to  select,  and  that  is 
what  I  was  to  decide.     We  would  select  the  most  available  man. 

Mr.  Brosius.  Had  Smith  been  a  soldier  f 

A.  No,  sir.    (Pp.  88,89.) 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  that  the  weak-backed  and  disabled  soldiers 
who  were  on  duty  in  the  Pension  Bnreau  and  performing  such  duty  as 
they  conld  were  turned  down  in  this  appointment  and  the  applications 
of  able-bodied  soldiers  ignored  in  favor  of  a  young  man  from  South 
Carolina  who  had  never  seen  service. 

Smith  advertised  for  a  position  m  the  Washington  Star  and  one 
Strachan  (sometimes  pronounced  Strong),  a  colored  man,  answered  the 
advertisement.  Strachan  had  formerly  been  with  Commissioner  Raum 
in  the  internal-revenue  division  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  had 
been  well  acquainted  with  the  Baum  family  for  a  number  of  years  then 
past.  It  was  agreed  between  Smith  and  Strachan  that  Strachan  was  to 
get  Smith  a  place  in  the  Pension  Bureau  for  the  sum  of  $200,  which 
was  afterwards  paid  by  Smith  to  Strachan. 

Strachan  secured  Smith  an  appointment  as  laborer  in  the  Pension 
Bureau  through  young  Baum,  and  apparently  the  f200  was  divided  be- 
tween young  Baum  and  Stra^^ha/n.  In  order  to  cover  up  the  transaction 
Strachan  indorsed  young  Baum's  not^e  at  the  bank  for  the  sum  of  $100, 
on  which  note  young  Baum  procured  the  money.  Strachan  afterwards 
paid  the  note. 
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In  reference  to  this  matter  the  Commission  in  its  reiK>rt  used  this 
language: 

This  tr'^nsaction  showed  more  or  less  intimate  relations  between  Strachan  and 
Ranra  ai^d  strengthens  the  position  which  the  testimony  taken  np  to  this  point 
Justifies,  that  Rbnm  through  Strachan  had  sold  the  position  as  laborer  to  Smith  for 
a  money  consideration.    (P.  5.) 

The  testimony  taken  by  the  Commission,  and  also  that  taken  by  this 
committee,  ftiUy  justifies  this  language  on  the  part  of  the  Commission, 
and  there  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt,  from  this  evidence,  that  young 
Baum  is  guilty  of  accepting  a  bribe  in  the  matter  of  the  appointment 
of  Smith.  Upon  the  submission  of  this  report  by  the  Commission  to 
the  Interior  Department,  Secretary  Noble  demanded  the  resignation  of 
young  Baum,  and  in  that  connection  the  Secretary  says: 

From  this  it  became  apparent  to  me  there  was  a  strong  prima  facie  case  against 
Mr.  Raiim,  jr.,  tending  to  show  he  had  taken  money  either  for  the'  appointment  or 
promotion  of  Smith.  As  it  has  never  been  my  practice  in  the  office  to  wait  very 
long  under  such  circumstances,  I  immediately  requested  and  required  his  resigna- 
tion.    (See  page  3.) 

It  appears  that  young  Baum,  before  tendering  his  resignation,  con- 
sulted his  father,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  as  to  the  course  he 
should  pursue,  in  which  he  says : 

After  having  a  conversation  with  my  father,  for  the  reason  he  stated  to  me  that 
Gen.  Noble  had  loft  the  city — ^that  he  had  gone  to  St.  Louis — that  he,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions,  was  going  to  Chicago  at  once,  and  he  thought  that  I  had  better 
place  my  resignation  in  his  hands  and  have  «c  all  kept  quiet  until  he  could  see  tiie 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  convince  him  that  he,  at  least,  ought  to  give  me  a  chance 
to  be  heard.    (P.  83.) 

Young  Baum  further  testified: 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  he  (meaning  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions)  saw  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  in  regard  to  this  matter  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  He  talked  with  him  about  itt — A.  Yes,  sir.    (P.  83.) 

This  resignation  was  held  up  in  the  Interior  Department  for  a  little 
time,  until  what  is  called  the 

SBVBNTY-TWO  DOLLAB  TRANSACTION. 

About  the  12th  of  March,  1891,  a  letter  was  received  in  the  Pension 
Bureau  from  Concord,  N.  H.,  containing  $72  and  signed  "  Honesty .'^ 
The  letter  stated  in  substance  that  the  writer  had  received  this  sum  in 
excess  of  what  he  thought  was  due  him,  inclosing  the  $72.  This  en- 
velope and  money  were  handed  to  Mr.  Lyon  by  Mr.  M.  B.  Bailey,  chief 
of  the  law  division,  and  Mr.  Lyon  receipted  for  it.  Lyon  gave  the 
money  to  young  Baum  to  be  deposited  in  the  safe  in  young  Raum's 
room.  Young  Baum  failed  to  deposit  the  money  in  the  safe  and  claimed 
that  his  reason  for  not  doing  so  was  because  Lineaweaver  had  the  com- 
bination of  the  safe  and  he  was  out  of  town.  Young  Baum  took  the 
monf»y  out  of  the  envelope,  placed  the  envelope  in  his  desk  in  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau,  and  says  he  carried  the  money  home,  put  it  in  his  wife's 
desk,  and  that  it  remained  there  for  nearly  two  months.  Some  intima- 
tion of  this  transaction  came  to  the  notice  of  a  newspaper  correspond- 
ent, who  went  to  Assistant  Secretary  Chandler  with  it,  who  called 
upon  Mr.  Bailey,  chief  of  the  law  division,  for  an  explanation.  From 
tliis  it  appears  that  considerable  anxiety  had  been  manifested  on  the 
part  of  Lyon,  who  had  receipted  for  the  money,  and  it  was  finally  agreed 
that  Mr.  Bailey  should  consult  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  regard 
to  it.    The  Commissioner  informed  Mr.  Bailey  that  the  money  would  be 
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forthcomiug,  and  the  Commissioner  says  that  he  talked  with  his  son 
about  it  and  in  a  few  days  thereafter  it  was  returned  to  Mr.  Bailey. 
Secretary  Chandler  thereupon  at  once  decided  to  accept  the  resignation 
of  young  Kaum  without  further  delay,  and  he  did  so,  giving  it  imme- 
diate effect. 

Afterwards,  on  consultation  with  General  Bussey,  Second  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  it  was  concluded  to  accept  young  Eaum's 
resignation,  allowing  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  with  pay.  Young 
Raum  claims  that  he  afterwards  tried  to  get  a  hearing  upon  these 
charges  and  that  he  was  refused,  and  he  complained  before  this  com- 
mittee and  elsewhere  that  he  ought  to  have  been  given  a  hearing  and 
allowed  to  disprove  the  charge  made  against  him,  but  when  he  was  put 
upon  the  stand  before  the  committee  he  was  asked  these  questions: 

Q.  Yon  heard  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  when  he  wa«  npon  the 
stand? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wei],  Yon  can  make  any  statement  yon  wish  with  reference  to  the  charges  to 
which  he  alluded,  a  copy  of  which  has  been  filed  here. — A.  I  have  just  been  advised 
by  my  counsel,  Judge  Payson,  not  to  make  a  statement,  but  Just  to  subject  myself 
to  examination. 

Q.  Then  you  will  not  make  any  statement  f — ^A.  No,  not  for  the  present.  (Pp.  80, 
81.) 

This  was  the  first  opportunity  young  Baum  had  had  to  make  explana- 
tion in  regard  to  his  appointment  of  Smith,  and  he  refused  to  make  any 
statement,  under  the  advice  of  counsel.  One  would  suppose  that  such 
an  opportunity  was  just  what  he  desired.  He  declined  this  opportunity, 
but  afterward  api>eared  before  the  committee  and  denied  that  he  had 
received  any  money  for  the  appointment  of  Smith.  He  claimed  that  he 
sent  the  money  by  Lineaweaver's  messenger  to  take  up  the  Strachan 
note  but  there  is  no  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  messenger  that  he  ever 
delivered  any  such  money,  and  there  is  no  evidence  by  Strachan  that  he 
ever  received  any  such  money  or  that  such  money  was  paid  on  the  note. 
This  evidence  was  within  reach  of  young  Baum  and  he  could  have  pro- 
duced it.    He  failed  to  do  so  and  the  presumptions  are  against  him. 

Secretary  Koble,  speaking  of  the  acceptance  of  this  resignation,  says : 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  If  I  understand  you,  you  acted  upon  the  prime  facia  or  ex  parte  case  without 
any  opportunity  for  the  young  man  to  present  his  side  of  the  case  and  without  any 
examination  on  your  part  of  the  fact,  but  simply  turned  him  out,  as  you  say,  for  tiie 
good  of  the  service  t — A.  I  acted  upon  the  document  I  have  submitted  and  on  the 
principle  I  announced  that  that  was  the  thing  to  do,  and  I  did  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  still  think  it  was  right t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  do;  and  I  would  do  it  again. 
(P.  54.) 

There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  acted 
proi)erly  in  this  matter.  The  case  made  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion was  very  strong  and  has  not  been  modified  for  the  better  by  any 
evidence  taken  before  this  committee.  Under  such  a  showing  it  is 
highly  proper  that  those  in  authority  should  act  promptly  and  relieve 
the  public  service  of  such  men.  This  ended  young  Baum's  public  career, 
for  the  time  being  at  least. 

JOHN  BAT7H, 

another  son  of  the  Commissioner,  is  a  x>ension  attorney  doing  business 
in  Washington.  He  appeared  before  the  committee  for  examination 
and  nothing  irregular  was  found  in  the  manner  of  his  doing  business 
with  the  Pension  Office. 
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ENGL£,   HOWARD,   AND  TAYLOE. 

James  E.  Engle  was  in  the  United  States  service  during  the  late  war 
and  received  Ave  wounds  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1864,  two  of  which 
made  necessary  the  amputation  of  his  left  arm.  In  February,  1871,  he 
was  appointed  to  a  clerkship  of  class  1  in  the  Pension  Office  and  was 
dismissed  in  April,  1890,  while  assistant  chief  of  the  record  division 
of  said  office.  No  grounds  were  alleged  for  his  dismissal.  About  three 
months  after  his  dismissal  he  was  reappointed  by  order  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Interior,  but  to  a  lower  grade.  He  was  restored  upon  the 
recommendation  of  Hon.  M.  S.  Quay,  United  States  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  After  his  reinstatement  he  desired  to  be  returned  to 
his  former  position,  and  he  had  some  talk  with  young  Baum  upon  that 
subject  and,  as  Engle  says,  young  Eaum  agreed  to  use  his  influence 
with  his  father  to  get  him  reinstated. 

On  September  4,  1891,  Engle  received  a  telephone  message  from 
Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  to  meet  him  on  the  corner  of  Ninth  and  F  streets, 
with  which  request  Engle  complied,  and  young  Baum  suggested  that 
as  he  had  promised  to  do  Engle  a  favor  by  having  him  promoted,  he 
(Baum)  would  like  to  have  the  favor  retui-ned  by  a  loan  of  $50  from 
Engle.  Engle  refused  to  make  the  loan  and  a^rward  notified  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  these  facts  and  also  of  the  further  fact  that 
it  was  a  current  rumor  in  the  office  that  one  Horace  G.  Stover,  of  the 
Pension  Office,  who  had  been  on  duty  as  a  special  examiner  in  the  field, 
bat  had  upon  a  recent  date  been  recalled,  had  stated  that  he  would  be 
returned  to  duty  in  the  field  through  the  agency  of  Theo.  Smith,  who 
was  at  that  time  chief  of  the  special  examination  division.  That  on  or 
about  Friday,  September  11,  1891,  while  Engle  and  Major  Howard,  of 
the  Pension  Office,  were  standing  near  the  entrance  to  the  rooms  of  the 
special  examination  division  of  the  Pension  Office  in  which  they  were 
employed,  they  both  saw  the  said  Smith  meet  the  said  Stover,  the 
latter  handing  the  former  what  was  without  doubt  a  roll  of  bills 
(money),  and  about  September  14,  1891,  about  three  days  after  this 
occurrence,  an  order  was  issued  sending  the  said  Stover  to  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  as  a  special  examiner.  Howard  joined  in  this  report  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  and  stated  in  his  affidavit:  "That  on  Friday,  tlie 
11th,  or  Saturday,  the  12th  instant,  while  in  the  corridor  of  the  special 
examination  division,  in  company  with  Mr.  Engle,  deponent  saw  Mr. 
H.  G.  Stover  meet  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  and  hand  to  said  Smith  a  roll, 
as  deponent  believes,  bank  notes.  At  that  time  said  Smith  and  Stover 
were  not  ten  yards  from  us.  On  Monday  said  Stover  was  again  sent 
to  the  field  as  a  special  examiner." 

Secretary  N'oble  said  with  reference  to  this  matter  as  follows: 

■ 

Thereupon  the  Commissioner  took  a  position  against  these  two  employ^  and 
another  man  by  the  name  of  Taylor,  who  was  also  a  special  examiner  in  the  Pension 
Borean^  and  insisted  that  they  should  be  removed.     (P.  26.) 

Howard  and  Taylor,  like  Engle,  were  old  soldiers,  and  Taylor  at  the 
close  of  the  war  was  serving  on  General  Logan's  staff. 

The  Commissioner  was  unable  to  procure  the  discharge  jf  Engle,  but 
Howard  afterwards  resigned  for  the  reason  stated  by  him  in  his  res- 
ignation addressed  to  the  Secretary,  as  follows: 

Since  the  filing  of  said  charges,  I  have  been  subjected  in  many  ways  to  a  series  of 
petty  insults  and  persecution.  Gen.  Ranm  has  openly  boasted  he  had  the  favor 
and  coufidence  of  the  President  and  youi'self  (the  Secretary  of  the  Interior)  and 
that  he  had  insisted  on  my  dismissal.     (P.  231.) 
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The  Oominissioner  afterwards  procured  the  resignation  of  Tjiylor, 
and  after  it  had  been  accepted  and  had  taken  effect,  the  Commissioner 
filed  charges  against  him,  in  which  he  says : 

In  the  case  of  an  old,  blind  soldier  who  tried  for  years  to  get  jnstioe,  the  case  was 
assigned  to  Taylor  for  investigation,  and  ho  boasted  tome  that  he  had  kept  the  man 
out  of  his  pension  for  three  years.  The  man  finally  died  a  pauper,  and  after  the  death 
ol'the  soldier  the  widow  prosecuted  the  claim  and  it  was  brou<;ht  to  the  attention 
of  the  Commissioner  and  Taylor  came  forward  at  once  to  endeavor  to  defeat  it.  As 
the  claim  involved  a  large  payment,  I  brought  it  to  the  attention  of  Assistant  Sec- 
retary Bussey,  and  he  and  1  went  over  it  carefully  and  the  claim  was  allowed  to  the 
widow.  The  old  soldier,  however,  lies  in  a  *^auper's  grave  because  of  the  mental 
obliquity  and  prejudice  of  F.  M.  Taylor.     (P.  293.) 

The  records  then  in  the  Pension  Office  show  that  when  the  claim  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Taylor  for  examination  the  claimant,  Frank 
Delaire,  had  been  dead  for  nearly  three  weeks.  This  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  must  have  known  or  should  have  known,  because  he  went 
all  over  the  papers  and  the  record  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  whether 
or  not  the  pension  should  be  allowed  to  the  widow.  It  appears  from 
Taylor's  report  that  he  did  object  to  the  allowance  of  the  claim  to  the 
widow  ui>on  the  ground  that  itwas  a  death-bed  marriage;  that  she  was 
a  woman  whom  Delaire  had  picked  up  on  the  Plains  of  Abraham  in 
Canada,  and  that  there  was  no  proof  in  the  case  that  she  was  legally 
authorized  to  marry  him  or  that  he  was  legally  authorized  to  marry 
her.  In  other  words,  there  was  no  proof  that  it  was  a  lawful  mar- 
riage. The  pension  allowed  the  widow  was  the  sum  of  $12,000.  This 
was  a  large  amount  to  be  allowed  upon  the  evidence  in  the  case.    (P.  847.) 

It  was  a  harsh,  unjustifiable,  and  cruel  statement  for  the  Commis- 
sioner to  make,  that  "  the  old  soldier,  however,  lies  in  a  pauper's  grave 
because  of  the  mental  obliquity  and  predjudice  of  F.  M.  Taylor,''  when 
the  facts  were,  as  we  have  said,  that  the  old  soldier  was  dead  when  the 
case  was  put  into  Taylor's  hands  and  the  Commissioner  knew  or  should 
have  known  it  when  he  made  the  statement.  The  animosity  of  the  Com- 
missioner against  Taylor  apparently  arose  from  the  fact  that  Taylor 
informed  the  Commissioner  of  the  d^ertion  and  court-martial  of  Theo- 
dore Smith,  a  favorite  of  the  Commissioner's.  (See  case  of  Theodore 
Smith  in  this  report.  See  Commissioner  Baum's  charges  against  Taylor, 
p.  324.) 

In  these  charges  the  Commissioner  further  says: 

I  al8<i  forward  lierewith  copies  of  certain  papers  furnished  me  by  the  Post-Offlce 
Department  in  regard  to  Francis  M.  Tcaylor^  whoso  resi^ation  has  lately  been 
accepted  to  take  effect  November  16^  1889,  but  whose  dismissal  I  recently  recom- 
ineuaed.  I  forward  these  papers  so  that  they  may  be  placed  on  the  files  of  your 
Department  for  further  reference  in  the  event  that  Mr.  Taylor  may  hereafter  seek 
for  reinstatement.     (P.  324.) 

An  examination  of  the  papers  from  the  Post-Office  Department  shows 
that  they  were  not  on  oath,  that  they  were  particuljirly  contradictory, 
and  that  the  whole  matter  appears  to  be  neighborhood  gossip.  The 
Commissioner  used  that  part  of  them  beainng  most  heavily  against  Mr. 
Taylor  and  ignored  the  balance.    (Pp.  615-G20.) 

Mr.  Bathbone,  Fourth  Assistant  Postmaster-General,  said  that  these 
papers  were  in  his  private  files  and  were  not  a  part  of  the  public  records 
Bor  intended  as  such,  and  that  he  did  not  know  how  Commissioner  Baum 
found  out  that  he  had  any  such  papers.  Taylor  never  heard  of  these 
charges  until  they  were  brought  out  in  this  investigation,  (Pp.  1421- 
1423,  16ia-ia'30.) 

The  public  service  does  not  ailbrd  much  protection  to  private  char- 
ttcter  under  such  circumstances  as  these.    The  Commissioner  had  de- 
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maiided  the  dismissal  of  Taylor,  but  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  re- 
iiised  to  dismiss  him.  Taylor,  however,  tendered  his  resignation,  which 
had  been  accepted;  but  the  Commissioner,  notwithstanding  Taylor  was 
out  of  office,  filed  these  false  charges  against  him  for  the  pnrx)Ose,  as  he 
alleges,  of  preventing  his  reinstatement.  The  whole  proceeding  was 
malicious  beyond  any  sort  of  controversy. 

OASE  OF  OHABLES  ALFRED  DE  ABNAX7B. 

In  1861  Mr.  De  Arnaud  was  eommissioned  by  Oen.  Freniont  as  cap- 
tain in  the  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry  and  assigned  to  duty  on 
Gen.  Fremont's  staff.  It  appears  from  the  certificate  of  Albert  Tnusy, 
brevet  colonel,  U.  S.  Army,  under  date  of  January  3, 1890.  and  iJbo 
from  the  statement  of  Gen.  John  0.  Fremont,  under  date  of  October  31, 
1887,  that  De  Arnaud  was  apx>ointed  captain  in  the  Fifth  Missouri  Vol- 
unteer Infantry  and  was  chosen  by  Gen.  Fremont  to  make  military  re- 
connoissanees  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee,  and  that  he  was  sent  on  that 
duty  early  in  August,  1861.  He  was  instructed  to  ascertain  the  i>osi- 
tion,  force,  and  probable  movements  of  the  enemy  and  to  examine  the 
country  for  the  selection  of  such  points  as  might  be  advantageously 
occupied  by  the  Union  troops.  AH  of  this  duty  he  performed  with 
skill  and  intelligence  at  much  personal  risk  and  to  the  entire  satisfac- 
tion of  Gen.  Fremont.  He  remained  within  the  Confederate  lines  from 
about  the  12th  of  August,  1861,  until  the  5th  of  September,  when 
he  reported  to  Gen.  Grant  at  Cairo,  and  to  G^n.  Fremont  on  the  6th  of 
September  at  St.  Louis.  He  was  then  suffering  severely  from  wounds 
he  hail  recently  received  in  the  head  in  the  discharge  of  the  duty  as- 
signed to  him. 

In  a  letter  to  Charles  De  Arnaud,  dated  Cairo,  November  31, 1861, 
Gen.  Grant  says : 

In  reply  to  your  request  and  the  note  of  M%j.  Gen.  Halleck  presented  to  me  by 
yqurselfy  I  can  state  I  took  possession  of  Padacah,  Ky.,  solely  on  information  given 
by  yourself  and  to  the  effect  that  the  rebels  were  marching  upon  that  city  with  a 
large  force.  This  information  I  afterwards  had  reason  to  belieye  was  faUy  verified. 
(P.  1205.) 

Under  dato  of  January  2, 1862,  Gen.  Fremont  certified — 

That  Charles  De  Arnaud  was  employed  by  me  from  about  the  1st  of  August  in 
traveling  throughout  the  rebel  parts  of  Tennessee  and  Kentucky  with  t^e  object  of 
ascertaining  the  strength,  condition,  and  probable  movements  of  the  rebel  forces. 
He  made,  under  my  direction,  many  such  journeys,  reporting  fully  and  in  detail 
upon  the  force  of  the  various  encampments  and  the  condition  and  strenj^  of  garri- 
sons and  various  works  in  Tennessee  and  along  the  Mississippi  River.  He  obtained 
this  information  at  much  personal  risk  and  with  singular  intelligence,  and  performed 
the  duties  intrusted  to  him  entirely  to  my  satisfaction.  He  continued  on  this  duty 
until  the  termination  of  my  command  in  the  Western  Department.  His  services 
were  valuable  to  the  Government  and  I  consider  him  entitled  to  the  largest  consid- 
eration that  the  Government  allows  in  such  cases  or  to  such  agents.    (P.  1205.) 

President  Lincoln  said,  January  13, 1862  : 

I  have  no  time  to  investigate  this  claim,  but  I  desire  the  accounting  officer  to  in- 
vestigate it  and,  if  it  be  found  just  and  equitable,  to  pay  it,  notwithstanding  any 
point  of  technical  illegality  in  form.    (P.  1205.) 

This  claim  was  prosecuted  by  De  Arnaud  before  Congress,  and  a 
Senate  committee,  of  wliicli  Gen.  Logan  was  chairman,  recommended 
that  he  be  allowed  the  sum  of  $5,000.  Commissioner  Baum  was  his 
counsel  and  acted  as  such  under  a  contract  with  De  Arnaud  to  receive 
as  his  fee  50  per  cent  of  the  amount  recovered.  De  Arnaud  was-dis- 
satisfied  with  the  amount  recommended  and  refused  to  receive  it^  and 
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he  ceased  tlie  farther  prosecution  of  the  claim.  This  a^ition  on  the 
part  of  De  Arnaud  prevented  Gen.  Baum  from  receiving  his  50  per 
cent  of  this  amount,  and  De  Arnaud  testifies  that  from  that  time  for- 
ward the  Commissioner  has  enterained  an  ill  feeling  towards  him  on  that 
account.  As  such  counsel  for  De  Arnaud,  the  Commissioner  had  knowl- 
edge of  these  papers  signed  by  Gen.  Fremont,  Gen.  Grant,  and  Presi- 
dent Lincoln,  and  he  also  knew  of  certain  affidavits  made  oy  Gen.  Fre- 
mont while  De  Arnaud's  claim  for  a  pension  was  pending  before  Com- 
missioner Black.  (These  affidavits  and  papers  will  be  found  on  pages 
1204-1208  of  this  record.) 

While  the  pension  claim  of  De  Arnaud  was  pending  before  Commis- 
sioner Black  it  became  necessary,  as  was  supposed  by  the  Pension  Of- 
fice, to  procure  the  military  history  of  De  Arnaud,  and  for  this  purpose 
they  sent  to  the  War  Department,  and  that  Department  returned  the 
record  of  Alfred  Arnaud,  of  Company  F,  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer  In- 
fantry. This  record  afterwards  cut  considerable  of  a  figure  in  the  De 
Arnaud  case.  Gen.  Fremont  and  De  Arnaud  himself  believed  that  this 
was  the  actual  military  record,  as  made  by  the  War  Department,  of 
Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud,  who  was  commissioned  by  Gen.  Fremont 
under  the  name  of  Alfred  Arnaud,  but  it  afterwards  turned  out  that  this 
was  the  military  record  of  Alfred  Arnaud,  captain  of  Company  F,-  Fifth 
Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry,  an  entirely  different  person. 

Capt.  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud  was  mustered  out  in  September, 
1861,  while  Capt.  Alfred  Arnaud,  of  Company  F,  was  mustered  out 
August  27  of  the  same  year.  This  discrepancy  in  the  dates  of  muster- 
ing out  of  Capt.  Alfred  Arnaud,  as  shown  by  his  military  record,  and 
the  mastering  out  of  Capt.  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud,  as  shown  by  the 
certificate  of  Gen.  Fremont,  induced  Gen.  Black  to  reject  the  pension 
claim  of  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud.  Gen.  Black  at  that  time  sup- 
posed that  this  military  record  of  Alfred  Arnaud  was  intended  to  be 
the  military  record  of  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud,  he  having  no  knowl- 
edge that  they  were  two  separate  and  distinct  persons.  Neither  Gen. 
PYemont  nor  Capt.  Charles  Alfi'cd  de  Arnaud  knew  at  this  time  of  the 
existence  of  Alfred  Arnaud,  captain  of  Company  F,  Fifth  Missouri  Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

Commissioner  Black  said  that  ^^  claimant's  injuries  were  received 
subsequent  to  his  discharge  from  Company  F,  Kifth  Missouri  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  August  27,  1861,  and  the  Adjutant-General  refused  to 
recognize  him  as  an  officer  or  enlisted  man  of  the  regular  or  volunteer 
forces  of  the  United  States  subsequent  to  said  27th  day  of  August, 
1861."  The  claimant  then  applies  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  for 
a  rehearing  and  his  case  was  personally  considered  by  him  August  8, 
18o7.    The  ruling  of  the  Commissioner  was  as  follows: 

An  examination  of  the  statutes  fails  to  disclose  to  the  Commissioner  any  designa- 
tion nnder  which  this  claim  can  be  recognized.  Suppose  the  Record  of  the  War 
Department  to  correctly  present  two  facts,  the  muster  and  discharge.  If  these 
recitals  are  accurate.  De  Arnaud  ceased  to  be  an  officer  or  in  the  employ  of  the  mili- 
tary branch  of  the  tlnited  States  service  on  the  27th  day  of  August,  1861.  If  he 
had  not  been  mustered  out  at  that  time — ^if  the  War  Department  record  was  wrong — 
then  the  pension  might  be  claimed  under  the  first  paragraph  of  section  4693,  Ke- 
Yised  Statutes.    (P.  1201.) 

Continuing,  Commissioner  Blaek  says: 

It  will  be  observed  that  this  section  provides  that  if  any  "officer''  or  "enlisted  man, 
however  employed,"  whether  regularly  mustered  or  not,  be  disabled  by  reason  of 
any  wound  received,  or  disease  contracted  while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States 
and  in  the  line  of  duty,  he  is  entitled  to  a  pension.  (De  Arnaud  was  not  either  an 
officer  or  an  enlisted  man,  September  4, 1861.)    (P.  1202.) 
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Here  is  where  Commissioner  Black  made  his  mistake  as  to  the  facte. 
The  record  of  the  War  Departmcut  was  incorrect  so  far  as  it  affected 
Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud.  It  was  a  fa<5t  that  Charles  Alfred  De  Ar- 
naud  was  an  officer  on  the  4th  day  of  September,  1861,  but  this  was 
not  known  to  Commissioner  Black  as  he  was  reljing  on  the  military 
record  of  Alfred  De  Arnaud,  of  Company  F,  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer 
Infantry,  supposing  it  to  be  the  record  of  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud. 
Commissioner  Black  was  correct  from  his  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and 
his  report  shows  that  had  he  known  the  facts,  he  would  hare  allowed 
the  pension. 

After  De  Arnaud's  claim  had  been  rejected  by  Commissioner  Black, 
Commissioner  Baum,  who  was  then  acting  as  De  Arnaud's  counsel  in 
the  prosecution  of  his  claim  before  Congress,  advised  De  Arnaud  to 
make  another  application  as  soon  as  the  administration  changed. 
(See  De  Arnaud's  testimony,  p.  1184.)  De  Arnaud  complied  with,  this 
request  soon  after  Baum  was  appointed  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and 
m  his  application  he  simply  stated,  that  he  was  a  captain  in  the  Fiftb 
Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry,  assigned  to  special  duty  in  the  field  and 
giving  no  company.  This  was  a  correct  statement  of  his  case.  Soon 
after  this,  as  testified  by  De  Amaudj  the  ill  feeling  between  him  and  Oen. 
Raum  arose^  because  of  De  ArnauWs  refusal  to  accept  the  $5ft00  recom- 
mended by  the  Senate  committee.  Subsequent  to  this  the  other  Arnaud, 
as  hereinbefore  stated,  was  discovered  by  Gen.  Baum  and  Capt.  De 
Arnaud.  Capt.  Alfred  Arnaud,  of  Company  F,  Fifth  Missouri  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  also  applied  for  a  pension  and  the  Pension  Bureau 
inquired  into  his  case  and  soon  afterwards  De  Arnaud  was  indicted 
for  falsely  personating  Capt.  Alfred  Arnaud,  of  Company  F,  .Fifth 
Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  Brooks,  special  examiner  of  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau,  was  sent  to  look  after  the  arrest  of  De  Arnaud.  After 
arrest  De  Arnaud  was  placed  in  jail  before  he  could  secure  bail.  These 
facts  Brooks  reported  t^  Commissioner  Baum.  De  Arnaud  was  after- 
ward tried  and  acquitted.  (See  Brooks's  letter  to  Commissioner  liaum, 
p.  1209.) 

It  is  very  singular  that  Commissioner  Baum  should  have  caused  or 
even  allowed  these  proceedings,  having  fiiU  knowledge  of  all  the  serv- 
ices of  De  Arnaud  through  the  affidavits  and  letters  of  Gen.  Fremont 
and  Gen.  Grant  and  all  of  the  facts  which  came  to  him  as  counst^l  of 
De  Arnaud  in  the  prosecution  of  his  claim  before  Congress.  The  dis- 
covery of  the  existence  of  Alfred  Arnaud  of  Company  F,  Fifth  Mis- 
souri Volunteer  Infantry,  cleared  the  case  of  all  doubts  and  uncertain- 
ties which  had  before  existed  on  account  of  confounding  the  military 
record  of  Alfred  Arnaud,  as  shown  by  the  War  Department,  with  that 
of  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud. 

Before  this  indictment  was  found  it  was  morally  certain  to  Commis- 
sioner Baum  tnat  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud  was  the  person  he  repre- 
sented himself  to  be,  and  that  he  had  performed  the  services  speciJ&ed 
by  Gen.  Fremont  and  Gen.  Grant,  and  for  which  he  had  been  allowed 
$5,000  by  the  Senate  Committee.    Baum  swears: 

It  just  happened  that  I  knew  aU  about  De  Arnaud's  service.  He  had  told  me  al 
about  it.     (P.  534.) 

There  was  nothing  in  the  facts  of  the  case  tending  to  show  to  Qom- 
missioner  Kaum  that  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud  was  falsely  personat- 
ing Alfred  Arnaud  of  Company  P,  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer  Infaiitiy. 
The  services  of  Alfred  Arnaud  were  of  an  entirely  different  character. 
He  was  the  captain  of  Company  F  and  remained  with  it.    How,  then, 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  XI 

uld  iliis  prosecution  of  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud  have  been  carried 
rward  \\\  good  faith?  There  were  no  possible  grounds  for  the  prose- 
ition,  aud.  the  x)rompt  verdict  of  acquittal  shows  it  had  no  foundation 
I  fact,  aud  Commissioner  Baum  knew  it.  Every  step  taken  by  the 
ensioa  Department  in  that  prosecution  was  a  gross  outrage.  Special 
Ixaminer  Brooks  reix)rte(i  to  Commissioner  Baum  the  acquittal  of  De 
jmaud,  and  two  days  after  this  acquittal  Commissioner  Uaum,  of  his 
wn  motion,  and  without  any  request  from  De  Arnaud  or  his  counsel, 
ook  up  this  claim  for  a  pension  and  rejected  it.  Hie  grounds,  as  al- 
eged  by  him,  for  this  rejection  are — 

First.  That  the  claim  of  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud  is  not  the  identical  Al&ed 
Lmaad  Mrho.in  the  year  1861  was  enrolled  and  mastered  in  as  captain  of  Company  F 
>f  the  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry.  Said  Alfred  Arnaud  was  another  person, 
irhose  identity  has  been  established  aud  who  has  now  on  tile  in  this  office  a  claim 
for  a  pension,  No.  722956. 

Second.  That  Charles  Alfred  De  Arnaud  hjts  failed  to  show  that  he  was  mustered 
into  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  and  has  also  failed  to  show  that  he  was 
Bver  mnsterjd  out  of  the  military  service  of  the  United  States.    (P.  1203.) 

As  to  the  first  groand,  it  is  true  that  Oharles  Alfred  de  Arnand  was 
not  the  same  Alfred  Arnaud  who,  in  the  year  1861,  was  enrolled  and 
mustered  in  as  captain  of  Company  F,  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer  In- 
fantry, hut  this  fact  in  no  way  militated  against  the  validity  of  the 
claim  of  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud.  Both  of  these  men  might  have 
been  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  the  right  of  one  depended  in  no  manner 
on  the  right  of  the  other. 

As  to  the  second  ground,  ^^That  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud  had  failed 
to  show  that  he  was  ever  mustered  into  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States  and  had  also  failed  to  show  that  he  was  ever  mustered 
out  of  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,'^  it  is  wholly  untrue, 
and  must  have  been  known  to  be  so  by  Commissioner  Baum  when  he 
made  that  decision.  The  aflBdavits  of  Gen.  Fremont  and  Ward  H. 
Lamon  and  the  certificate  of  Col.  Albert  Tracy,  as  well  as  the  sworn 
evidence  of  Gen.  Burbridge  (pp.  1191-1193),  show  conclusively  that  De 
Arnaud  was  appointed  captain  of  the  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry, 
and  that  he  was  mustered  out  in  September,  1861,  after  the  time  he  re- 
ceived the  wound  for  which  he  claimed  a  pension,  and  that  he  belonged 
to  the  cls^s  of  oflQcers  provided  for  in  the  Act  of  March  25, 1862. 

Now,  what  can  be  said  of  this  action  of  Commissioner  Baumf  Was 
it  honest,  conscientious,  and  justt  Every  fact  and  circumstance  con- 
nected with  this  case  shows  to  the  contrary.  Gen.  Bussey  approved  this 
action  of  Commissioner  Baum,  but  upon  entirely  different  grounds.  He 
maintained,  not  that  it  was  a  case  of  false  personation,  but  that  this 
claim  was  barred  because  it  was  not  prosecuted  to  a  successful  issue 
prior  to  the  4th  day  of  July,  1874.  The  act  to  which  he  refers  pro- 
vides as  follows: 

Bat  no  claim  of  a  State  militiaman  or  nonenlisted  person,  on  account  of  disability 
from  wooDds  or  injuries  received  in  battles  with  rebels  or  Indians  while  temporarily- 
rendering  service,  shaU  be  valid  nnless  prosecuted  to  a  successful  issue  prior  to  the 
4th  day  of  July,  1874. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  Commissioner  Black  did  not  place  his  de- 
cision on  any  such  grounds,  nor  did  Commissioner  Baum.  It  must  be 
remembered  also  that  Charles  Alfred  de  Arnaud  was  not  a  "  State 
militiaman"  nor  a  "nonenlisted  person.''  But  his  case  comes  within 
that  provision  of  the  statutes  of  1H63  which  declares — 

"That  the  Secretary  of  War  is  hereby  authorized  aud  required  to  allow  them  pay," 
etc.,  and  "  to  all  oflicers,  whether  mustered  into  actual  service  or  not,  where  their  serv- 
iees  were  accepted  and  actually  employed  by  the  generals  who  have  been  in  com- 
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mand  of  the  Department  of  the  West  or  the  Department  of  Missouri.  That  the  officers 
so  employed,  who  have  been  wounded  or  incapacitated  for  service,  shall  be  entitled 
to  receive  the  x>ension  allowed  for  such  disability.'' 

And  there  is  no  limitation  in  this  act. 

Capt.  Charles  Alfred  De  Amaud  came  squarely  within  these  pro- 
visions of  the  law  and  was  entitled  to  receive  his  pension  under  that 
statute. 

It  appears  that  the  wound  received  by  Oapt.  De  Amaud  rendered 
him  insaue  for  a  number  of  years,  and  Gen.  Bussey  in  his  opinion  says: 

The  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  insanity  aUeged  by  the  claimant  does 
not  affect  the  status  of  the  case  or  prevent  a  bar  of  the  statnte  of  limitations.    (P. 

1208.) 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  by  this  decision  has  placed 
itself  in  the  attitude  of  pleading  the  statute  of  limitations  in  bar  of  a 
meritorious  claim  arising  in  favor  of  one  who  performed  military  service 
of  great  value  to  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  the  insanity  of 
the  claimant,  resulting  from  the  wounds  for  which  he  sought  the  pension. 

This  is  contrary  to  the  decision  of  the  Department  in  the  case  of 
Richard  J.  Cunningham,  certificate  No.  119613,  wherein  it  was  held 
that  the  limitation  did  not  apply  during  the  time  the  claimant  was 
insane.  In  that  case  the  claimant  became  insane  about  four  mouths 
prior  to  the  expuration  of  the  five  years'  limit,  and  he  did  not  apply 
for  a  pension  until  four  or  five  months  after  that  limitation  expiied. 
His  claim  was  allowed.  This  case  settled  the  doctrine  that  the  statute 
of  limitations  does  not  run  during  insanity. 

Gen.  Bussey  further  held  that  in  a  claim  for  a  pension  under  section 
2  of  the  Act  of  March  25, 1862,  proof  of  service  must  be  established  by 
the  records  of  the  office  of  the  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  or  the  Pay- 
master-General, U.  S.  Army.  This  is  a  technical  construction  of  a 
liberal  statute  when  applied  to  the  facts  in  the  De  Arnaud  case.  The 
statute  makes  no  such  requirement.  Gen.  Bussey,  in  order  to  sustain 
Commissioner  Eaum,  failed  to  exercise  his  usual  good  judgment 
When  we  come  to  compare  this  case  with  that  of  the  woman  ia  Canada, 
who  received  $12,000  because  of  a  death-bed  marriage  with  Delaire, 
without  proof  that  it  was  a  legally  contracted  marriage,  it  presents  a 
most  singular  contrast.  The  course  taken  by  Commissioner  Kaum  in 
this  case  was  unjust  and,  as  we  believe,  malicious. 

THEODORE  SMITH. 

Mr.  Smith  was  something  of  a  character  in  the  Pension  OflRce  and 
seemed  to  have  the  confidence  of  the  Commissioner  in  a  large  degree, 
but  it  turned  out  that  he  had  been  court-martialed  for  deserting  the 
military  service  of  the  Government.  It  seems  that  he  went  then  by  the 
name  of  Ransom  A.  Davis.  (See  transcript  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
court-martial,  pp.  31-34  of  this  record.) 

In  Engle's  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  indorsed  on  Engle's 
papers  the  following:  "He  was  under  Theodore  Smith,  which  makes 
_-ptiun  a  good  deal."  In  Fawcett's  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
made  the  following  indorsement :  "  I  think  tliis  has  been  some  of  Smith's 
work.''  Taylor  notified  the  Commissioner  of  the  court-martial  of  Smith, 
and  the  Commissioner  in  his  charges  against  Taylor  refers  to  tbis  fact 
in  strong  language. 

Mr.  Smith  appeared  before  the  committee  of  his  own  motion  and  made 
a  statement  on  oath  and  denied  any  interference  in  the  cases  of  Engle 
and  Fawcett.    What  he  did  say,  however,  is  not  so  important  as  what 


PENSION   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  XIH 

he  omftted  to  say.  He  made  no  denial  whatever  of  the  statements 
made  by  Eugle  and  Howard,  that  tstover  had  met  him  (Smith)  in  the 
Pension  Office  and  handed  him  what  appeared  to  be  a  roil  of  bills  and 
that  in  a  few  days  thereafter  Stover  was  assigned  to  duty  in  the  field  as 
special  examiner.  The  fact  is  significant  and  strongly  supports  Engle 
and  Howard  in  their  charges  against  Mr.  Smith.    (Pp.  1450-1459.) 

We  quote  some  of  the  testimony  in  regard  to  Smith: 

Mr.  Barker  testified: 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  or  not  any  clerk  or  person  connected  with  the  PenHiou 
Office,  signed  a  statement  in  regard  to  your  conduct  and  Raum's  with  those  who  had 
b«en  running  with  you  outside t — ^A.  Only,  I  understand,  Theodore  Smith — it  was 
only  a  nyudicate 

Q.  What  syndicate  t — A.  A  syndicate,  I  would  mean  by  that  that  three  or  four 
good  fellows  going  out  after  4  o'clock,  investing,  if  they  wished,  and  having  a  good 
time  (generally. 

Q.  Investing  at  the  pool  rooms  t — A.  If  they  saw  fit,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  syndicate  of  that  kind  having  an  understanding  with  each 
other  in  that  sort  of  business? — A,  Not  exactly,  but  it  was 

Q.  Did  yon  put  in  your  money  to  play  the  liorsesT — A.  We  may  have  done  it 
once  or  twice. 

Q.  Who  was  the  syndicate,  Smith  and  who  else  t — A.  I  said  we  met  sometimes. 
We  would  meet  after  4  o'clock. 

Q.  Just  be  perfectly  franK  about  that.  Did  not  you  and  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  and 
Theodore  Smith  sometimes  agree  that  you  would  go  out  and  -  pool  your  capital  and 
invest  in  the  races  f — A.  No,  not  exactly  that. 

Q.  Not  exactly.  Well,  state  what  it  was  you  did  thent — A.  Well,  we  went  out 
anil  if  one  had  a  little  more  money  than  the  other  we  would  loan  one  another. 

Q.  For  whiitf— A.  To  bet. 

Q.  On  what  ? — A.  On  the  winning  horses,  when  we  could  pick  them. 

Q.  A(lk»r  vour  aMiention  was  called  to  this  by  Gen.  Bussey,  you  quit  itf — ^A.  Yes, 
sir.    (P.  44k) 

LINEAWEAYEB. 

Mr.  Lineaweaver  seems  to  be  entitled  to  some  little  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  committee.  He  was  the  private  secretary  of  Oreen  B. 
Banm,  jr.  He  had  the  combination  of  the  safe  so  that  young  Raum 
could  not  deposit  the  $72  due  the  conscience  fund.  He  sent  his  (Liuea- 
weaver's)  private  secretary  with  the  money  to  take  up  the  Strachan 
note,  as  he  says.  He  was  afterwards  promoted  to  the  ofSce  of  the 
private  secretary  of  Commissioner  Banm.  As  such  secretary^  he  ac- 
companied Greenawalt  in  one  of  his  expeditions  to  get  testimony  against 
Cooper.  He  appeared  at  the  Post-Office  Department  to  get  the  charges 
against  Taylor.  His  relations  with  the  Commissioner  seemed  to  be 
very  confidential,  but  the  singular  part  of  his  case  is  that  he  was  born 
twice  on  the  same  day  at  two  different  places. 

In  his  first  application  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission  he  swears  in 
answer  to  this  question,  "When  and  where  were  you  bomt" — A.  "Au- 
gust 3,  1868  5  Washington,  D.  C.'^ 

It  afterward  turned  out  that  the  quota  from  the  District  of  Columbia 
was  full.  Mr.  Lineaweaver  then  makes  another  application  to  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  and  in  answer  to  the  question,  "When  and  where 
were  you  bornf  he  answers,  "August  3,  1868;  Shrewsbury,  York 
County,  Pa."    (Pp.  402,  403.) 

In  his  first  application,  in  answer  to  the  question,  "  What  is  your 
present  legal  residencef^  he  answered,  "Washington,  D.  C."  In  his 
second  application,  in  answer  to  the  question,  "What  is  your  present 
legal  veaidencel^  he  replies,  "Town  of  Shrewsbury,  county  of  York, 
State  of  Peunsylvania,  Congressional  district,  Nineteenth.'^ 
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Lineaweaver  testified  before  this  committee  as  follows: 

<^.  I  want  your  legal  residence  f — A.  I  claim  the  State  of  PennBylyania  as  my  legal 
residence. 

Q.  How  did  yon  come  to  get  a  claim  on  that  State  t — A.  Because  whei^I  took  the 
civil-service  examination  I  waH  a  minor,  and  I  took  the  residence  of  my  parents. 

Q.  Where  did  they  nwidef — A,  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Q.  Is  yonr  father  living  heret — A.  In  his  lifetime.  He  has  been  dead  twenty 
years. 

Q.  Is  your  mother  living? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  she  living! — A.  Here  with  me. 

Q.  Was  she  living  in  Pennsylvania  thent — A.  No,  sir;  with  me. 

Q.  Where  was  her  legal  residence  thent — A.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Q.  How  did  she  acquire  a  legal  residence  there  and  reside  in  Washington  f — A.  Mjr 
father  left  there  and  went  into  business  here,  and  six  years  after  he  came  here  he  died. 

Q.  How  did  you  make  out  that  you  had  a  legal  residence  in  Pennsylvania  t — ^A.  We 
had  some  property  there  and  I  did  not  get  that  until  I  was  of  age,  so  I  said  that  wae 
my  legal  residence.    (Pp.  731, 732.) 

This  is  a  clear  evasion  of  the  civil  service  niles.  Lineaweaver's  resi- 
dence was  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  he  knew  it.  It  was  a  mere 
subterfuge  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  civil  service  rules  and  obtain- 
ing a  position  in  the  Government  service  at  a  time  when  the  quota 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  was  full. 

FOBD,   MBS.  CADDIE  L.  WBIGHT,  AND  THE  LONESOME  BOAD. 

Mrs.  Wright  was  a  copyist  in  the  record  division.  Maj.  Barker  was 
chief  of  the  division  and  Mr.  Ford  assistant  chief.    Mrs.  Wright  said : 

I  was  going  from  the  office  one  evening  and  at  the  comer  of  F  and  Eighth  streets 
Mr.  Ford  was  standing.  I  do  not  know  whether,  I  can  not  say  whether  he  was  there 
to  wait  for  me  or  not.  I  would  not  say,  I  could  not  say.  He  stepped  up  to  me  and 
said, "  Mrs.  Wright,  can  I  speak  to  youf"  and  I  sjiid,  '*  Why,  yes,"  and  he  said,  "Can 
vou  walk  down  this  street  f"  and  I  said,  ^Tes,  sir.  That  was  on  Eighth  street ;  I  met 
him  on  the  comer  of  F  and  walked  down  Eighth  south,  and  he  immeaiately  began  and 
said,  "Now,  Mrs.  Wright,  I  am  a  married  man  and  yon  have  been  a  married  woman,'' 
and  he  said,  "  I  want  to  be  yonr  friend,  may  If"  I  said,  "  Why,  I  don't  understand 
yon,"  and  he  said,  "  Yes,  yon  do  understand  me,"  and  he  repeated  this  several  times. 
Then  we  walked  down  Eighth  street  and  I  saw  we  were  Hearing  a  neighborhood  of 
stables  and  I  stopped.  Just  then  Mr.  Douohne  came  along.  He  was  my  section 
chief  then,  and  Mr.  Ford  turned  to  me  and  said,  "Don't  tell  Donohne  what  I  said  to 
you,"  and  I  bade  them  both  good  evening  and  went  home. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  this — if  as  assistant  chief  of  the  division  he  made  any  change  in 
yonr  work  or  interfered  in  that  way  f — A.  Only  once ;  he  detailed  me  for  a  short 
time.  The  manner  in  which  he  did  it  was  such  that  I  could  see  that  he  did  not  &el 
friendly  toward  me  at  all. 

Q.  You  regarded  that  detail  in  the  nature  of  a  punishment? — A.  I  think  it  was. 
Last  summer  Mr.  Ford  sent  for  me — Maj.  Barker  was  away  and  the  other  assistant 
chief,  and  Mr.  Ford  was  acting  chief,  and  he  sent  for  me  to  come  to  his  desk — and 
I  went,  and  I  had  not  got  to  his  desk  when  he  said.  "  You  report  to  the  chief  clerk" 
in  a  very  ungentlemanly  way.  I  said,  "  Yes,  sir,"  and  he  tnrned  to  the  messenger 
and  said,  "  Tell  the  chief  clerk  this  is  ttie  person  I  sent  to  him." 

Q.  You  did  not  make  any  formal  complaint  to  the  chief  of  the  division? — A.  Ko. 
sir.  I  wish  to  say  this — that  I  never  told  that  to  but  two  persons — ^my  motner  and 
Mr.  Landon.  I  told  Mr.  Landon,  because  I  saw  Mr.  Fora  was  inclined  to  be  an 
enemy  and  not  speak  to  me  and  treat  mo  with  insolence,  and  I  told  Mr.  Landon, 
so  that  if  anything  came  up  to  protect  myself. 

Q.  Mr.  Landon  in  the  Pension  Office? — ^A.  Yes,  sir:  the  assistant  chief  at  the 
time.    (Pp.  1016, 1017.) 

Ford  says: 

I  was  turning  down  Eighth  street,  when  a  lady  whom  I  knew  by  sight  came 
down  F  from  Ninth  street  and  turned  in  Eighth  street  just  as  I  did.  I  said,  "  Heigh, 
ho!  Are  you  going  this  way?"  She  said  "Yes."  I  said,  "Then  we  will  walk  this 
lonesome  road  together."  This  was  said  playfully  and  referred  to  the  fiict  that  the 
block  has  no  private  residences,  etc.  The  whole  thing  passed  from  my  mind,  as  it 
was  a  harmless  and  trivial  conversation.  Some  time  afterwards  Maj.  Barker,  in  the 
course  of  a  conversation^  iulbrmed  me  that  he  found  I  was  disliked  by  all  the  ladie% 
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d  I  expreeaed  ^reat  niirprise  and  requested  biin  to  uame  anyone  to  whom  I  had 
en  discoarteoiis.  He  name<l  Mrs.  Wright,  and  said  she  had  maide  certain  allega- 
>ns  conceminjc  an  invitation  to  walk  down  ''a  lonesome  road,"  which  I  disclaimed, 
d  told  him  I  did  not  know  Mrs.  Wright,  and  asked  who  she  was.  He  laughed  and 
id  I  knew  very  well,  and  refused  to  tell  me.  Subsequently,  while  I  was  acting 
ief  of  the  division,  the  chief  clerk  sent  for  a  clerk  to  l>e  temporarily  detailed  in  his 
om.  In  rebutting  her  charge  of  insolence  to  her  before  a  number  of  p<*op]e,  1  have 
say  that  it  has  always  been  considered  a  compliment  to  be  detailed  in  the  chief 
srk*^B  room,  or  anywhere  around  headquarters^  as  the  best  clerks  are  invariably 
lect<ed. 

Heforther  said: 

I  have  not  treated  her  discourteously,  and  after  hearing  from  Barker  she  made  a 
atement  reflecting  on  my  conduct.  I  have,  as  a  prudential  measure,  avoi4led  hav- 
g  any  conversation  with  her. 

Q.  Did  yon  say  in  an  interview  with  a  reporter  of  the  Now  York  World,  *•  Now, 
e  come  to  this  woman's  charge,  and  you  can  see  what  a  hell  of  a  time  a  man  has 
■aling  with  a  lot  of  women  "  T — A.  I  don't  know.  I  am  not  exceedingly  choice  in 
y  language,  and  I  may  have  said  that. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  that  reporter  this :  **  About  that  time  Maj.  Barker  came  to  me  and 
dd  none  of  the  ladies  liked  me.  As  Maj.  Barker  has  become  notorious  in  the  di- 
iftion  as  a  man  fond  of  talking  with  the  ladies  and  having  them  about  hiH  desk,  I 
iggested  to  him  in  reply  'Hhat  it  would  be  a  damned  good  thing  for  him,  if  it  should 
ippen  that  the  ladies  did  not  like  him'' t — A.  I  said  that  he  said  that  to  nu%  but  not 
i  that  time. 

Q.  Did  yon  say  that  Maj.  Barker  had  become  notorious  in  the  division,  etc.f — A. 
did  say  that,  sir,  and  if  I  have  an  opportunity  I  should  say  so  now. 
Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that? — ^A.  I  mean  he  had  become  notorious  for  talking 
» the  ladies,  strutting  up  and  down  with  his  Prince  Albert  coat  buttoned  up,  with 
big  b<mqnet  on  it^  walking  around  with  the  ladies.  He  never  spent  a  whole  day  in 
le  Pension  Office  in  his  life. 

Q.  Did  yon  tell  this  reporter  you  went  to  one  lady,  who  knew  your  wife,  and 
ire  w  your  armsaroimd  herf — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  will  tell  you  what  I  did  say,  and  a  more 
(fined,  religious,  good  woman  never  lived.  I  said  it  to  him  as  an  illustration  of  how, 
hen  we  were  for  months  in  the  same  division,  how  you  become  familiar.  I  have 
lid  to  him,  as  showing  my  disposition,  that  I  had  before  now  thrown  my  anus 
hove  a  lady's  head,  saying,  ^' If  you  had  been  that  tall  see  what  would  have  hap- 
eneil."  "But,"  I  said,  "It  is  no  use;  my  wife  will  never  die,  and  we  can  not  get 
larried."  She  was  a  refined  lady.  If  she  had  been  tall  enough  1  would  have  hug- 
ed  her.  That  is  what  I  indicated  by  the  motion  of  my  arms.  The  lady  is  a  grand- 
other,  sir,  and  there  is  a  gentleman  in  therdbm  well  acquainted  with  her  husband. 
Q.  You  didn't  hear  of  Barker  getting  into  trouble  for  buttoning  up  his  I'riuce  Al- 
art,  did  youf — ^A.  He  got  in  a  silly  position  and  was  criticised  for  his  boyish  ways 
tr  a  man  of  his  age.     (Pp.  1050-1053.) 

There  was  undoubtedly  quite  a  rivalry  between  Ford  and  Maj.  Bar- 
er ill  their  competition  for  the  admiration  of  the  ladies  in  the  Pen- 
ion  Bureau.  Ma).  Barker,  with  his  Prince  Albert  coat  and  buttonhole 
ouquet,  eventually  retired  from  the  field  and  Mr.  Ford  holds  the  fort. 

THE  LE0G  OAS£. 

The  foUowing  communication  was  sent  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pen. 
ions: 

Washington,  May  14, 1890, 

Dkar  Sir:  I  am  credibly  informed  that  one  E.  E.  Fnller,  a  special  examiner  in 
our  Barean,  is  a  partner  of  one  A.  M.  Legg,  a  pension  attorney  of  Washington,  D. 
.,  andTopeka,  Kans.,  and  that  his  post-office  box  is  104,  Washington,  1).  C.  If 
lis  be  true  it  is  wronj^  and  is  a  violation  of  the  laws  governing  the  practice  before 
our  Bureaa.    Please  investigate  the  same  and  oblige, 

M.  J.  Cuff, 

WasUngUm,  D,  C.    (P.  67.) 

Legg  had  a  x)ostofBce  box  (No.  104)  in  the  Washinjscton  office  and  one 
rjlliani  Martin,  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Ortiee,  had  the  key  to  this  box, 
ok  charge  of  Legg's  mail,  opened  it  and  read  it  regularly  for  some 
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little  time  and  forwarded  it  to  Legg  at  Topeka,  Kans.  Martin's  con- 
nection with  this  matter  was  investigated  by  special  examiner  W.  J. 
Brooks.    Mr.  Brooks  in  his  report  says: 

While  I  believe  Martin  to  be  entirely  innocent  ot  any  wrong  intentions,  I  do  be- 
lieve that  A.  M.  Le^g  should  be  called  upon  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be 
disbarred  from  practice,  leading  the  public  to  believe  that  he  has  an  office  in  th» 
city  as  weU  as  in  Topeka,  Kans.^  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  false.  I  would  fur- 
ther state  that  in  addition  to  these  addresses,  as  given  in  Exhibit  A,  he  has  retnrn 
envelopes  printed  as  follows:  ''A.  M.  Legg,  Washington,  D.  C.,''  which  I  saw 
among  the  letters  which  Mr.  Martin  took  Irom  the  post-office  on  the  evening  of  the 
28th  ult.    (P.  66.) 

This  investigation  of  Martin  was  by  no  means  thorough.  The  facts 
are  that  Martin  investigated  himself.  Mr.  Bailey,  chief  of  the  law 
division,  testified  before  the  committee  that  the  examination  was  not  a 
thorough  one.  Martin's  testimony  is  not  wholly  consistent  with  itself. 
His  claim  that  he  opened  these  letters  and  put  them  all  together  foi 
the  purpose  of  saving  i>ostage  was  weak  and  unsatisfactory.  His  rea- 
son for  not  immediately  inclosing  the  letters  to  Legg  was  that  he  had 
nothing  to  write  with,  but  he  testifies  that  pen  and  ink  were  to  be 
found  in  the  post-office  when  needed.  His  relations  with  Legg  in  this 
matter  were  improper  on  the  part  of  a  pension  employ^.  (See  Martin's 
testimony,  pp.  1072-1080.) 

Mr.  Bailey,  chief  of  the  law  division,  upon  this  subject  says: 

Whatever  may  have  been  the  real  understanding  between  Legg  and  Martin^  it  is 
plain  to  my  mind  that  the  examination  of  Mr.  Brooks  did  not  go  far  enongR  to  justify 
a  proceeding  against  Martin  for  a  violation  of  section  5498  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
nor  to  seriously  compromise  his  standing  as  a  clerk,  but  however  innocent  may  have 
been  Mr.  Martin's  connection  with  the  matter  and  however  blameless  may  have 
been  his  intent,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  Mr.  Leg^s  purpose  was  to  hold  out 
to  the  world,  as  an  inducement  to  business,  the  impression  that  he  had  an  office  at 
Washington,  D<  C,  where  the  direct  contact  with  the  Department  and  Bureau 
would  create  special  advantages  which  his  experience  as  late  special  examiner 
would  readily  utilize  for  the  benefit  of  his  clients.  The  pretense  of  a  Washing- 
ton office  was  a  shameless  sham  and  a  fraud  deliberately  planned  and  exeont^ 
upon  the  confidence  of  those  who  accepted  his  advertisement  in  good  faith.  His 
imposition  on  the  public,  the  false  impression  that  he  evidently  created,  is  such  an 
irregularity  as  of  itself  should  disbar  him  from  practice.    (P.  1067.) 

Mr.  0.  W.  Okey,  a  special  examiner,  under  date  of  January  27, 1890, 
says: 

As  to  the  manner  of  doing  business  in  Mr.  Legg's  office,  there  is  no  question  that 
many  papers  have  been  signed  by  his  clerks  both  as  witnesses  to  signatures  and 
as  to  toe  identity  of  the  person  purporting  to  have  signed  the  same,  when  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  they  never  saw  the  parties  whom  they  attempted  to  identify  and  never 
saw  the  papers  signed  where  they  sign  as  witnesses  to  signatures.  The  question  as 
to  forgery  in  any  instance  is  not  clearly  shown,  yet  I  strongly  incline  to  the  belief 
in  the  case  of  Frederick  Mitchel,  No.  587302,  and  that  of  Thomas  White,  No.  727426, 
such  measures  have  been  resorted  to,  but  the  practice  is  not  sufficiently  clear  or  con- 
clusive in  either  case  to  warrant  criminal  prosecution  on  that  point. 

I  shall  thert)fore  recommend  that  Mr.  Legg  and  his  notary.  Miss  S.  U.  Roby,  both 
be  disbarred  from  farther  practice  before  the  Pension  Office,  on  the  ground  of  hav- 
ing had  his  clerks  sign  as  witnesses  to  signatures  and  as  to  the  identity  of  persons 
whom  they  did  not  know  or  had  not  seen  sign  the  paper.     (Pp.  1512-1513.) 

Okey  made  a  number  of  similar  reports,  but  Mr.  Legg  has  not  been 
disbarred,  nor  have  any  proceedings  for  that  purpose  been  taken. 
Okey  retired  from  the  service  and  Mr.  Legg  associated  with  himself 
in  the  pension  business  Mr.  Okey's  wife.  The  law  prohibits  an  em- 
ploy6  entering  upon  such  business  for  the  period  of  one  year  after 
retirement  from  the  service,  but  in  this  case  the  law  was  evaded  by 
Mr.  Okey's  wife  becoming  the  partner  of  Legg.  It  was  a  fraud  on  the 
laW;  and  foi  this,  Legg  should  be  disbarred,  if  for  no  other  reason. 
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THE  BOSBOWINa  OF  MONEY  FBOM  SUBORDINATES. 

Gonsiderable  testimony  was  taken  by  the  committee  relative  to  the 
borrowing  of  money  by  superiors  from  their  subordinates,  with  a  view 
to  determine  whether  or  not  this  practice  had  been  carried  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  injure  the  public  service.  This  practice  exists  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office  to  a  considerable  degree,  but  the  evidence  did  not  disclose 
to  a  oert<ainty  that  any  official  action  was  directly  influenced  on  this 
accoant.  Donahue  testified  that  Barjcer,  chief  of  the  record  division, 
reduced  him  to  a  lower  position  in  the  service  because  he  had  requested 
payment  by  Barker  of  money  previously  loaned  him  by  Donahue. 
This  Barker  denied.  This  evidence,  however,  shows  the  tendency  of 
the  practice.  The  official  standing  of  subordinates  rests  in  a  great  de- 
gree on  the  good  will  of  their  superiors,  and  if  such  immediate  superior 
requests  a  loan  of  money  from  his  subordinate,  the  tendency  is  to 
grant  the  request,  even  to  the  financial  injury  of  the  subordinate.  It 
ought  to  be  entirely  prohibited  by  law,  or  by  order  of  the  Interior  De- 
partment. 

We  quote  from  the  testimony  here  to  show  some  of  the  effects  of 
thi^  system. 

TESTIMONY  OF  J.  K,  KNOLB. 

Q.  Toa  have  heaM  the  statemente  of  Mr.  Klopfer  and  Mr.  Bates  with  reference  to 
Mrs.  Sloan  f — ^A.  I  haye,  sir. 

Q.  Will  yon  Btate  what  you  know  about  this  occarreuoef — A.  The  day  before  pay 
day,  the  30th  of  March,  I  was  informed  by  a  lady  that  Mrs.  Sloan  had  come  to  her 
in  regard  to  some  money  she  had  loaned  Mr.  Ford  that  had  amounted  to  $30  and  she 
made  every  effort  to  get  it  from  Mr.  Ford.  The  morning  of  the  3 1st  day  of  March, 
subsequent  to  the  day  we  had  been  paid  off,  I  saw  Mrs.  Slo^n  talking  with  Mr.  X''ord 
in  front  of  the  office  door  of  the  record  division,  and  they  both  appeared  to  be  rather 
excited.  Subsequent  to  that  I  had  Mr.  Klopfer,  one  of  the  witnesses  present,  go  to 
Mrs.  Sloan  and  tell  her  I  would  like  to  see  her.  When  she  came  to  our  division  she 
was  in  a  terrible  condition  physically.  Mr.  Klopfer  gave  her  a  chair  and  she  told 
me  about  it.  I  asked  her  in  regard  to  the  trouble  between  her  and  Mr.  Ford,  and 
she  said  that  Mr.  Ford  had  borrowed  $30  of  her  some  time  previously  and  she  had 
endeavored  to  obtain  it  from  him;  that  he  had  told  her  he  would  pay  her  some 
Ume  during  the  day;  that  she  did  not  understand  why,  as  long  as  he  had  been  paid 
off,  he  did  not  pay  her  then;  but  some  time  during  the  conversation  he  told  her  if 
she  made  any  trouble  in  regard  to  this  $30  her  name  would  be  mixed  up  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office  scandal  and  be  put  in  the  newspapers,  and  by  that  reason  her  reputation 
would  be  injured.  I  then  took  her  to  Mr.  Klopfer's  room  in  the  western  division,  a 
chair  being  vacant  there,  and  she  sat  there  half  an  hour,  telling  the  same  thing  to 
Mr.  Klopfer.    I  don't  know  whether  anyone  else  was  there  or  not.     (Pp.  S20-821.) 

Mr.  Klopfer  testified  as  follows : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  seeing  Mrs.  Sloan  come  into  that  division  in  a  state  of  dis- 
tress and  tell  some  story  of  her  conversation  with  Mr.  Fordf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Please  state  as  nearly  as  you  can  what  occurred  at  that  time  and  what  she 
said. — ^A.  I  was  sitting  at  my  desk,  which  was  near  the  door;  there  was  a  dark  ob- 
ject appeared  in  front  of  the  door  that  attracted  my  attention,  and  upon  looking 
up— I  may  have  been  called — but  upon  looking  up  I  saw  two  figures,  one  was  Oapt. 
Engle  and  the  other  was  Mrs.  Sloan.  She  seemed  to  be  greatly  distressed  and  I  got 
up  to  assist  her  to  a  chair.  She  seemed  to  be  in  great  distress  and  spoke  rather 
excitedly,  and  in  a  manner  I  can  not  recall  what  she  said,  but  in  substance  it  was 
that  her  name  was  to  occur  in  the  investigation  in  the  newspapers. 

Q.  What  forf— A.  She  said  she  had  asked  Mr.  Ford  for  some  money  due  her,  and 
just  the  connection  between  what  he  said  and  this  I  do  not  know,  but  he  said  that 
her  name  would  appear  in  the  newspapers  in  the  investigation. 

Q.  Did  she  say  that  was  the  cause  of  her  distress? — A.  Yes,  sir.    I  thought  she 
was  distressed  on  that  account  and  I  thought  she  would  faint,  and  that  was  tlio  rea- 
son I  assisted  her  to  a  chair,  and  she  laid  back  In  the  chair  with  her  head  resting  on 
the  back  of  it. 
Q.  Is  she  in  Mr.  Ford's  division  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  is  assistant  chief  of  that  division. 

upsn 
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By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Have  you  stated  all  that  yon  remember  she  saldf — A.  Yes,  sir.  She  came  in 
and  sank  into  a  chair  witli  her  heail  back  on  the  chair  and  appeared  to  be  about  to 
faint,  and  you  can  imagine  a  woman  that  is  very  aged,  an  old  lady — I  remember  one 
thing  she  said.  She  seemed  to  be  afraid  her  character  would  be  affected.  I  told 
her  her  character  would  not  be  affected,  and  she  went  on  to  tell  about  her  folks. 
Her  father  was  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  or  Register  of  the  Treasury  at  one 
time,  and  I  talked  to  her  and  tried  to  quiet  her.    (Pp.  818, 819.) 

Testimony  of  D.  W.  Kepler : 

'   Q.  Do  you  remember  Mrs.  Sloan  coming  into  the  western  division  and  making  a 
statement  about  a  conversation  she  had  had  with  Mr.  Ford  recently? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  statement  did  she  make  there  in  regard  to  her  conversation  with  Mr. 
Ford  f — A.  None  at  all  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Did  you  see  her  in  there? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  her  in  conversation  with  Kr. 
Engle. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  of  a  scene  in  there?  Was  she  crying,  or  did  she  appear  to 
be  in  distress? — A.  She  came  in  and  passed  around  me.  I  was  at  work  at  my  desk 
and  she  went  around  me  and  went  towards  the  others ;  ai^d  Mr.  Eiigel  called  me 
and  I  looked  up,  and  a  lady  seemed  to  be  in  a  fainting  condition,  and  I  ran  to  get 
her  a  chair  and  she  sat  down  in  the  chair. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  hear  what  she  saidf — ^A.  No,  sir.    (P.  816.) 

Testimony  of  Richard  A.  Duman : 

Q.  Mr.  Duman,  you  may^tate  what  transpired  at  the  time  this  woman  camA  in 
there. — ^A.  I  know  but  very  little  about  it.  As  the  chief  of  the  divisicm,  it  is  my 
duty  to  be  about  the  division  on  that  day,  as  on  all  other  days,  and  i  s:i\v  an  elderly 
lady  sitting  in  one  of  the  chairs  in  one  of  the  rooms  of  the  we-stern  division  appar- 
ently in  a  very  distressed  condition ;  but  she  made  no  statemeut^n  ray  presence,  and 
I  do  not  know  why  she  was  there. 

Q.  Was  her  condition  such  as  to  attract  your  attention? — A.  Yes,  sir.  She  seemed 
to  be  in  a  condition  almost  next  to  fainting. 

Q.  You  say  she  was  an  elderly  la<ly? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  About  what  agef — A.  I  should  say  she  was  about  70  years  old.     (Pp.  816*817.) 

One  Harvey  G.  Ellis,  a  pbnsion  employe,  refused  to  testify  on  the 
question  of  his  loaning  money  to  George  W.  Wayson,  then  his  superior 
in  the  Pension  Office.  He  imitated  the  example  of  the  Commissioner 
and  persistently  refused  to  give  evidence  upon  that  subject,  claiming 
ti^at  it  was  his  private  business  wholly. 

As  an  example  of  this  man's  contumacy,  we  quote  the  following  from 
the  record,  pages  787  and  788: 

Q.  Mr.  Ellis,  you  may  state  to  the  committee  whether  or  not  you  have  been  an  in- 
dorser  on  a  note  or  paper  from  Mr.  Wayson,  indorsed  auy  notes  for  him,  or  loaned 
him  any  money. — A.  I  respectfutly  decline  to  answer  that  question.  1  consider  it 
none  of  the  committee's  business. 

Q.  You  were  in  the  Pension  Office  under  Mr.  Wayson? — A.  Not  now;  I  am  not. 

Q.  You  have  been? — A.  I  don't  know  as  I  was  under  him. 

Q.  Were  you  an  examiner? — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  special  examiner. 

Q.  Are  you  in  the  office  now? — A.  I  am. 

Q.  What  position  do  you  hold? — ^A.  Examiner  on  the  desk. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Wayson  borrow  any  money  of  you?  Did  you  indorse  for  him  or  pay 
him  any  money  while  he  was  acting  as  assistant  chief  of  that  division  ? — A.  While 
I  was  in  the  field? 

Q.  Before  or  after? — A.  While  I  was  in  the  division  and  he  was  there  I  loaned 
him  $20.    Then  I  was  in  the  law  division. 

Q.  On  the  criminal  desk? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  loaned  htm  $20? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  indorse  any  note  for  him  after  that?— A.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Q.  Why? — A.  Because  it  is  a  matter  of  my  own  private  affair. 

Q.  You  deny  the  authority  of  Congress  to  investigate  you  as  a  public  official?— 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Will  you  state,  then,  whether  you  were  indorser  on  a  note  for  Mr.  Wayson? — A. 
That  is  my  own  private  affair. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  proper  for  a  superior  officer  to  be  borrowing  money  from  his 
subordinates,  or  on  the  indorsement  of  his  subordinates  on  his  notes? — A.  Sometimes 
they  do. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  is  proper? — A.  That  I  am  not  capable  of  answering. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  a  business  of  that  kind^  if  extended,  would  have  a  tendency 
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to  prejudice  the  superior  officer  if  this  man's  conduct  shonld  be  inquired  into  by 
himT — A.  That  depends. 

Q.  Would  it  not  have  that  tendency  f — ^A.  It  would  not  if  he  was  an  honest,  up- 
right man. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  to  a  man  who  is  not  upright  f — A.  I  suppose  it  would. 

Q.  Are  all  the  men  upright  in  there f — A.  I  could  not  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Yon  recognize  this  as  a  regularly  constituted  committee f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  is  proper  conduct  for  you  to  refuse  to  answer  questions  in  re- 
gard to  your  conduct  there  f — A.  I  have  not  refused  to  give  any  testimony  in  regard 
to  the  Pension  Office  in  the  least. 

Q.  Are  yon  presumed  to  be  a  judge f — A.  I  am  so  far  as  my  private  affairs  are 
concerned  and  no  furtlier. 

Q.  If  these  private  affairs  are  mixed  up  with  public  affairs  you  propose  to  pre- 
clude investigation!— A.  Yes,  sir.     (PpT  787,  788.) 

We  reconvmend  that  this  man  be  dismissed  from  the  public  service 
for  his  refusal  to  answer  proper  and  legitimate  questions  propounded 
by  the  committee.  We  prefer  this  course  rather  than  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  with  proceedings  for  contempt. 

Br.  J.  W.  Little  is  another  case  of  the  same  kind.  Br.  Little  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  board  of  examining  surgeons  to  succeed  Br.  Stanton^ 
deceased.  The  next  day  after  his  apxH)intment  Oreen  B.  Eaum,  jr.,  re- 
quested him  for  a  loan  of  $50.  This  loan  was  refused.  Before  the 
committee  he  was  asked  this  question: 

Q.  Was  that  the  only  money  transaction  hetween  you  and  young  Green  B.  Raumf — 
A.  Well,  that  is  all  I  have  to  say  as  to  private  matters. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  These  things  have  all  been  gone  over  half  a  dozen  times  by  the  committee,  and 
I  would  like  to  have  you  answer  this  question;  it  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
out  your  private  affairs  at  aU. — ^A.  It  touches  my  private  matters;  I  do  not  think  I 
wilf  answer  that. 

Q.  The  object  of  this  inquiry  is  to  see  whether  there  has  been  a  state  of  borrow- 
ing and  loaning  among  the  clerks  from  subordinates  and  superiors  and  the  like  that 
would  be  apt  to  be  ii^urious  to  the  public  servicOi  and  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  find- 
ing out,  if  possible,  whether  any  undue  influence  or  improper  influence,  either  by 
borrowing  or  lending  money,  has  been  brought  to  bear  in  connection  with  appoint- 
ments.— ^A.  There  was  nothing  of  a  monetary  matter  that  influeuced  me  whatever. 

Q.  Are  we  to  be  precluded  from  investigating  that  matter  further  by  that  statf^* 
mentf  Can  not  we  find  out  in  regard  to  the  facts  f — A.  I  don't  know  any  other 
statement  I  can  make  to  this  committee  that  will  throw  any  light  on  that.  I  say 
there  was  nothing  of  a  monetary  matter  through  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  in  any  way. 
and  I  secured  my  appointment,  as  I  thought,  through  the  Commissioner.  I  first 
came  to  see  the  Commissioner  after  Dr.  Stanton  died,  and  he  was  not  in,  and  I  went 
in  to  see  young  Mr.  Green  B.  Raum.  I  never  heard  of  him  before,  and  did  not  know 
him.  Some  one  said  to  go  in  and  see  him,  and  I  went  in  and  told  him  what  I  wanted, 
and  that  I  would  like  the  place,  if  he  had  not  promised  it  to  anybody  else. 

Q.  Suppose  it  might  be  found  necessary,  as  a  relief  to  these  subordinates  from 
having  their  superiors  borrowing  money  from  them,  to  enact  some  law  in  regard  to 
this  borrowing  and  lending,  doirt  you  think  it  would  be  a  proper  thing  to  find  out 
about  itf — ^A.  Certoinly ;  it  would  be  a  proper  thing  for  the  committee  to  do. 

Q.  But  you  have  not  answered  our  questions,  and  we  asked  you  a  simple  ques- 
tion.— A.  I  have  answered  it. 

Q.  Liet  me  repeat  the  question  and  let  me  take  your  answer  or  refusal.  Have 
yon  loaned  to  or  borrowed  from  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  since  your  appointment  in  the 
office,  any  money  f — A.  As  I  said  before,  that  was  a  private  matter  and  I  do  not 
think  I  wish  to  tell  that. 

Q.  Is  that  all  the  answer  you  will  make  f — A.  That  is  all  I  have  to  make.  (Pp. 
1278-1280.) 

This  is  a  flagrant  case.  Dr.  Little  is  an  intelligent  man.  He  admits 
the  propriety  of  the  investigation  and  the  authority  of  the  committee, 
and  yet  refuses  to  give  any  information  on  the  subject.  We  make  the 
same  recommendation  in  his  ease  as  in  the  case  of  Ellis,  and  that  a  reso- 
lation  be  passed  by  the  House  declaring  it  to  be  the  sense  of  that  body 
that  these  two  men  should  be  dismissed  from  the  public  service  for 
their  refusal  to  answer  proper  and  legitimate  questions  put  to  them  by 
the  eommittee. 
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THE  CONGEESSIONAL  PRIVILEGE. 

Members  of  Confi^ress  have  been  autborized  under  the  rules  of  practice 
in  the  Pension  Office  to  call  up  pension  cases  for  status  upon  what  is 
called  a  ^^Congressional  slip."  This  privilege  has  been  taken  advan- 
tage of  by  pension  claimants.  Members  of  Congress  yielding  to  the  im- 
portunities of  their  constituents  have  indulged  in  this  privilege  to  an 
extent  that  has  become  injurious  to  the  public  service. 

When  a  case  was  called  up  on  a  Congressional  slip,  if  found  complete, 
it  was  carried  forward  for  adjudication.  Tliis  was  not  the  original  inten- 
tion of  the  privilege.  The  objeijt  waii  to  give  the  claimant  a  knowledge 
of  the  status  of  his  case,  but  it  was  not  intended  to  give  him  any  pref- 
erence by  carrying  the  case  forward  to  adjudication,  if  found  complete. 
This  resulted  in  taking  cases  out  of  their  order  and  giving  such  claim- 
ants a  preference.  Claimants  were  very  active  in  taking  advantage  of 
this  situation,  and  members  of  Congress  are  burdened  with  a  heavy  and 
constantly  increasing  correspondence  from  claimants  requesting  that 
their  cases  be  called  up  for  status. 

This  correspondence  has  grown  to  such  dimensions  that  many  mem- 
bers of  Congress  employ  private  secretaries  to  attend  to  it  Other 
members,  who  can  not  afford  this  expense,  are  burdened  down  with 
this  correspondence,  which  occupies  the  best  hours  of  every  day  to  the 
neglect  of  more  important  business  connected  with  legislation.  A  largB 
force  of  clerks  in  the  Pension  Office  were  constantly  at  work  replyiii|( 
to  these  Congressional  slips,  while  other  work  equally  meritorious  has 
been  necessarily  neglected.  At  times  this  work  was  so  great  that 
other  business  of  the  Pension  Office  was  nearly  suspended. 

This  is  a  serious  matter  and  needs  some  sort  of  remedy.  The  diffi- 
culty, however,  is  to  point  out  the  course  to  be  pursued.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  has  undertaken  to  provide  a  remedy  in  a  letter  of  in- 
structions under  date  of  March  4, 1892,  addressed  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions,  in  which  he  says: 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  Ist  instant,  acknowledging  Department  letter 
of  the  25th  nltimo,  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  complaints  were  coming  in  of 
partiality  in  the  examination  and  tinal  disposition  of  claims,  you  say : 

'Ut  has  long  been  the  rule  of  the  office  that  whenever  a  claim  was  sent  to  an  ex- 
aminer's desk  and  upon  examination  was  found  to  be  complete,  it  was  immediately 
approved  and  proper  action  taken  to  submit  it  to  the  board  of  review  for  final  action. 
ThiH  rule  was  no  uoubt  adopted  to  save  the  work  of  handling  the  case  a  second  time. 
Under  this  practice,  when  a  case  has  been  called  np  by  a  member  of  Confess  and 
placed  in  the  hands  of  an  examiner  and  found  to  be  complete,  the  necessary  action 
has  been  taken  for  the  admission  of  the  claim. 

**  From  December  7, 1891,  to  the  25th  instant,  inclusive,  70,180  calls  have  be«n  made 
by  members  of  Congress  for  the  statns  of  pension  claims.  These  calls  for  the  status 
of  cases  by  Congressmen  are  made  withont  reference  to  the  time  of  filing  the  claim, 
and  so  it  constantly  happens  that  claims  recently  filed  are  called  up  on  Congressional 
slips,  taken  from  the  files^  and  placed  on  an  examiner's  desk,  where  they  are  found 
complete,  and  are  immediately  allowed,  thus  giving  them  precedence  over  claims 
that  are  filed  at  an  earlier  date,  which  have  not  been  allowed  in  their  order. 

'^I  have  made  a  careful  examination  into  this  subject  and  find  that  claims  onder 
the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  filed  as  late  as  October  JL9,  1891,  have  been  called  up  in 
this  manner,  and  having  been  found  complete,  have  been  allowed,  which  obviously 
works  a  great  injustice  to  claimants  whose  applications  were  filed  at  an  earlier  date 
and  whose  claims  are  now  complete  and  ready  to  be  allowed  when  taken  up  in  their 
turn."    (Pp.  220,  221). 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  then  says: 

Tliis  action  works  great  injustice  to  earlier  filed  claims,  which  are  thus  passed 
over  and  deferred  and  was  the  danger  feared  at  the  time  that  the  completed-files 
svstcm  was  adopted  and  against  which  my  order  of  the  26th  of  September.  1890.  was 
aimed.     (P.  221). 
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That  order  was  as  follows: 

Dkpaktment  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  September  S6, 1890, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  under  the  mlos  already  in  force  and  those  this  day  ap- 
proved for  the  parpoee  of  procuring  the  prompt  adjudication  of  claims  nnder  former 
acts  of  Congress  and  that  of  June  27, 1890,  such  action  shall  be  taken  by  the  officers 
and  employ^  in  the  Pension  Bureau  as  will  prevent  any  anduo  preference  of  any 
claim  in  time  of  hearing  or  adjustment;  and  any  agent  or  attorney,  who  shall  have 
or  attempt  to  have  any  claim  put  upon  the  list  or  docket  of.  or  among  the  completed 
tiles,  that  is  obviously  or  clearly  incomplete,  or  otherwise  defeat  the  just  operations 
of  the  laws  and  regulations,  shall  be  disbarred  from  practice  in  the  Department. 

John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary, 
(P.  221). 

The  Secretary  farther  says: 

The  evil  which  you  point  out  does  not  arise  fh>m  allowing  the  examination  of  the 
status  of  cases,  but  in  permitting  the  examiner  to  approve  completed  cases  out  of 
their  order  when  thus  called  up. 

Tou  say  the  action  is  taken  to  save  the  second  handling  of  the  papers.  The  reason 
given  is  utterly  insufficient  to  Justify  the  wrong  done  the  claimant  who  is  being  rel- 
egated to  the  rear  by  this  process,  and  I  can  not  but  feel  that  the  evil  hiis  been 
allowed  without  justification.     (P.  221). 

Parsaant  to  this  letter  circulars  were  issued  by  the  Pension  Bureau 
to  the  eficct  that  thereafter,  when  cases  were  called  up  for  status  on 
Congressional  slips,  the  reply  to  the  inquiry  would  not  be  sent  to  the 
member  but  to  the  claimant  directly  from  the  office. 

This  letter  is  a  remedy  so  far  as  preventing  cases  from  being  carried 
forward  for  adjudication  out  of  their  order,  but  it  does  not  relieve  the 
office  from  the  labor  of  attending  to  these  Congressional  calls,  which 
now  average  nearly  a  thousand  a  day.  The  cost  of  handling  and  answer- 
ing these  calls  is  enormous.  Important  work  of  the  Bureau  is  delayed. 
In  &ict,  it  has  become  a  public  nuisance.  Perhaps  if  an  order  were  made 
by  the  Depai'tinent  limiting  the  calls  to  one  per  day  for  each  member 
and  Senator,  without  the  right  to  aggregate  them,  it  would  answer  the 
actual  needs  of  the  case.    We  suggest  this  as  a  partial  remedy. 

THE  COMPLETED  FILES  SYSTEM. 

GThe  Commissioner  insists  that  that  part  of  the  completed  files  sys- 
tem embraced  in  Order  No.  151  which  authorizes  attorneys  and 
claimants  to  certify  cases  to  the  completed  files  was  a  proper  order  to 
make  and  that  it  works  well  in  practice.  The  proofs  show  that  a  very 
large  proportion  of  these  cases  so  certified  are  not  complete.  The  effect 
is  that  such  cases  so  certified  and  found  incomplete  are  taken  up  out  of 
their  regular  order  and  calls  are  made  upon  the  claimants  for  the 
required  testimony,  and  when  this  testimony  is  returned  to  the  oflice 
they  are  then  carried  forward  to  the  completed  files.  This  creates  a 
strong  inducement  to  the  attorneys  and  claimants  to  certify  cases 
which  are  not  complete  in  order  that  calls  may  be  made  for  the  nec- 
essary testimony. 

Claimants  and  attorneys  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  interfere  with 
the  business  of  the  office  in  this  way.  The  whole  business  should  be 
under  the  absolute  control  of  the  Bureau  under  rules  that  will  establish 
uniformity  of  procedure  without  preference  or  favoritism. 

In  this  connection  we  would  call  attention  to  the  letter  of  Charles 
P.  Lincoln,  Deputy  Commissioner  (pp.  615, 616),  under  date  of  Novem- 
ber 29, 1889,  and  also  to  the  letter  of  C.  M.  Bryant,  assistant  chief  of 
the  Biiddle  division,  under  date  of  November  22, 1889  (p.  ')x4). 
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.Order  151  was  a  radical  change  in  the  practice  of  the  Barean,  a^  ad- 
mitted by  the  Commissioner.  It  was  made  to  take  immediate  effect, 
and  during  the  first  month  next  succeeding  this  order  the  Washington 
attorneys  certified  to  the  completed  files  6,928  cases,  while  all  of  the 
other  attorneys  practicing  before  that  Bureau  certified  only  920  case^ 
to  the  completed  files  throughout  the  entire  country.  The  immediate 
knowledge  of  this  order  gave  to  the  Washington  attorneys  an  advan- 
tage over  outside  attorneys,  and  was  unjust  in  that  respect.  (Table  of 
cases,  p.  1444.) 

aEOBGE  B.  LEMON. 

George  B.  Leinon  indorsed  a  note  for  Commissioner  Baum  in  the 
sum  of  $12,000. 

Commissioner  Baum  refused  to  give  this  committee  any  information 
whatever  tipon  the  subject  of  this  iadorsement.  Other  sources  of  in- 
formation had  to  be  resorted  to.  Some  of  the  testimony  given  by 
Commissioner  Baum  in  an  investigation  held  by  the  Fifty- first  Con- 
gress was  received  in  evidence  before  this  committee  as  being  an  ad- 
mission on  his  part.  Some  of  the  testimony  given  by  George  B.  Lemon 
in  that  investigation  was  admitted  in  evidence  by  this  committee  upon 
the  ground  that  Mr.  Lemon  went  abroad  soon  after  this  investigation 
commenced  and  still  remains  absent. 

In  July,  1889,  Commissioner  Baum  endeavored  to  procure  some 
money  from  George  B.  Lemon  to  develop  his  gypsum-mining  business 
in  Virginia,  but  was  unable  to  do  so.  On  the  21st  of  October,  1889, 
Baum  was  appointed  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  Soon  after  his  ap 
pointment  as  Commissioner,  Mr.  Lemon  took  to  the  Pension  Office  a 
number  of  slips  of  his  cases  and  asked  to  have  them  carried  to  the 
completed  files.    General  Baum  said : 

When  I  became  thoroughly  satisfied  that  that  was  not  the  correct  manner  of  rnnnine 
the  office,  I  reused  to  file  these  slips  for  Capt.  Lemon,  and  it  was  because  I  refused 
him,  that  I  finally  said  *'put  your  views  in  writing  and  prepare  a  few  slips  and  I  wiU 
have  the  matter  looked  into/'    (P.  631.) 

On  the  16th  of  Noyember,  1889,  he  came  in  with  the  letter  and  brought  in  the  thirty 
slips  of  which  the  letter  speaks,  and  I  referred  the  letter  and  slips  to  Col.  Lincoln. 
These  slips  were  referred  t6  the  proper  adjudicating  divisions  and  they  were  reported 
upon,  and  on  the  29th  of  November  he,  Lincoln,  wrote  a  letter  and  submitted  it  to 
me.  Capt.  Lemon  came  in  a  day  or  two  afterwards  and  I  sent  for  Mr.  Lincoln  and  the 
letter  was  read  over  to  Capt.  Lemon  and  I  approved  it.    (P.  632). 

Mr.  Lincoln's  letter  is  as  follows  (pp.  615,  616) : 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  op  Pensions, 

Washington,  D,  C,  November  189,  1S89, 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  submit  herewith  my  views  on  the  question 
raised  by  Mr.  George  £.  Lemon  in  accompanying  coumiunicatiou  as  to  the  immediate 
consideration  by  this  Bureau  of  claims  declared  by  attorneys  to  be  "complete:" 

First.  Experience  has  shown  that  very  frequently  attorneys  request  the  iumiediate 
consideration  of  claims  regarded  by  them  as  ''complete,''  when  in  fact  the  office  re- 
quirements have  been  but  partially  or  indifferently  complied  with. 

Second.  Although  the  Pension  Office  requirements  may,  from  the  attorney's  stand- 
point, have  been  carefully  and  fully  complied  with,  there  is,  in  a  very  large  majority 
of  such  cases,  much  work  to  be  done  by  the  Bureau  before  they  can  be  submitted  to 
the  board  of  review  for  settlement. 

Tests  to  ascertain  the  value  and  reliability  of  the  evidence  furnished  have  to  be 
applied,  and  in  a  large  percenta/^e  of  cases  errors  and  defects  in  the  testimony  are 
found,  which  have  to  be  remedied  by  additional  calls,  requiring  much  labor  and 
time. 

It  can  be  argued  that,  as  these  tests  have  to  be  applied  soofler  or  later,  they  may 
as  well  be  applied  at  once;  but  should  examiners  devote  their  time  to  cases  declared 
by  attorneys  to  be  ''complete,''  the  claims  of  those  who  have  no  attorneys,  or  are 
but  indifferently  represented  by  them,  would  be  neglected. 
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Third.  It  is  said  that  the  class  of  claims  in  question  were  bronght  to  the  attention 
of  a  recent  administration  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  such  numbers,  by  certain  attor- 
neys, as  to  practically  discontinue  the  work  of  several  udjiidicating  divisions  (except 
80  far  as  attention  to  these  oases  was  concerned),  and  that  while  this  state  of  affairs 
oontinaedy  no  more  cases  were  submitted  to  the  board  of  review  as  complete  than 
would  have  been  had  the  usual  course  been  pursued.  Certain  attorneys,  with  a  large 
number  of  cases  before  the  Bureau,  were  no  doubt  temporarily  benefited,  as  were 
also  those  who  were  fortunate  enough  to  be  their  clients,  but  the  aggregate  number 
of  eases  disposed  of,  I  am  advised,  was  no  greater  than  it  would  have  been  had  the 
ordinikry  methods  been  observed.  Certainly  the  benefits  were  not  so  generally  dis- 
tributed as  they  would  have  been,  had  the  oases  been  drawn  from  the  files  without 
reference  to  the  attorneys'  slips  declaring  the  claims  to  be  complete. 

The  business  of  certain  attorneys  is  so  great  that  a  major  part  of  the  time  and  labor 
of  each  of  the  adjudicating  divisions  is  necessarily  devoted  to  the  examination  of 
claims  presented  by  them.  For  instance,  Mr.  Lemon's  business  is  very  large ;  so 
large,  in  fact,  that  I  believe  the  office  could  be  exclusively  employed  for  a  long  time 
apon  his  claims  alone  if  he  were  to  represent  any  considerable  portion  of  his  cases 
as  being  complete ;  and  past  experieuce  shows  that  for  the  Bureau  to  order  imme- 
diate action  in  the  large  number  of  cases  to  which  the  attention  of  the  office  would 
be  brought  by  him,  it  would  give  rise  to  charges  of  partiality  and  favoritism,  and 
even  those  attorneys  who  would  have  the  same  privilege  accorded  them  in  a  propor- 
tionate number  of  cases  would,  as  they  have  done,  Join  in  the  hue  and  cry  of  favor- 
itism. 

I  find  that  by  a  system  of  slips  kept  by  the  file  clerks  in  each  of  the  adjudicating 
divisions  the  examiner  is  advised  when  testimony  is  filed  in  cases  under  his  charge, 
and  that  cases  in  which  evidence  has  been  longest  filed  are  first  considered.  I  learn, 
too,  that  as  an  examiner's  record  for  efficiency  has  been  based  upon  the  number  of 
claints  submitted  by  him  for  allowance,  he  is  constantly  keeping  a  lookout  for  such 
of  his  cases  as  have  had  the  required  evidence  furnished,  and  that,  as  a  rule,  the 
claims  are  drawn  &om  the  files  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the  evidence  is  fur- 
nished, and  adjudicated  if  complete. 

In  order  to  test  the  correctness  of  Mr.  Lemon's  conclusions  that  certain  of  his  cases 
were  complete  and  ready  for  submission  to  the  board  of  review  for  final  action,  I 
obtained  the  status  of  tue  30  selected  cases  submitted  by  Mm,  and  found  9  to  be  com- 
plete, 6  already  in  the  board  of  review,  and  15  requiring  further  action  before  ready 
for  settlement. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  immediate  examination  of  cases  upon  the  filing  of  a  state- 
ment by  the  attorney  that  he  believes  the  same  to  be  complete  would  not  beproduc- 
tire  of  good  results : 

First.  That  for  a  time,  at  least,  it  would  effectually  stop  all  other  work  in  the  ^ 
divisions. 

Second.  The  oorrent  work  of  the  office  would  suffer,  and  many  cases  could  never 
be  reached  for  examination. 

Third.  It  would  be  quite  impossible  for  an  out-of-town  claimant  to  have  his  case 
given  attention  unless  he  employed  an  attorney,  something  very  many  intelligent 
applicants  do  not  care  to  do. 

Foorth.  It  would  bring  down  upon  the  Bureau,  as  it  has  done,  the  charge  of  favor- 
itism to  those  who  would  be  most  benefited  by  such  course.  An  additional  clerical 
force  in  the  adjudicating  divisions  is  much  needed,  and  this,  with  a  thorough,  busi- 
nesB-like  organization  of  all  divisions,  and  the  employment  of  active,  intelligent  men 
in  the  files,  who  will  see  that  all  papers  are  immediately  and  accurately  applied  to 
the  dftLaaa  for  which  they  were  intended,  and  that  the  claims  are  promptly  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  examiners  charged  with  the  duty  of  working  them  up,  would  go 
far  to  minimize  the  delay  now  complained  ef. 

As  heretofore,  any  case  in  which  there  is  an  extraordinary  delay,  or  one  involving 
hardship  to  an  applicant,  can  be,  when  completed  by  evidence,  called  up  and  settled 
upon  the  order  of  the  Commissioner  or  his  deputies  whenever  their  attention  is 
called  to  such  a  case. 

Bespectfnlly  submitted. 

Charlks  p.  Lincoln, 

Deputy  Commissioner, 

Hon.  Gkkrn  B.  Raum, 

C^mmisHimar  of  FeuaiauB. 
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Before  writing  the  above  letter,  Col.  Lincoln  referred  the  matter  to 
O.  M.  Bryant,  assistant  chief  of  the  middle  division,  who  wrote  a  letter 
to  Col.  Lincoln,  which  is  as  follows: 

dkpartbfent  of  thb  interior, 

Bureau  of  Prnsions, 
Waahingion,  D,  C,  November  S£,  18S9. 

Sir:  Referring  to  the  matter  of  taking  up  claims,  out  of  their  order,  npoo  the 
statement  of  attorneys  that  the  same  are  complete,  I  beg  to  submit  the  followisg 
hastily  prepared  statement: 

Were  there  a  sufficient  number  of  clerks  in  the  Bureau,  so  that  claims  oonld  be 
taken  up  and  acted  upon  soon  after  the  ftliiig  of  evidence,  this  question  would  not 
arise. 

The  mode  of  procedure  referred  to  was,  as  you  are  aware,  given  a  trial  by  Com- 
missioner Tanner.  The  observation  of  those  in  the  middle  division  whose  posiUoit 
best  enabled  them  to  observe  its  workings,  and  whose  experienoe  had  best  fitted 
them  to  judge  of  its  effects,  did  not  regard  the  practice  with  favor.  Daring  the 
time  the  practice  was  followed  my  attention  was  frequently  called  to  the  filing,  in 
our  division  alone  and  by  one  attorney,  of  more  than  fifty  slips  per  day,  in  each  of 
which  it  was  alleged  that  the  claim  referred  to  was  complete.  The  chief  of  oar  files 
informs  me  that  one  hundred  and  thirty-six  such  slips  were  received  in  oar  division 
in  one  day.  Two  chiefs  of  sections  (one  having  invalid  and  the  other  widows'  and 
dependent  claims)  of  whom  I  made  inquiry  as  to  what  per  cent  of  claims  said  by 
the  attorney  to  be  complete  were,  upon  examination,  found  to  be  so,  ^ave  it  as  their 
opinion  that  it  would  not  exceed  2  per  cent.  An  experienced  examiner,  who  han- 
dles as  many  pending  claims  as  any  one  in  this  division,  told  me  that  it  would  not, 
in  his  opinion,  exceed  5  per  cent. 

It  may  be  said  that  this  is  only  evidence  -of  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  attorneys. 
The  calling  up  as  complete  of  claims  that  had  not  been  on  file  long  enough  to  enable 
the  office  to  obtain  reports  of  service  and  first  medical  examination,  and  of  so  many 
rejected  claims  (in  which  the  attorneys  had  been  informed  of  the  action  taken)  as  to 
consume  a  great  part  of  the  time  of  the  clerks  engaged  in  considering  such  claims, 
has,  however,  a  more  direct  bearing  upon  that  pomt. 

Were  attorneys  to  act  in  good  faith  and  ask  consideration  of  such  claims  only  as 
they  honestly  believed  were  complete  or  had  good  reason  to  think  were  so,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  more  than  10  per  cent  of  those  so  represented  might  be  found  ready  for 
settlement. 

For  the  sake  of  argument,  let  us  assume  that  attorneys  would  act  in  good  faith  and, 
so  acting,  would  oall  up  25  per  cent  of  their  cases,  and  that  25  per  cent  of  those  so 
tailed  up  were  found  to  be  as  represented.  What  of  the  d4  per  cent  of  claims  in 
which  the  plea  of  ''complete'' was  not  entered?  Bnt  suppose  the  condition  were 
given  of  that  part  of  the  25  per  cent  not  found  to  be  ready  for  adjudication,  when,  if 
ever,  would  justice  be  done  by  the  75  per  cent  still  in  the  files  f  I  ask  this  because  I 
know  that  to  pursue  the  policy  sujB^gested  would  turn  very  nearly  the  entire  clerical 
force  of  this  division  in  tne  direction  toward  the  favored  claims. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  large  majority  whose  claims  may  be  established  have 
to  ask  that  theirs  be  settled  out  of  the  regular  order. 

I  have  said  this  plan  was  tried  under  Commissioner  Tanner.  It  was  not  fully 
tried.  But  one  attorney  availed  himself  of  the  advantages  extended  till  inst  before 
the  plan  was  discontinued,  and  yet  he  succeeded  in  so  nearly  ''swamping''  the  ofl&ce 
that  it  was  commonly  remarked  by  the  employes  in  adjudicating  divisions  that  it 
was  next  to  impossible  to  find  time  for  the  consideration  of  claims  not  represented 
by  that  attorney.  The  repeal  of  the  limitation  in  widows'  claims  gave  title  to  many 
whose  application  had  been  rejected.  Yet  there  has  been  no  time  when,  with  the 
number  of  clerks  in  our  division,  it  has  been  possible  to  take  from  the  filos  such  of 
those  claims  as  have  not  been  called  up  and  tell  the  applicants  what  is  required  to 
show  their  right  to  a  pension. 

The  interest  of  those  applicants  who  do  not  see  fit  to  employ  attorneys,  and  who 
do  not  call  to  their  aid  CougresHmen  or  other  persons  supposed  to  jiossess  special 
privileges,  but,  on  the  contrary,  like  the  good  soldiers  that  they  are,  patiently  wait 
and  pray  for  their  turn  to  come,  seems  to  me  to  demand  that  every  possible  means 
should  be  devised  and  every  proper  rule  observed  that  will  tend  to  bring  abont  the 
settlement  of  claims  in  turn,  rather  than  the  adoption  of  any  policy  tending  to  en- 
courage or  countenance  the  opposite  rule,  which,  even  now,  works  the  greatest  injus- 
tice to  the  most  worthy  applicants. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  H.  Bryant, 

Aanatant  Chi^  Middle  Divinan, 
Hon.  Charles  P.  Lincoln, 

D^^ty  Cammiasioner.  (Pp.  614, 615.) 
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On  the  24th  of  December,  1889,  Order  149  was  made  and  issued  by 
the  Commissioner.  On  the  6th  day  of  January,  1890,  Order  151,allowing 
attorneys  to  certify  their  cases  to  completed  files,  was  issued  by  tlie  Com- 
missioner, and  on  the  7th  day  of  January,  1890,  Lemon  indorsed  Haum's 
note  at  the  Bank  of  the  Republic  in  the  sum  of  $12,000.  These  orders  were 
made  at  Lemon's  request.  The  Commissioner  overruled  his  foruier 
decision^  and  on  the  next  day  Lemon  indorses  his  note  in  the  sum  of 
$12,000.  Time  after  time  the  Commissioner  was  questioned  concerning 
this  indorsement  and  each  time  he  positively  reftised  to  give  the  com- 
mittee any  information,  claiming  that  it  was  his  private  business 
purely  and  that  the  public  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  It  is  true  that 
this  matter  might  have  been  a  purely  business  affair,  and  it  is  also  tnie 
that  it  might  have  been  a  matter  of  great  concern  to  the  public. 

If  t^e  making  of  the  orders  above  referred  to,  or  if  anything  was 
done  in  the  execution  of  them,  which  induced  Mr.  Lemon  to  indorse 
this  note,  it  is  a  matter  of  which  the  public  have  a  right  to  be  ad  viscid. 
There  is  certainly  enough  upon  the  face  of  the  transaction  to  justify 
an  investigation,  and  if  Commissioner  Eaum  was  entirely  innocent  of 
any  bad  motives  in  this  transaction  he  would  have  welcomed  an  op- 
portunity to  give  the  public  full  information  concerning  it.  He  refused 
to  do- so,  and  shields  himself  behind  the  assertion  that  it  is  a  private 
matter  in  which  the  public  has  no  concern.  This  was  the  only  business 
transaction  ever  had  between  them — at  least,  that  has  come  to  light. 

Mr.  Lemon's  testimony,  given  in  a  former  investigation,  relative  to 
this  matter  is  as  follows: 

Q.  After  reading  the  letter  you  may  state  whether  the  creation  of  the  order  of  the 
completed  files  under  orders  149  and  151  is  a  substantial  compliance  with  your  re- 
quest, an  expressed  in  that  letter  and  in  your  previous  conversation. — A.  I  so  un- 
derntand  it. 

Q.  When  did  he  first  talk  about  wanting  some  assistance  from  yonf — ^A.  Well,  we 
had  two  or  three  conversations.  One,  I  remomber,  was  about  January.  It  strikes 
iffie  there  were  some  previous  to  that  time,  but  I  remember  there  was  one  in  January. 

Q.  Previous  to  that  time  when  was  the  first  f — A.  It  may  have  been  a  year  before, 
or  six  monthA.  I  could  not  state  positively  whether  it  was  or  was  not.  He  spoke 
of  certain  thines.    I  do  not  recollect  the  conversation  very  fully. 

Q.  He  said  that  he  would  probably  want  money.  Did  he  want  the  money  then, 
or  what  did  he  say  about  itf — ^A.  As  I  recollect,  he  said  he  had  some  property 
there,  and  if  he  had  the  money  he  could  go  on  with  it,  or  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  You  did  not  let  him  have  it  at  that  timef — A.  No. 

Mr.  Sawykr.  Had  yon  seen  the  mines f — ^A.  No;  I  had  never  seen  the  mines. 

Q.  Did  yon  inquire  into  its  value  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  talK  to  any  one  about  that  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  he  next  approach  you  for  money  after  this  interview  of  which  you 
speak f — A.  I  think  it  was  about  January. 

Q.  When  you  made  your  request,  both  in  the  conversation  which  you  have  detailed 
and  by  letter,  did  yon  receive  any  answer  to  thatf — A.  Any  official  communication f 

Q.  Yes.— A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  out  what  his  determination  was  on  the  subject  f — ^A.  I  do  not  think 
oar  office  knew  about  it  until  several  days  after  it  was  issued.  The  first  knowledge 
we  had  of  the  action  taken  was  of  the  issuance  of  this  order. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  that.  Did  he  give  you  any  answer  to  your  letter  in  which 
yon  asked  that  this  order  for  completed  files  should  be  established? — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  that  I  ever  had  an  answer  to  that  letter. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  conversation  in  regard  to  itf — A.  Not  after  that. 

Q.  I  will  refresh  your  recollection  and  will  ask  if  you  do  not  remember  going  into 
the  office  sometime  after  that  and  learning  his  determination  in  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter when  Col.  Lincoln,  the  second  deputy  commissioner,  came  in  and  disclosed  a 
letter  which  he  had  written  to  the  Commissioner  in  consequence  of  that  request,  and 
did  he  not  read  it  to  you  in  the  presence  of  the  Commissioner  f — A.  Yes;  I  remember 
it.    What  is  the  date  of  my  letter  there  f 

Q.  The  16th  of  November. — ^A.  Yes,  I  remember  such  an  interview. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  haviug  that  letter  read  to  you  f — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  letter  was  a  refusal  of  your  request,  was  it  notf — A.  I  do  not  know  that 
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the  letter  was  read  to  me,  but  I  know  that  Lincoln  had  decided  against  it,  and  1 
thought  his  answer  was  not  relevant,  becanse  he  had  clearly  got  the  wrong  inipres. 
sion  in  regard  to  my  letter  and  seemed  to  regard  it  simply  as  applicable  to  my  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  rememher  the  letter  was  readf — A.  No,  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Q.  But  reasons  were  assigned? — ^A.  My  recollection  is,  Gen.  Ranm  said  he  had  re- 
ferred it  to  the  depnty  commissioner  and  that  he  had  objected  to  it,  and  in  tko.so 
objections  he  concurred.    That  is  my  recollection.     (Pp.  1240,  1241.) 

It  wiU  be  seen  from  this  testimony  that  Lemon's  request  had  been 
refused  after  a  consultation  between  Mr.  Lincoln  and  the  Commissioner, 
but  that  it  was  afterwards  complied  with  in  the  issuance  of  orders  141) 
and  151,  and  that  on  the  next  day  after  the  issuance  of  this  order  (151) 
this  indorsement  took  place.  The  security  taken  by  Lemon  for  this 
indorsement  was  not  regarded  by  him  as  of  any  consequence,  and  be 
so  stated.  He  had  never  examined  the  property  and  had  never^made 
any  inquiries  concerning  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  security  was  of 
no  particular  value.  The  property  was  held  under  a  contract,  on  wliicli 
but  little  had  been  paid,  and  it  is  now  being  foreclosed.  The  money 
received  upon  this  indorsement  was  not  put  into  the  proi)erty  given  as 
security,  but  was  devoted  to  other  purposes.  (See  Buckeyes  testimon\\ 
pp.  886-895.) 

Under  Order  149  three  hundred  clerks  were  put  to  work  carrying 
forward  cases  from  the  pending  files  to  the  completed  tiles,  and  about 
the  5th  day  of  January,  the  date  of  issuing  Order  151, 35,240  cases  had 
been  selected  out  and  carried  forward  to  the  completed  files.  Had  it 
not  been  for  these  orders  the  work  of  selecting  cases  for  the  completed 
files  would  not  have  taken  place  until  May  or  June  following.  No 
record  of  the  attorneys  in  the  cases  thus  selected  and  carried  forward 
was  kept  and  there  is  no  means  of  finding  out  whose  cases  they  were 
or  how  many  Mr.  Lemon  had.  (See  letter  of  S.  L.  Wilson,  United  States 
pension  agent,  pp.  1475, 1476.) 

Hodgson  testifies  on  that  subject  as  follows : 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  execution  of  that  order  f — A.  I  did,  sir;  the 
first  cases  under  that  order.  The  first  cases  came  to  my  division  under  that  order, 
were  dumped  on  my  desk,  came  in  little  carts,  a  little  wagon,  as  near  as  I  could  esti- 
mate it  about  4  feet  long,  2^  feet  wide,  and  2  feet  deep.  There  were  three  of  those 
all  dumped  in  the  rear  of  my  desk  and  they  must  have  contained  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  1,200  to  1,500  cases.     (P.  896.) 

Q.  Did  you  notice  what  proportion  of  those  cases,  as  long  as  you. handled  theui, 
were  Lemon's  cases  f — A.  Up  to  a  certain  period  he  had  a  large  majority.  Take  six 
weeks  of  that  time  and  Lemon  had  five-sevenths  of  them.  Althougn  he  is  a  personal 
friend (P.  897.) 

Hodgson  is  probably  mistaken  as  to  rhe  size  of  the  carts  and  the 
number  of  cases  dumped  behind  his  desk,  but  in  his  statement  that 
five-sevenths  of  the  cases  he  handled  were  Lemon's  he  is  in  no  wav 
contradicted.  There  is  no  practical  way  of  determining  the  amount  of 
the  fees  paid  to  Lemon  on  such  of  his  cases  as  might  have  been  in  the 
35,000  cases  carried  forward.  No  record  is  kept  of  this  in  the  Pension 
Office  and  it  could  only  be  ascertained  by  consulting  the  different  pen- 
sion agencies  throughout  the  country  or  by  examining  every  case  in 
the  Pension  Office.  This,  of  course,  could  not  have  been  done.  (See 
letter  of  S.  L.  Wilson,  page  1514.) 

Under  Order  151,  from  February  3, 1890,  to  the  6th  of  August,  fol- 
lowing,  Mr.  Lemon  certified  to  the  completed  files  8,110  cases,  which,  at 
the  lowest  rate  allowed  by  law,  would  make  his  fees  $81,100.  This  did 
not  include  any  of  his  cases  in  the  35,000  carried  to  the  completed  tiles 
by  the  office.  It  is  admitt.ed,  however,  on  all  hands,  that  Mr.  Lemon 
had  the  largest  business  of  all  the  attorneys  practicing  before  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau* 
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Mr. Lemon  submitsa statementmakingcomparisoTisbetwoeii  thoniim- 
ber  of  cases  allowed  him  by  Commissioner  Black  in  certain  months  of  the 
year  1887  for  the  purpose  of  comparison  and  those  allowed  him  by  Com- 
missioner Kaum  in  the  corre8i)onding  months  of  the  year  1890.  Why 
he  takes  1887  for  the  purpose  of  comparison  instead  of  1889  the  com- 
mittee is  not  informed^  because  Mr.  Lemon  was  not  before  the  conmiit- 
tee,  and  we  only  have  the  evidence  which  he  gave  on  a  former  investi- 
gation. It  is  well  known,  however,  that  the  business  was  decreasing 
in  the  office  up  to  the  passage  of  the  law  of  June  27, 1890. 

Whatever  of  wrong  there  was  in  this  indorsement  is  probably  con- 
cealed by  the  failure  to  keep  any  record  of  the  35,240  cases  carried  to 
the  completed  files  under  Order  149.  The  Commissioner  could  have 
given  the  committee  full  information  as  to  the  bona  fides  of  this  trans- 
action if  hti  had  chosen  to  do  so,  but  this  he  refdsed.  It  is  a  presump- 
tion of  law  if  a  person  has  information  which  he  conceals  that  it  would 
be  against  him  if  produced.  This  is  a  just  presumption,  and  there  is 
no  unfairness  in  holding  Commissioner  Eaum  to  th^  fall  force  of  that 
presumption.  * 

Aside  Irom  this  presumption,  however,  we  submit  that  the  evidence 
shows  that  Mr.  Lemon  would  not  have  indorsed  this  note  had  not  Mr. 
Baum  then  been  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  before  whose  Bureau  Mr. 
Lemon  was  the  largest  practitioner.  In  fact,  Lemon  had  refused  to 
accommodate  him  in  the  preceding  July  at  a  time  when  Mr.  Eaum  was 
but  a  private  citizen.  Commissioner  Eaum's  commercial  standing  at 
the  time  of  this  indorsement  was  not  such  as  to  justify  such  an  indorse- 
ment on  the  part  of  a  prudent  man,  unless  moved  by  other  considera- 
tions. Mr.  Lemon  placed  no  reliance  whatever  on  his  security,  and,  as 
we  have  shown,  the  security  was  comparatively  worthless.  Mr.  J.  W. 
Thompson,  president  of  the  National  Metropolitan  Bank,  of  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  refused  to  loan  Commissioner  Eaum  the  small  sum  of  $500. 

We  quote  the  following  testimony  on  that  subject  by  Mr.  Thompson: 

Q.  Whftt  was  said  to  Mr.  Lockwood  and  by  Mr.  Lockwood  to  you  and  what  took 
phfcce  between  yoiif — ^A.  There  was  not  a  great  deal  said  about  it.  I  preferred,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  to  loan  to  Mr.  Lockwood,  as  he  was  one  of  our  customers  and  Mr. 
Ranm  was  not. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Lockwood  state  to  you  and  what  did  you  say  to  him  when  he 
came  to  see  yonf — A.  Nothing  was  said  of  importance  whatever. 

Q.  We  will  have  to  decide  whether  it  was  of  any  importance.  Suppose  you  state 
to  the  committee  what  took  place  and  what  he  stated  to  you  and  what  yon  stated 
to  him. — ^A.  He  said  it  was  for  Kaum.  I  said  that  might  be,  but  I  would  discount 
it  for  him  and  not  for  Mr.  Raum. 

Q.  What  reason  did  he  givef — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him,  whether  you  had  any  feeling  against  Mr.  Raum  or 
notf — ^A.  I  told  him  I  had  not  much  coniideuce  in  him ;  that  he  was  a  politician  and 
that  whatever  he  had  to  say  had  to  be  taken  with  some  degree  of  allowance.  (P. 
460.) 

A  carefol  business  man  like  Mr.  Thompson  had  not  sufficient  confi< 
dence  in  Commissioner  Baum  to  loan  him  the  small  sum  of  $500,  yet 
Mr.  Lemon  indorses  his  note  in  the  sum  of  $12,000  upon  what  he 
claimed  was  his  confidence  in  the  man. 

There  was  no  evidence  produced  before  this  committ#*e  to  show  that 
the  note  indorsed  by  Lemon  had  ever  been  paid  by  the  Commissioner. 
We  submit  that  this  was  not  a  bona  fide  transaction.  We  say  that 
it  is  a  fair  inference  that  this  indorsement  was  mad(>  in  consideration 
of  official  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioner  favorable  to  George 
B.  Lemon. 
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COMMISSIONER    RAUM  USES  HIS  OFFICE^  FOB  POLIT^CAX    PUBP0SE8. 

In  the  Fifty-lirst  Congress  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper,  a  member  from 
Indiana^  introduced  a  resolution  for  an  investigation  of  the  Pension 
Oftiee.  The  investigation  was  made,  Mr.  Cooper  acting  as  prosecutor. 
Mr.  Cooper  was  renominated  and  reelected  tq  the  Fifty-second  Con- 
gress. J.  G.  Dunbar  contested  with  Mr.  Cooper  at  the  polls  for  a  seat 
in  the  Fifty-second  Congress.  Commissioner  Baum  wrote  Dunbar, 
without  Dunbar's  asking  it,  and  probably  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
State  central  committee,  suggesting  to  him  that  he,  as  a  candidate, 
might  have  the  privilege  of  Congressional  calls. 

During  this  campaign  Commissioner  Eaum  visited  Mr.  Cooper's  Con- 
gressional district  for  the  purpose  of  making  political  speeches.  He 
visited  Bloomington,  Ind.,  for  this  purpose  and  one  James  F.  Morgan, 
a  pension  attorney  of  that  place,  sent  out  postal  cards  to  his  soldier 
clients,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

BiX)OMiNGTON,  Ind.,  October  16,  1890. 

Dear  Sir:  Hon.  Green  B.  Raum.  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  will  bo  in  Blooming- 
ton  on  Wednesday',  October  22,  1890.  It  is  my  desire  that  all  my  soldier  clients 
should  be  in  attendance  on  that  day.  I  desire  that  all  my  friends  meet  the  Commis- 
sioner personally.    Be  sure  and  oome. 

James  F.  Morgax. 

(P.  998.) 

During  this  speech-making  tour.  Commissioner  Baum  sent  the  fol- 
lowing letter  to  Hon.  Andrew  Davidson,  acting  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions: 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  October  S5, 1890, 

My  Dear  Sir  :  Mr.  Wiek  will  send  a  number  of  slips  from  the  Hon.  Mr.  Dunbar, 

candidate  for  Congress.    I  met  many  of  the  claimants.    They  seemed,  to  be  yery 

worthy  and  n€»edy  men.     Please  have  Mr.  Scudder  and  others  answer  all  these  slips 

by  Tuesday  evening  next  so  as  to  advise  the  claimants  as  to  the  status  of  their  claims. 

In  great  haste. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Grkkn  B.  Raum. 
Hon.  Andrew  Davidson,  (P.  1015.) 

Acting  Commissioner, 

Upon  this  subject  Mr.  Banm  testified  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cooper.  You  went  out  into  Indiana  to  make  some  political  speeches  in  the 
campaign  of  1890  f 
Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  that  on  the  ground  that  it  is  irrelevant.     Suppose  he  didt 
Mr.  Cooper.  I  propose  to  show  he  prostituted  the  office  while  he  was  out  there. 
Mr.  Payson.  By  opposing  your  election  t 
Mr.  Cooper.  That  is  what  the  people  thought,  but  I  got  a  verdict  against  him. 

By  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  1  will  ask  you,  while  you  were  in  Indiana  you  took  from  claimants  having 
claims  pending  in  your  Bureau  a  number  of  their  claims  and  data  for  the  parpose  of 
looking  after  tneir  claims,  at  several  places  where  you  were  in  the  Fifth  <listrict  of 
Indiana,  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent? — A.  Well,  I  may  have  taken  some 
memoranda. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  them f — A.  The  memoranda,  I  presume,  were  sent  to  the 
office.    I  did  not  keep  them  myself. 

Q.  Who  did  keep  themf — A.  There  was  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Wiek  who  sent 
a  few  memoranda  into  the  office. 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  employment  of  the  Government  f ♦-A.  No,  sir  j  he  was  not. 

Q.  He  is  a  private  citizen f — A.  Yes,  sir.     (P.  257.) 

•  «  •  «  «  ««« 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  this  private  citizen^  having  been  a  candidate,  had  either 
anthorized  or  appointed  Mr.  Wiek  to  act  in  his  behalff — A.  WeU,  1  stopped  at  In- 
dianapolis and  1  was  received  there  by  a  number  of  prominent  Republicans.  *  •  * 
As  it  is  common,  I  called  upon  the  State  central  committee  and  had.  some  conversation 
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with  them.  •  •  •  j  met  Mr.  Wiek,  I  think,  at  Indianapolis ;  at  all  events,  I  heard 
of  it.     It  was  snggeeted  to  me  that  Mr.  Wiek  wns  acting  for  the  committee. 

Q.  You  tnmed  them  over  to  hi  in  f — A.  Well,  there  was  a  large  crowd  of  old  soldiers 
that  gathered  in  to  hear  my  speeches,  and  I  remained  but  a  few  hours  at  a  place 
and  I  had  no  time  to  take  these  memoranda. 

Q.  Mr.  Wiek  took  the  memoranda,  did  he,  at  the  meetings? — A.  Well — yon  say  at 
the  meetings;  no,  I  do  not  think  any  memoranda  were  taken  at  the  meetings. 

Q.  Well,  at  places  where  the  meetings  were  heldf — A.  I  stopped  at  hotels,  and 
th^re  would  be  a  few  gentlemen  call  around  to  see  me,  and  some  of  them  would  be 
old  soldiers.  They  would  talk  about  their  pension  claims,  and  I  said  to  them:  "I 
am  not  here  to  inquire  into  pension  matters  at  all,  but  I  am  out  here  to  make  some 
political  speeches  and  I  am  very  glad  to  see  you.  If  you  have  a  claim  pending  and 
you  think  it  is  ready  for  trial  or  anything  of.  the  kind,  if  vou  make  a  memorandum 
and  send  it  on  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  receive  attention,''  and  under  that  arrange- 
ment there  were  a  few  memoAmda  made  at  every  place  I  went.  Probably  in  two 
cases — I  had  one  night  meeting :  no,  I  had  two  or  three  night  meetings — but  I  fiad 
one  meeting  at  a  point  where  I  tnink  there  was  nothing  of  that  kind  done.  We  got 
in  and  made  a  speech,  went  out^  and  I  was  not  there  over  an  hour  and  a  half  after 
making  the  speech. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  give  to  the  committee  a  statement  of  th«  names  of  the  mem- 
bers of  Congress  whose  competitors  you  afforded  that  courtesy  to  during  the  last 
campaiKuf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  say  there  were  not  so  very  many,  but  were  were 
probably  some. 

By  Mr.  Ekloe  : 

Q.  The  question  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Commissioner  was  this:  What  was  the  object 
of  giving  Mr.  Dunbar,  who  was  a  candidate  for  Congress,  an  opportunity  to  call  up 
claims  in  the  Pension  Office  and  have  them  oousicleredf — A.  Oh,  well  sir,  if  you 
know  anything  about  the  people  of  Indiana,  you  know  that  both  sides  are  strug- 
gling hard  with  the  old  soldiers  to  get  votes,  and  Mr.  Cooper  is  about  as  energetic 
as  anybody.  I  stated  that  Mr.  Dunbar  had  been  nominated  in  the  regular  way  by 
the  Republican  party,  and  he,  or  some  one  else  in  his  behalf  (I  do  not  recollect  ex- 
actly how  the  correspondence  opened  up),  wrot-e  me,  stating  Mr.  Dunbar  would  per- 
haps like  to  have  some  correspondence  in  regard  to  some  pension  claims,  and  I  recol- 
lect very  well  passing  the  letter  over,  stating  that  as  he  hail  been  nominated  by  the 
people  and  wished  to  do  some  correspondence  with  the  office  in  regard  to  pension 
claims,  he  would  give  the  letter  attention. 

Q.  Would  it  be  of  any  service  to  Dunbar  to  call  up  oases  unless  he  could  get  the 
credit  of  having  done  itf — A.  I  suppose  a  letter  would  be  written  to  Dunbar  in 
regard  to  it. 

Q.  Giving  him  about  the  same  information  you  would  give  to  Mr.  Cooper  f — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  something  like  that. 

Q.  Has  it  been  the  custom  of  the  Pension  Office,  when  a  ca«e  is  called  up  by  a 
member  of  Congress  and  is  found  to  be  complete,  that  you  adjudicate  the  case  at 
once  without  returning  it  to  the  files f — A.  That  has  been  the  rule  in  the  office  for  a 
great  many  years,  when  a  claim  has  gone  to  the  files  and  put  on  the  desk  of  an 
ei^aminer,  as  he  had  no  jurisdiction  in  drawing  it  from  the  tiles  and  it  was  not  for 
him  to  determine  the  question  whether  it  was  in  •  its  turn  or  not,  that  it  would  be 
adjudicated  if  complete.  I  may  add  here,  just  for  proper  information,  that  the  fact 
has  never  created  any  special  disturbance  in  the  office  that  anyone  had  ever  ob- 
served, until  the  meeting  of  the  present  Congress,  when  there  was  such  a  great 
rash  in  calling  up  cases  which  were  really  under  this  new  law. 

Q.  Was  not  the  object  of  granting  him  that  privilege  to  give  him  the  means  of 
nsins  the  Pension  Office  as  a  political  influence  to  secure  his  election  f — A.  It  was  to 
enaole  him  to  make  friendship  with  old  soldiers  he  might  meet,  just  as  Mr.  Cooper 
was  doing  there,  trying  his  very  best,  and  going  round (Pp.  258-261.) 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  one  question :  If  extending  this  courtesy  you  have  suggested  to 
eandidates  for  Congress  does  not  practically  use  the  Pension  Office  as  a  means  of 
«eonring  votes f — ^A.  The  Pension  Office  is  imlike  any  other  office  of  the  Government. 

Q.  But,  practically,  is  not  that  the  result  of  this  thing  f— A.  The  Pension  Office  is 
the  place  where  there  aro 

Q.  Will  yon  not  let  us  know  whether  this  is  the  practical  effect  of  it  or  notf — A. 
Let  me  hear  your  question  and  I  will  see  if  I  can  answer  it. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question.) 

The  WiTNKSS.  Well,  gentlemen,  I  may  state  from  what  I  see  and  understand  that 
the  instrumentalities  that  are  put  in  operation  there  in  the  Pension  Office  by  mem- 
bers of  Oongress  and  oUier  prominent  men  must  largely  be  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting their  political  ends.  ** 
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Q.  Bat  this  man,  as  lunderstaud  it,  Was  not  a  public  officer  f — A.  Ho  wa»api]Uit 
man. 

Q.  In  this  particular  case  it  is  developed  that  a  particular  courtesy  was  extended 
to  a  certain  man.  Now,«I  ask,  was  there  any  other  reason  than  I  have  suggested, 
and  you  can  certainly  advise  me  whether  it  is  so  or  nott 

The  W1TNK88.  Bead  the  question  again  so  that  I  may  understand  it. 

(The  question  was  reml.) 

The  Witness.  It  is  to  let  the  public  understand  that  this  man  is  somewhat  promi- 
nent. 

Q.  So  he  would  get  votes  by  it! — ^A.  That  he  would  be  heard  from. 

«  •  »  «  «  ,  •  * 

Q.  May  I  ask  whether  you  over  have  extended  that  courtesy  to  any  other  than  t 
Republican  running  for  office  f — A.  I  will  look  over  ray  correspondence  in  regard  to 
that.     I  have  endeavored  at  all  times  to  treat  all  mctubers  of  Congress  alike. 

Q.  I  do  not  question  in  regard  to  members  of  Congress,  but  we  do  not  seem  to 
understand  each  other.  I  ask  if  you  have  ever  extended  the  courtesy  of  the  office, 
as  you  did  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Dunbar,  to  any  other  than  a  Republican  runnvngjot 
offlicef — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  as  to  that,  but  I  will  look  over  that.  If  I  did  so,  it 
was  done  by  letter.  • 

Q.  Well,  as  far  as  you  recollect f — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  any.    (Pp.  262-264.) 

Col.  Davidson  testified  on  this  subject  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  Enlok  : 

Q.  What  position  do  you  occupy? — ^A.  First  Deputy  Commissioner. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  occupying  that  position? — A.  Since  the  last  of  March, 
1890. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  receiving  a  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  con- 
taining a  number  of  slips  of  J.  G.  Dunbar,  who  was  a  candidate  for  Congress  against 
Mr.  Cooper,  in  Indiana,  just  preceding  the  election  of  18901 — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  letter,  or  have  you  the  original  letter? — ^A.  I  haven't 
the  original  letter. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  it? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Will  you  furnisn  it  to  the  committee? — A.  I  can;  yes,  sir.  I  haven't  it  here 
with  me;  it  is  at  the  house. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  many  slips  were  inclosed  with  that  letter? — ^A.  About 
250  or  300,  perhaps. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  those  slips? — A.  I  sent  them  to  the  proper  divisions. 

Q.  You  had  the  order  you  received  from  the  Commissioner  executed,  did  yon  not?— 
A.  To  a  certain  extent,  I  did. 

Q.  To  what  extent? — ^A.  I  think  they  were  largely  answered,  and  yet,  before  the 
Replies  were  completed,  I  gave  instruction  to  the  chief,  I  think  of  the  western  divi- 
sion, although  I  don't  now  recall,  to  send  the  balance  of  the  replies  direct  to  the 
claimant  instead  of  through  Mr.  Dunbar. 

Q.  You  sent  them  for  a  while  through  Mr.  Dunbar? — A.  Yes,  sir;  this  was  a  very 
short  while  before  election,  and  a  large  number  of  them  couldn't  possibly  get  out  of 
the  office  till  after  election;  some  of  them,  however,  did. 

Q.  You  sent  the  information  to  Mr.  Dunbar  and  he  communicated  it  himself  to  the 
claimant? — A.  Ccrtainlv. 

Q.  Didn't  you  know,  when  you  received  this  order  from  the  Commissioner,  that  it 
was  a  departure  from  the  usages  of  the  office? — A.  There  was  a  large  &umber  of  slips 
there. 

Q.  Didn't  you  know  it  was  a  departure  from  the  usages  of  the  office  in  giving  an 
outsider  the  privileges  of  a  member  of  Congress? — A.  He  didn't  have  the  privileges 
of  a  member ;  he  simply  had  the  privileges  of  any  other  contestant. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  contestant  having  a  similar  privilege? — ^A.  I  do  not. 
I  presume  there  are  a  good  many  though. 

Q.  I  ask  you  for  your  knowledge,  if  you  know  of  any  case? — A.  I  don't  know  of 
any  case  myself;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  regard  this  order  a  departure  from  the  rules  of  the  office,  when  you 
received  it  from  the  Commissioner? 

By  the  Chairman.  Taken  in  connection  with  the  number  of  slips  received? 

A.  I  did  think  there  was  a  large  number  of  calls  made ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wasn't  your  attention  in  that  convcrKation  called  t«  the  fact  that  a  similar  re- 
quest was  made  from  that  district,  and  that  it  wa8  subsequently  brought  up  and  in- 
vestigated, and  were  you  not  atl vised  to  save  a  copy  of  that  letter?— A.  I  think  my 
attention  was  called  to  Mr.  Matson's  case. 

The  Witness.  I  would  like  to  make  one  further  statement.  I  simply  want  to  say 
the  slips  I  received  from  Jesse  Wiek,  and  not  from  the  Commissioner.  (Pp.  101^101& 
inclusive.) 
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B.  A.  Duriian  tefltifiecl  npon  this  subject  as  follows: 

Q.  Do  yoit  remember  anything  about  receiving  an  order  to  pay  attention  to  calls 

r  8tatn8  of  cases  st^nt  in  in  the  name  of  John  G.  Donbar,  of  Green  castle,  lud.,  who 

IS  a  candidate  for  C-ongress  against  Mr.  Cooper  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  orders  did  yon  receive  in  regard  to  those  slips,  and  from  whom  did  yon 

r«ive  the  ordernf — ^A.  My  recollection  of  that  is  the  order  came  through  the  first 

pnty  commissioner,  Col.  Davidson. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  yon  where  the  letter  came  from,  where  the  Commissioner  had  written 

e  letter  from? — ^A.  Some  place  in  Indiana. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  he  was  in  Mr.  Cooper's  district  at  that  timef — A.  Yes, 

r. 

Q.  Mr.  Davidson  told  yon  this  letter  had  come  from  the  Commissioner  inclosing 

ese  slips;  that  ho  wanted  them  to  have  immediate  attention? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  un- 

irstood  the  letter  to  Col.  Davidson  was  to  that  effect;  that  certain  claims  were  to 

!  forwarded  by  Jesse  Wiek,  and  that  he  would  like  to  have  an  answer ^by  Tuesday. 

:uit  would  be  the  same  day  my  attention  was  called  to  it,  the  evening  of  the  same 

Q^  Do  ^on  know  what  became  of  itf — ^A.  Well,  I  do  not.    I  know  what  I  said  to 

>1.  Davidson  about  it  at  the  time. 

i^.  What  did  yon  say  to  himf — A.  I  told  him  to  keep  the  letter.    I  said  to  him  at 

le  time,  ''Well,  I  guess  that  ought  not  to  go  into  the  record  either,  had  itf" 

Q.  If  it  has  any  matters  in  it  that  relate  to  the  affairs  of  the  office  it  should  go 

f — ^A.  It  doesn^t  at  the  present  time. 

Q.  It  don't  make  any  difference  whether  now  or  at  any  other  time,  if  it  relates  to 
ly  former  administration. — ^A.  I  simply  said  that  at  one  time.  When  -Mr.  Grubbs 
as  a  candidate  for  Congress  in  18S2,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  permitted  him 

call  up  cases  in  the  usual  way,  and  as  a  result  of  that  there  had  l>een  an  investi- 
ktion  made  and  the  matter  brought  out.    I  thought  he  had  better  keep  that  letter 

show  his  authority. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Mr.  Grubbs  was  then  representing  the  same  district 
at  Mr.  Cooper  is  now  f — A.  I  think  the  district  has  been  changed  considerably , 
It  I  can't  tell  about  that. 

Mr.  CoopBR.  Mr.  Grubbs  was  a  candidate  against  Mr.  Matson,  who  formerly  rep 
sented  the  district  I  do  now. 

By  Mr.  Enlok  : 

Q.  Yon  told  Mr.  Davidson  that  Mr.  Grubbs  had  been  submitting  slips  in  the  same 

ay  that  Mr.  Dunbar  was  using  them  and  that  was  brought  out  in  the  investigation 

vd  yon  thought  he  ought  to  keep  that  letter  of  the  Commissioner's  f — ^A.  He  didn't 

jMstly  know  what  to  £>  about  the  matter,  and  I  think  Capt.  Fisher,  chief  clerk,  was 

M>  present,  and  also  Mr.  Scudder,  an  employ^  in  the  Pension  Bureau,  who  is  an 

sistant  to  the  Commissioner.    He  was  present  and  also  spoke  about  that  same  case. 

Q.  You  gentlemen  thought  you  ought  to  have  something  to  show  by  what  author- 

y  it  was  donef — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  thought  we  ought  to  have  something  to  show  why 

e  did  it. 

Q.  When  you  carried  these  slips  up  stairs,  to  whom  did  yon  give  them  f — A.  I  gave 

lem  to  tiie  chief  of  files  in  my  division. 

Q.  What  instructions  did  you  give  himf — A.  I  told  him  to  have  the  cases  drawn 

id  sent  down  to  m^  desk,  and  there  was  quite  a  number  of  them  drawn  on  that 

%y,  and  they  were  distributed  through  different  sections  of  the  division. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  how  many  oases  were  called  up  altogether  on  those  slips  of  Mr. 

unbar  in  your  division f — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Can't  you  estimate  it  approximately  f — A.  Well,  this  package  that  came  along 

ith  the  letter,  or  about  the  time  that  the  letter  did  that  was  addressed  to  Col. 

'avidflon,  probably  had  two  or  three  hundred  slips  inclosed.    I  don't  think  there 

ere  more  than  seventy-five  of  those  slips  answered  in  my  division,  though. 

Mr.  DuNGAK.  Of  that  batch  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Yon  meBn  by  seventy-five,  that  there  were  seventy-five  in  your  division,  and  the 
aUnce  of  two  or  three  hundred  went  to  the  other  di  visions  f — A.  No,  sir;  the  bulk 
tme  to  me,  to  my  division,  and  only  about  seventy-five  of  them  were  answered. 
Q.  What  was  the  reason  you  did  not  answer  all  of  themf — A.  We  couldn't  do  it 
i  the  time  specified. 

Q.  What  date  was  that f— A.  The  Tuesday  before  election  in  1890. 
Q.  If  yon  conld  not  get  them  out  on  that  day,  you  underntood  the  information 
ould  not  be  of  amy  value  f — A,  That  was  my  inference. 

Q.  The  rest  went  back  into  the  files,  thenf — A.  Some  answered  Tuesday,  some 
''edneedaj,  and  Bome  not  until  Thursday. 
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Q.  Qnite  a  nambor  yon  didn't  auswer? — A.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of 
one  hundred  and  fifty  or  two  hundred;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  gel  any  further  instrnctioDs  to  go  on  and  answer  the  balftnee  of 
those  calls f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  CominisHiouer  over  say  anything  about  it  or  communicate  In  relation 
to  it  with  himf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  one  manifi'st'ed  any  interest  after  the  election  in  having  those  cases  Uken 
care  of  that  were  called  up  on  the  call  of  Mr.  Dunbar  f — A.  No,  sir.  (Pp.  KXKi-lOOi, 
inclusive.) 

From  this  evidence  it  is  easy  to  draw  conclusions.  Raum  wanted  to 
beat  Cooper.  To  accomplish  it,  he  gave  Cooper's  opponent,  Mr.  Dan- 
bar,  the  i)rivilege8  t)f  the  Pension  Oilice.  For  the  purpose  of  making 
friends  of  the  old  soldiers,  as  he  (llaum)  called  it,  he  allowed  him  to 
c^ll  up  tlieir  claims  for  status.  At  that  time  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
ofhce,  when  claims  were  called  up  by  members  of  Congress  for  statos, 
if  they  were  found  complete,  they  were  carried  forward  tor  adjudica- 
tion. He  gave  instructions  to  the  acting  Commissioner  to  have  these 
cases  attended  to  before  election.  This  was  such  a  breach  of  the  prac- 
tice of  the  office,  that  acting  Commissioner  Davidson  called  in  >Ir. 
Durnan,  one  of  the  chiefs  of  divisions,  for  consultation.  Capt.  Fisher, 
chief  clerk,  and  Mr.  Scudder,  who  is  an  assistant  to  the  Commis- 
sioner, were  also  present.  Durnan  advised  him  to  keep  a  cop>  of 
the  letter  for  his  protection  and  called  his  attention  to  a  similar  case 
in  the  same  district,  which  occurred  some  years  before  and  which  was 
brought  out  in  a  subsequent  investigation.  This  was  a  clear  pros- 
titution for  political  purposes  of  a  great  governmental  ofiice.  Nothing 
can  be  said  in  extenuation  of  it. 

BAUM  NOT  YET  THROUaH  WITH  COOPEB. 

In  January  last  James  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloomington,  Ind.,  the  same 
Morgan  who  sent  out  postal  cards  to  his  soldier  clients  inviting  them 
to  come  in  and  hear  liaum  speak,  visited  Washington  for  the  purpose 
of  looking  after  his  pension  business.  He  was  an  old  friend  of  Cooper's, 
or  claimed  to  be.  Cooper  had  assisted  him  considerably  in  his  pension 
business  in  times  past.  On  one  of  his  visits  to  Washington,  Mr. 
Cooper  referred  him  to  one  Hersey,  who  was  then  acting  as  the  pri- 
vate secret4iry  of  Mr.  Cooper,  and  Morgan  testifies  that  Cooper  said 
to  him,  "If  you  have  any  business  wort^  paying  for,  Mr.  Hersey  will 
attend  to  it  for  you."  Both  Cooper  and  Hersey  deny  this,  however, 
and  in  view  of  the  testimony  given  by  Morgan,  there  is  no  doubt  but 
that  Cooi)er  and  Hersey  are  correct.  Cooper  went  with  Hersey  to  the 
Pension  Office,  introduced  him  to  Commissioner  Eaum  and  Deputy 
Commissioner  Lincoln,  and  assisted  him  as  far  as  he  was  able. 

Morgan  had  a  conversation  with  Hersey,  while  on  his  visit  to  Wash- 
ington, to  the  eflfect  that  Hersey  was^to  look  after  his  cases  for  him  and 
send  him  the  status  of  them  for  $1  per  case.  Just  previous  to  this  the 
Department  made  an  order  excluding  from  the  public  certain  informa- 
tion in  pension  cases.  The  information  excluded  was  the  reports  of 
medical  boards  and  hospitiil  recxjrds.  No  one  but  members  of  Congress 
had  a  right  to  examine  this  evidence. 

On  January  26,  1892,  Morgan  wrote  a  letter  to  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a 
special  examiner  in  the  Pension  Office  whom  he  had  met  while  in  Wash- 
ington, in  which  letter  he  says: 

While  I  said  to  you  in  Washington  tlie  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper  has  always  been  a 
personal  friend  of  mine,  as  far  as  I  know,  yet  he  attempted  to  do  a  thing  -with  me 
while  in  Washington  far  more  contemptible  and  more  of  a  malfeasance  than  any- 
thing he  erer  even  accused  Gen.  Raum  of.    (P.  937.) 
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While  Morgan  was  on  the  Btand  it  was  attempted  to  And  oat  what 
it  was  that  ^.  Cooper  had  done  that  Morgan  characterizes  ^^  as  £ftr 
more  contemptible  and  more  of  a  malfeasance  than  anything  he  ever 
even  accosed  Gen.  Banm  of."  The  attempt  was  unavailing,  except 
that  he  claimed  that  Cooper  said  to  him^  *^  that  if  he  had  anything 
worth  paying  for,  Hersey  would  attend  to  it  for  him." 

As  the  result  of  this  letter  from  Morgan  to  Greenawalt^  the  Pension 
Office  entered  npon  an  investigation.  Mr.  Greenawalt  visited  Bloom- 
ington  several  tunes  in  connection  with  this  investigation.  At  the  date 
of  the  letter  last  above  referred  to  no  correspondence  whatever  had 
taken  place  between  Morgan  and  Hersey  or  between  Morgan  and 
Cooper.  Greenawalt  visited  Bloomington  the  first  time  the  7th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1892.  On  the  8th  of  February,  the  following  day,  Morgan  wrote 
to  Cooper  inclosing  slips  with  the  titles  of  twenty-five  pension  cases. 
To  this  letter  he  i^ds  the  following  postscript:  ^^I  will  pay  such  com- 
pensation as  is  proper  for  the  status  of  these  claims.  I  would  have 
written  direct  to  your  man  Hersey,  but  did  not  get  his  address."  This 
postscript  is  a  little  singular,  where  he  says:  ^^ I  would  have  written 
direct  to  your  man  Hersey,  but  did  not  get  his  address," 

In  the  letter  of  January  26  he  says: 

I  mentioned  the  matter  to  Mr.  Cooper,  and  he  at  once  took  me  oyer  in  the  city  to 
a  place  called  the  "Atlantic  Boilding/'  and  introduced  me  to  a  man  whose  name  is 
Hersey.    This  occnrred  Just  after  Cooper  and  I  caUed  at  the  Pension  Office.   (P.  937.) 

As  this  letter  of  February  8  was  written  the  next  day  after  Oreena- 
wait  had  visited  Bloomington,  it  seems  to  have  been  the  purpose  of 
Morgan  and  sx)ecial  examiner  Greenawalt  to  connect  Mr.  Cooper  with 
the  question  of  receiving  pay  for  the  status  of  these  claims.  Hersey 
replied  to  this  letter  on  the  18th  of  February,  having  received  it  through 
the  mail  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Oooper,  whb  was  at  that  time  in  Indiana. 

There  was  a  memorandum  inclosed  in  this  letter  of  Hersey's,  as  fol- 
lows: 

As  the  present  regulations  of  the  Bnrean  forbid  attorneys  from  examining  the 
records  and  medical  reports,  and  also  any  adyerse  testimony  that  may  be  filed,  I  can, 
of  course,  obtain  snch  information  only  through  the  courtesy  of  members  of  Con- 
gress whose  department  work  I  attend  to.  It  will  therefore  be  necessary  to  consider 
all  correspondence  on  the  subject  as  strictly  confidential.     (P.  713.) 

Morgan,  und^  date  of  February  19, 1892,  after  having  been  advised 
by  Hersey  that  the  information  which  he  sought  had  been  forbidden  by 
the  Department  to  attorneys,  replied  to  this  letter  of  Hersey's  as  fol- 
lows: 

I  have  Just  received  the  status  of  the  cases  which  I  sent  to  the  honorable  Qeorse 
W.  Cooper.  As  yon  did  not  give  me  your  address  I  am  compeUed  to  write  to  you  in 
care  of  Qeorge.  I  have  about  two  hundred  cases  dragging,  and  when  a  proper  under- 
standing is  arrived  at  as  to  compensation  I  wiU  give  you  more  cases.    (P.  693.) 

On  February  27  Hersey  replied  to  this  letter  and  said: 

Tour  favor  of  the  19th  instant,  addressed  to  me  in  care  of  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper, 
did  not  reach  me  until  to-day.  Hence  the  delay  in  rcwponse.  I  send  you  herewitn 
the  status  of  five  more  of  the  cases  referred  to,  and  will  send  you  more  in  a  day  or 
two.  The  usual  fee  charged  by  attorneys  in  calling  up  and  giving  the  status  of 
claims  is  $1  per  case.  Please  keep  aU  information  I  give  you  in  regard  to  the  status 
of  these  cases  as  strictly  confidential,  so  far  as  my  name  is  concerned,  for  the  reason 
that  the  present  rulings  of  the  Bureau  forbid  an  attorney  from  examining  the  record 
or  certificate  of  the  medical  examination  in  aU  cases.    (Pp.  693-694.) 

At  the  time  of  writing  the  letter  of  February  8  by  Morgan  to  Cooijer, 
Greenawalt  wa^in  Bloomington  with  Morgan.  At  the  time  of  writing 
the  letter  of  February  22  to  Oooper,  Greenawalt  was  present  and  ad- 
~  the  writing  of  this  letter  and  furnished  the  $25  tc  be  inclosed  in 
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it  and  went  with  Mor^m  to  the  post-office  to  register  it,  and  it  was 
registered  under  the  direction  of  Greenawalt,  the  purpose  being  to  get 
a  receipt  from  Cooper  for  the  money.  This  letter  was  not  received  by 
Mr.  Cooper  until  about  the  11th  of  March,  as  he  was  away  in  Indiana 
attending  to  a  lawsuit.  Under  date  of  March  11, 1892,  Mr.  Cooper  re- 
plies to  the  letter  of  February  22  as  follows: 

Dear  Jim  :  Toar  letter  containing  $25.  which  yon  say  u  for  Mr.  Herse j,  came 
while  I  was  out  in  Indiana.  8o  eoon  aa  I  returned  it  was  deliyered  to  me.  I  hare 
been  very  busy  or  should  have  answered  iuunediately.  I  wish  to  see  Mr.  Hersey 
before  doing  so.  I  had  not  fuUy  understood  what  it  was  you  wished  him  to  do  for  you. 
From  the  letter  it  seems  you  nav^e  sent  the  money  to  pay  him  for  calling  up  cases. 
Of  course,  Jim,  I  can  not  allow  you  to  pay  Mr.  Hersey  for  that  kind  of  work.  He  is 
in  my  servicoi  and  it  is  only  as  my  secretary  that  that  work  could  be  done  for  yoo. 
I  have  called  up  thousands  of  oases  and  have  always  done  it  cheerftilly,  but  I  haye 
never  received  nor  knowingly  allowed  anyone  connected  with  me  to  charge  a  eent 
for  that  work,  not  even  a  postage  stamp.  I  shaU  not,  therefore,  allow  yon  to  pay 
anything  for  that  service.  It  is  not  right.  It  is  a  burning  shame  that  the  office 
with  2,000  employ^  can  not,  or  wiU  not,  carry  on  the  necessary  correspondence  with 
claimants  and  their  attorneys.  However  that  may  be.  I  am  clear  that  I  ought  not 
to  allow  you  to  pay  Mr.  Hersey  anything  while  he  is  in  my  service.  Whatever  is 
done  by  me  in  that  direction  is  done  in  the  line  of  my  dutv,  and  is  so  to  be  regarded. 
I  will  do  the  best  I  can  for  your  oases,  but  not  for  pay.  I  therefore  return  the  money. 
Tours, 

Geo.  W.  Cooper. 

P.  S. — ^Tour  letter  to  Mr.  Hersey  came  this  evening,  and  was  opened  by  me  by  mis- 
take.   I  have  stated  my  position  to  Mr.  Hersey,  and  tne  matter  is  satisfiActory  to  him. 
Yours, 

Cooper.    (P^.  694. 695.) 

The  scheme  against  Cooper  failed  with  this  letter.  The  money  had 
been  sent  by  registered  letter  in  order  to  entrap  him  into  giving  a  re- 
ceipt. Letters  had  been  sent  to  Hersey  in  care  of  Oooper,  nnder  the 
plea  that  Morgan  did  not  kijow  Hersey's  address.  Hersey  may  have 
done  wrong,  bnt  Cooper  was  absolutely  without  fault. 

Whose  scheme  was  thist  After  it  was  all  over  and  it  conclusively 
appeared  that  Cooper  was  in  no  fault  whatever,  Commissioner  Baum^ 
in  an  interview  with  the  New  York  World's  correspondent,  said : 

I  am  not  through  with  Cooper  yet.  I  wiU  get  witnesses  next  time  who  will  not 
breffck  down  with  the  first  attack. 

What  does  this  meant  Does  it  mean  that  Morgan  was  Baum's  wit- 
ness; that  he  told  a  different  story  than  he  was  expected  to  tell ;  l^at 
they  were  planning  Cooi>er's  downfiEdlt  If  it  does  not  mean  this  it 
certainly  shows  that  Baum  was  disappointed  with  the  outcome  aad 
that  he  proposes  to  continue  on  the  same  line  with  witnesses  who  wiU 
not  brec&  down.  This  is  a  fair  index  of  the  character  of  the  Commis- 
sioner. The  same  characteristics  are  shown  in  the  cases  of  Engle, 
Howard,  Taylor,  De  Arnaud,  and  others. 

For  the  purpose  of  better  showing  the  nature  of  this  whole  taransao- 
tion  we  quote  from  Morgan's  and  Greenawalt's  testimony. 

Morgan  testified: 

Q.  WeUy  now,  Mr.  Greenawalt  had  this  interview  with  you  on  the  7th  of  Febru- 
ary; and  you  wrote  these  letters  the  yery  next  day.  Did  you  write  that  letter  as  a 
decoy! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  this  whole  correspondenee,  which  you  admit  was  written  for  the  par- 
pose  of  decoying  him,  were  yoil  acting  the  part  of  a  decoy  to  betray  Mr.  Cooper, 
pretending  to  be  his  friend  f — ^A.  I  said  so  yesterday. 

Q.  You  stated  that  yesterday,  did  youf— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  vou  recollect  what  yovl  said  yesterday  f— A.  I  said  to  the  oommittea 
that  that  was  the  whole  purpose  of  the  correspondence. 

Q.  Do  you  swear  to  that  to-day  f— A.  That  is  what  I  mean.    (P.  951.) 
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Now,  this  shows  the  purpose  of  tliis  transaction,  at  least  so  far  as 
Morgan  is  concerned.    He  was  acting  in  bad  &ith. 
Morgan  farther  testified : 

Q.  Did  you  say  to  the  committee  yesterday  that  you  received  a  telegram  toHing 
yoa  of  the  illness  of  your  wife  and  that  yon  wanted,  to  retam  homef — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  that  telegram  f — ^A.  I  have  not  got  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  get  onef — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  request  the  chairman  of  this  committee  to  close  the  examination 
yesterday,  because  you  had  received  a  telegram  from  your  wife  stating  that  the 
condition  of  her  health  was  such  that  you  ought  to  be  there  in  the  name  of  hu- 
manity f — ^A.  I  did  say  that  my  wife  was  sick. 

Q.  I  ask  you,  what  did  you  say  about  the  telegram ;  did  you  have  such  a  tele- 
gram f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Were  you  lying  about  itf — ^A.  I  wanted  to  get  away. 

Q.  Did  you  lie  about  itf — ^A.  I  was  anxious  to  get  bacK  home. 

By  Mr.  Brosius  : 

Q.  You  are  a  candidate  for  State's  attorney  out  there  in  Indiana f— A.  Yes,  sir.  (Pp. 
948,  951.) 

Mr.  Greenawalt  testified: 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  evidence  enough  in  the  possession  of  the  Commissioner  before 
you  took  that  trip  out  there  to  see  Morgan  to  convict  Hersey  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  the  Whittinghili  letter  just  before  you  went  out  there f — ^A. 
Yes,  sir.    I  had  the  letter  before  I  went  out  there. 

Q.  Didn't  that  connect  Mr.  Hersey  f — ^A.  That  is  a  matter  that  Gen.  Raum  had 
better  say. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  that  letter  that  $3  had  been  sent  and  that  Mr.  Hersey  hiul 
been  connected  with  itf — ^A.  I  say  Gen.  Raum  ordered  me  to  do  some  duty  and  I  did  it. 

Q.  You  are  not  undertaking  to  enter  upon  a  defense  of  Gen.  Raum,  are  youf — A. 
Ko,  sir. 

Q. .  I  ask  you  to  testify  simply  as  to  facts.  Was  it  not  a  fact  that  vou  had  that 
Whittinghili  letter  there  and  yon  could  trace  this  matter  to  Hersey  before  you  went 
to  see  Morgan f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  went  to  investigate  this  matter*  you  had  a  commission  from  Gen. 
Raom,  whidii  you  thouj^ht  wab  broad  enough  to  justify  you  in  paying  the  $25  and 
having  it  sent  with  a  view  of  finding  out  if  Mr.  Cooper  was  connected  with  itf — A. 
Yes^  sir;  in  order  to  find  out  if  he  was  connected  with  i^. 

Q.  You  stated  that  Coxnmissioner  Raum  stated  he  would  see  you  didn't  suffer  if 
yon  spent  any  money  for  any  purpose  outside  of  Government  business  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  considered,  then,  this  money  you  were  snending  in  trying  to  bribe  me  (Mr. 
Cooper)  was  outside  the  Government  s  business,  aid  you  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  understand  when  you  furnished  that  $25  that  you  were  losing  itf — ^A« 
Ko.  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  understand  that  you  would  get  it  back  again  f — ^A.  My  instruc- 
tions, as  I  said  before,  from  Gen.  Raum  were,  if  I  incurred  any  expense  outside  of 
Government  transactions  that  he  would  reimburse  me  and  would  see  that  I  did  not 
suffer  any  pecuniary  loss. 

Q.  Did  vou  understand  firom  that  that  Gkn.  Raum  would  pay  this  out  of  his  in- 
dividual nindft— pay  you  the  $25  backf — ^A.  I  understood  that  he  would  manage  it 
aome  way  so  that  I  would  get  my  pay. 

Q.  Did  you  get  the  $25  backf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  not  got  it  yetf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  Morgan  got  itf — ^A.  Mr.  Morgan  says  that  Mr.  Cooper  returned  it  to  him. 

Q.  Did  Morj^n  return  it  to  the  office  f — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  consider  Mr.  Raum  as  indebted  to  you  $25  f — ^A.  I  don't  think  I  shall  mako 
any  reply  to  that  question. 

Q.  It  is  a  very  proi>er  question,  but  it  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  you 
answer  it  or  not.    (Pp.  1140-1142.) 

This  evidence  shows  that  Morgan  was  engaged  in  a  correspondence 
for  the  purpose  of  entrapping  Cooper.  Morgan  says  they  were  decoy 
letters.  It  shows  that  Greenawalt  inclosed  money  in  these  decoy  letters, 
which  was  not  public  money  and  not  understood  to  be  public  money 
by  him;  that  it  was  private  money,  to  be  refunded  to  him  by  the 
Commissioner  out  of  the  Commissioner's  private  funds.  It  shows  that 
the  Commissioner  regarded  it  as  a  private  undertaking  on  his  part,  for 
which  he  was  willing  to  spend  his  own  private  funds.    It  shows  that 
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the  Commissioner  was  not  acting  in  good  faith  to  ascertain  if  the  lav 
had  been  violated.  Oreenawalt  was  sent,  however^  to  Illinois  at  Gov- 
ernment expense  by  the  direction  of  the  Commissioner^  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring  the  reputation  of  a  member  of  Congress.  There  is 
no  justification  for  this  transaction.  It  was  prostituting  a  great  public 
office  to  the  purposes  of  private  spite  and  animosity. 

Oreenawalt  afterward  put  in  an  account  for  this  $25  sent  to  Cooper 
in  the  decoy  letter,  but  it  was  rejected  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

This  is  highly  creditable  to  the  Secretary.  It  shows  his  active  in- 
terference to  prevent  abuses  in  the  Pension  Bureau. 

THE  STATEMENT  BY   GOMMISSIONEB  BAUM. 

The  Commissioner  made  a  statement  in  writing  to  the  committee  com- 
paring the  work  of  his  administration  with  that  of  previous  adminis- 
trations. It  must  be  borne  in  mind  in  this  connection  that  cases  under 
the  act  of  June  27,*181H),  are  more  easily  passed  npon  and  adjudicated 
than  under  former  acts,  and  that  the  clerical  force  of  the  office  has  been 
largely  increased  to  meet  the  requirements  of  that  act. 

There  is  no  doubt  but  that  a  good  deal  of  good  work  has  been  done 
under  Commissioner  Baum's  administration  as  well  as  under  other  ad- 
ministrations of  the  Bureau.  There  are  a  good  many  capable  men  and 
women  employed  in  the  Pension  Bureau.  Deputy  Commissioners  Lin- 
coln and  Davidson  and  Assistant  Chief  of  the  middle  division,  Bryant^ 
seem  to  be  very  efficient  and  competent  men.  The  heads  of  divisions 
appear  to  be  intelligent  and  efficient,  and  the  work  of  the  office  under 
the  supervision  of  these  men  is  progressing  reasonably  well. 

The  clerical  force  of  the  office  is  probably  as  well  worked  as  that  of 
any  of  the  other  Departments.  Cases,  however,  under  the  act  of  June 
27,  1890,  have  been  carried  forward  to  the  injury  and  neijlect  of  cases 
under  prior  laws.  From  three  to  four  times  as  many  cases  have  been 
allowed  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  as  under  prior  laws,  and  pretty 
much  all  the  work  of  the  office  has  been  suspended  on  increase  cases. 
As  to  the  latter,  however,  there  is  no  objection.  It  is  fair  that  the  in- 
crease cases  should  be  delayed  until  all  other  persons  entitled  shall  have 
received  a  pension,  or  at  least  until  work  in  that  direction  is  pretty 
well  advanced. 

THE  CONSPIBACY, 

The  New  York  Tribune,  the  New  York  World,  the  New  York  Herald, 
and  other  leading  papers  indulged  in  some  severe  criticisms  of  Com- 
missioner Baum'b  administration  of  the  Pension  Bureau.  Commissioner 
Baum  conceived  the  idea  that  a  number  of  pension  employes  were  con- 
spiring together  to  injure  his  administration,  as  he  called  it.  One  Flem- 
ing, who  had  been  in  the  Pension  Office  under  Raum,  was  suspected 
by  Baum  of  furnishing  the  information  for  thesei  articles  and  that 
Fleming  received  his  information  from  Renaud,  Payne,  Hodgson,  Tay- 
lor, Jennings,  Fawcett,  Peyton,  and  other  pension  employes.  The  Com- 
missioner called  in  one  Sprosser,  a  special  examiner  in  the  field,  and  set 
him  to  watching  Fleming  to  ascertain  who  his  associates  were.  This 
was  done  at  the  Covernment's  expense,  but  Sprosser  was  unsuccessful 
and  failed  to  fix  anything  on  any  of  the  pension  emi>loy6s. 

The  only  evidence  the  Commissioner  had  of  this  so  called  conspiracy, 
was  that  the  persons  above  named  seemed  anxious  to  get  hold  of  pax>ers 
oontaining  these  articles  and  seemed  to  know  when  an  article  was  to 
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appear;  that  they  were  eager  to  read  them  and  that  they  did  so  and 
seemeid  very  much  gratified.  The  i>ersons  above  named  were  discharged 
by  the  Gommissionery  bat  many  of  them  were  afterward  reinstated 
through  the  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  because  there  was 
no  evidence  of  their  participation  in  such  conspiracy.  The  Oommis- 
sioner  was.  however,  particularly  severe  upon  Benaud.  He  pursued 
him  as  he  did  Taylor.  In  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  bear- 
ing date  August  28, 1890,  the  Oommis^ioner  says: 

Sib:  Several  articles  have  recently  appeared  in  the  New  York  Tribune  which  are 
obviously  written  or  inspired  by  some  one  in  this  office.  The  last  of  these  was  a 
eorreapondenoe  from  Washington  City  which  appeared  in  the  New  York  Tribune  of 
the  loth  instant  headed^  "  Bold  Pension  Office  clerks ;  cancellation  of  adverse  de- 
cision bv  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  extraordinary  course  of  members  of  the 
board  oi  review  in  a  specimen  case;  not  even  reading  tne  testimony  to  Justify  their 
action." 

I  have  made  diligent  in<][uiry  as  to  who  was  probably  the  author  of  this  letter.  I 
find  that  the  papers  in  this  case  had  recently  been  in  the  possession  and  on  the 
desk  of  Mr.  Edward  Renaud,  a  fourth-class  clerk  in  tMs  office. 

I  find  that  the  article  has  been  quoted  in  various  papers  throughout  the  country 
and  severe  comments  made  on  the  course  of  business  m  this  office.  Mr.  Renaud  in- 
forms me  that  he  has  long  been  a  writer  for  the  Tribune.  I  find  that  he  wrote  many 
articles  unfriendly  to  Gen.  Black's  administration  while  he  was  here.  I  am  satisfied 
myself,  although  he  denies  it,  that  he  is  the  guilty  party,  and  I  therefore  have  the 
honor  to  recommend  his  dismissal.    (P.  538.) 

Benand  was  dismissed  by  the  Secretary.  Benaud  not  only  denied 
the  authorship  of  these  ailicles,  but  the  regular  Washington  corre- 
spondent of  the  Tribune  also  denied  that  Benaud  had  anything  to  do 
with  them  whatever.  The  Commissioner,  under  date  of  September  7, 
1891,  in  a  letter  to  Hon.  Cyrus  Bussey,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  In* 
terior,  says: 

Sir:  Lhave  by  your  reference  a  letter  of  Edward  Benaud,  bearing  date  July  16, 
1891,  in  which  he  requests  that  you  examine  into  the  charges  upon  which  he  was 
dismissed  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  if  the  facts  appear  to  warrant  it,  that  they 
may  be  withdrawn  and  his  record  purged.  I  have  the  nonor  to  state  that  no  facts 
have  been  brought  to  my  attention  to  change  the  conclusions  upon  which  my  rec- 
ommendations were  made  for  the  dismissal  of  Benaud.    (P.  538.) 

Benaud  was  not  reinstated,  but  he  afterward  obtained  a  position  in 
the  Census  Bureau.  The  Clommissioner,  under  date  of  October  28^ 
1891,  in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  says: 

I  respectfully  invite  your  attention  to  the  case  of  Edward  Benaud.  recently  dis- 
missed £rom  this  office,  and  who^is  now,  as  I  am  informed,  employed  in  the  Census 
Office,  as  I  suppose,  without  your  knowledge.    (P.  639.) 

He  closes  his  letter  by  saying : 

I  respectfully  submit  that  Mr.  Edward  Benaud  is  not  a  proper  person  to  be  re- 
tained in  the  Interior  Department.    (P.  639. ) 

One  of  the  Tribune  articles  concludes  as  follows: 

This  particular  case  f  John  S.  Garrison  case)  is  not  by  any  means  the  only  one  or 
the  most  startling  which  has  come  under  the  notice  of  the  correspondent  of  the 
Tribune,  but  it  is  typical  of  a  large  class  and  should  serve  to  stimulate  the  ardor  to 
reform  abuses,  for  which  Commissioner  Baum  ex^oys  an  enviable  reputation.  (P. 
541.) 

These  men  were  discharged  upon  mere  suspicion.  There  was  abso- 
lutely no  proof  whatever  before  Commissioner  Baum,  or  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  committee,  which  would  justify  the  discharge  of 
these  men^  and  some  of  them  were  restored  by  the  active  interference 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Benaud  was  given  another  place  in 
the  Interior  Department;  but  the  Commissioner  even  undertook  to 
drive  him  out  of  the  public  service^  but  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
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prevented  it.  The  fact  is,  that  ia  this  as  in  many  other  imi^rlant 
matters  the  correctiye  hand  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is'  seen 
and  felt  in  restraining  the  Commissioner  ¥rithin  proper  limits. 

The  evidence  taken  before  this  committee  tends  to  show  and  does 
show  that  every  act  done  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  been  on 
the  line  of  a  pnre  administration  of  the  Pension  Bureau.    If  Gommia- 
sioner  Baum  were  {possessed  of  that  integrity  of  purpose  on  the  line  of 
rectitude  in  matters  of  public  trust  as  has  been  evinced  on  the  part  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  Commissioner  would  have  had  no 
trouble  in  the  administration  of  his  office.    But  he  has  a  peculiar  men- 
tal make-up.    He  seeks  indirect  methods  instead  of  direct  ones.    He 
is  evasive  and  avoids  direct  issues  and  direct  questions.    His  manner 
upon  the  stand;  his  mode  of  evading  direct,  explicit  questions;  his 
want  of  fairness  and  candor;  and  his  peculiar  disposition,  as  shown  in 
the  case  of  Charles  Alfred  de  Amaud,  in  the  case  of  Taylor,  in  the  case 
of  Engel  and  Howard,  and  in  the  case  of  Benand  and  others  shows  him 
to  be  unfit  to  have  under  his  control  the  supervision  of  two  thousand 
Government  employes.    His  refusal  to  answer  questions  in  regard  to 
the  Lemon  indorsement,  the  contradictory  statements  in  his  evidence, 
the  spirit  of  animosity  which  he  showed  against  Mr.  Cooper,  member  of 
Congress,  the  prostitution  of  his  office  to  political  purposes  in  a  man- 
ner before  unprecedented,  all  tend  to  one  conclusion,  and  that  is  that  he 
is  not  a  fit  person  to  be  at  the  head  of  a  Government  Bureau  which  dis- 
burses annually  9140,000,000  of  the  people's  money  and  gives  employ- 
ment to  two  thousand  people. 

This  peculiar  disposition  of  the  Commissioner  and  a  sense  of  his  un- 
fitness for  a  high  position  grows  upon  one  day  by  day  as  you  come  in 
contact  with  himi  and  his  methods.  The  impression  becomes  fixed  that 
his  actions  and  methods  have  no  foundation  upon  basic  principles  of  in- 
tegrity, but  that  he  is  governed  largely  by  selfish  motives,  prejudice, 
and  a  spirit  of  revenge. 

BEOOMHBNDATIONS. 

We  make  the  following  recommendations: 

First.  That  this  committee  be  continued  until  the  close  of  the  second 
session  of  the  Fifty-second  Congress,  subject  to  the  call  of  its  chair- 
man, but  that  its  clerical  help  be  dispensed  with  for  the  time  being. 

Second.  That  there  be  a  revision  or  codification  of  the  pension  laws, 
with  a  view  to  reducing  the  same  to  a  plain,  specific,  uniform  system, 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  away,  as  far  as  possible,  with  the  employment 
of  attorneys  in  pension  cases,  and  to  facilitate  the  adjudication  of  pen- 
sion claims. 

Third.  We  recommend  that  attorneys'  fees  under  the  law  of  Jane 
27, 1890,  be  reduced  to  the  sum  of  $5  in  each  case,  without  authority  to 
stipulate  for  any  greater  sum. 

Fourth.  We  recommend  that  eases  under  laws  prior  to  June  27, 1890, 
be  more  rapidly  carried  forward  to  adjudication  and  that  there  be  at 
least  equal  consideration  given  to  cases  under  those  laws  as  to  those 
under  the  law  of  June  27, 1890. 

Fifth.  We  recommend  that  a  sufficient  clerical  force  be  put  on  tiie 
old  and  long-pending  cases  for  the  purpose  of  determining  their  exact 
status,  and  whether  they  have  been  abandoned  or  otherwise,  and  that 
some  rule  be  adopted  whereby  such  claimants  can  be  notified  of  the 
defects  in  their  cases,  to  the  end  that  the  necessary  evidence  be  fur- 
nished to  complete  the  case  within  a  reasonable  time  to  be  specified, 
and  that  m  default  thereof  that  such  cases  wiU  be  r^ected. 
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±h.  We  recommend  the  restoration  to  office  of  such  employes  as 
discharged  for  no  other  cause  than  the  reading  of  newspapers 
criticised  the  management  of  the  Pension  Office, 
renth.  The  evidence  in  this  case  showing  that  all  the  controversy 
)en  the  Commissioner  and  employes  was  confined  to  appointees 
mbraced  within  the  civil-service  law,  we  respectfully  recommend 
bhe  special  examiner's  division  and  such  other  places  under  the 
ftu  as  may  be  practicable  be  placed  under  the  operations  of  the 
service  law. 

)  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolutions: 
tolved,  That  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  House  that  Commissioner  ol 
ions.  Green  B.  Baum,  should  be  removed  from  office  by  the  Presi- 
for  the  following  reasons : 

Because  he  has  demonstrated  his  unfitness  to  supervise  and  gov- 
large  number  of  employes  on  account  of  his  hasty  temper,  strong 
dices,  and  unreasonable  animosity  which  impel  his  action  in  mat- 
>f  the  gravest  consequence,  as  evidenced  in  the  cases  of  Engle, 
ird,  Taylor,  Jennings,  Benaud,  Hay  ward,  Payne,  De  Amaud, 
)n,  and  others,  and  Ms  pursuit  of  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper,  follow- 
pon  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  injure  his  reputation. 
Because  he  has  prostituted  his  office  for  the  purposes  of  private 

Because  he  has  prostituted  his  office  for  political  purposes,  using 
»me  as  a  political  machine,  notably  in  the  matter  of  furnishing 
ongressional  facilities  of  the  Pension  Office  to  one  J.  G.  Dunbar, 
rate  citizen  of  Indiana,  at  one  time  a  candidate  for  Congress  against 
(George  W.  Cooper. 

olvedj  That  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  House  that  Harvey  G.  Ellis 
^r.  J.  W.  Little  should  be  dismissed  from  office  for  the  reason  that 
eftised  to  answer  legitimate  and  proper  questions  put  to  them  by 
Dunittee. 

H.  H.  Wheeleb. 

J.  J.  Little. 

Ibvine  Dungan. 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

Ifr.  LuTD,  in  behalf  of  the  minoriliy  of  the  select  committee  api)ointed 
^^  inquire  into  the  methods  of  doing  business  in  the  Bureau  of  Pen- 
^>^«n8  and  the  Board  of  Pension  Appeals,  submits  the  foUowing  views: 
Pnrsuant  to  the  resolution  recited  in  tne  report  of  the  majority,  the 
^^^nmiittee  met  and  organized  on  the  25th  day  of  February,  1892,  since 
'^^hich  date  it  has  had  numerous  meetings,  examined  scores  of  wit- 
^^esses,  and  taken  a  mass  of  testimony,  of  which  the  x>ortion  perma- 
^^ently  retained  covers  more  than  1,600  closely  printed  octavo  pages. 

In  the  prosecution  of  this  investigation  the  committee  has  been 
greatly  aided  by  the  unremitting  efforts  of  Messrs.  Enloe  and  Oooper, 
^^rhose  patriotic  devotion  to  the  task  of  investigating  this  Bureau  has 
c^nly  b^n  equaled  by  the  x>ersevering  zeal  in  the  same  behalf  by  Tay- 
lor, Faucett^  and  others  of  the  discharged  employes.    Attention  is 
^3alled  to  this  feature  of  the  investigation  to  evidence  the  thorough- 
:me8S  with  which  our  work  has   been  conducted  and  to  justify  our 
declaration :  That  every  alleged  abuse,  irregularity  of  practice,  mis- 
take of  judgment,  erroneous  decision,  or  improper  conduct  on  the  part 
of  those  in  any  manner  connected  with  the  office,  and  all  rumors  con- 
cerning their  moral  character  and  financial  and  social  standing,  have 
been  inquired  into  and  thoroughly  investigated  by  this  committee. 

In  view  of  the  searching  character  of  the  investigation  and  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  Bureau  and  its  work,  it  is  a  source  of  gratification  to  the 
minority  of  this  conmiittee  to  join  with  the  majority  in  its  finding  that — 

There  is  no  doubt  but  that  a  great  deal  of  good  work  has  been  done  nnder  Com- 
misaioner  Ranm'a  administration  as  weU  as  nnder  other  administrations  of  the 
Boreaa.  There  are  a  good  many  capable  men  and  women  employed  in  the  Bureau. 
Deputy  Commissioners  Lincoln  and  Davidson  and  Assistant  Chief  of  Middle  Division 
Bryant  seem  to  be  very  efficient  and  competent  men.  The  heads  of  divisions  appear 
to  be  intelligent  and  efficient,  and  the  work  of  the  Office  under  the  supervision  of 
these  men  is  progressing  reasonablv  well.  The  clerical  force  of  the  Office  is  probably 
as  weU  worked  as  that  of  any  of  the  other  Departments. 

The  minority  of  the  committee  feel  that  this  finding  and  report  upon 
the  condition  of  the  Bureau  and  its  work  might  properly  have  been 
couched  in  much  stronger  and  more  commendatory  language,  but  we 
are  content  to  adopt  the  form  chosen  by  the  majority  to  express  its  ap- 
proval, especially  as  there  is  no  suggestion  either  in  the  evidence  or  in 
the  report  that  a  single  dollar  of  the  people's  money  has  been  wasted, 
or  that  the  decision  in  any  case  has  been  influenced  by  prejudice  or 
fovoritism  during  the  administration  of  Commissioner  Eaum. 

Ilie  strictures  of  the  majority  of  the  committee,  so  far  as  they  affect 
the  Commissioner,  being  confined  solely  to  differences  between  him  and 
discharged  employes  and  the  alleged  transactions  between  him  and  Mr. 
George  E.  Lemon^  and  the  case  of  Count  Amaud,  we  feel  justified  in 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  onerous  duties  and  extensive 
responsibilities  that  rest  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  at  all 
times  and  the  peculiar  embarrassments  that  faced  the  x>resent  Com- 
missioner when  he  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties. 
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Gen.  Eanm  was  appointed  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  Octob^, 
1889.  The  Bureau  over  which  he  was  called  to  preside  is,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  number  of  its  employes,  the  multitude  of  persons  with  whom 
it  deals,  and  the  amount  of  money  involved  in  it^  adjustments,  the 
largest  office  of  the  kind  in  the  world.  The  official  roll  of  the  Pension 
Office  is  2,009  i>ersons.  The  18  pension  agencies  employ  449  regdar 
clerks,  while  the  surgeons  employed  upon  medical  examining  bouds 
number  3,994.  In  addition  there  are  131  speciali^tl,  making  a  total 
force  of  6,583.  Nor  should  it  be  forgotten  that  the  duties  devolving 
upon  many  of  these  subordinates  are  not  the  mere  routine  of  oomputa- 
tion,  bookkeeping,  and  office  work  that  prevails  in  many  c^er  of  the 
Departments  of  the  Government. 

Six  hundred  and  sixty  of  the  clerks  are  employed  as  examiners  in 
the  adjudication  and  review  of  cases;  130  as  special  examiners  in  the 
field.  These  men,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  perform  the  functions  of 
judges.  They  pass  originally  and  by  way  of  review  upon  the  law  and 
the  facts  involved  in  every  case  that  is  abjudicated  in  the  Bureau.  It 
is  but  an  exhibition  of  human  nature  in  general  and  certainly  no  reflec- 
tion upon  this  force  to  say  that  on  the  whole  they  probably  have  as 
much  pride  of  opinion  and  confidence  in  the  correctness  of  their  own 
decisions  as  our  judges  presiding  over  courts  of  record.  Scores  of  in- 
stances of  this  apx>ear  in  the  evidence.  That  this  leads  to  serious  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  and  frequently  to  more  or  less  controversy  in  the 
office  is  to  be  expected.  So  long  as  these  diffierences  of  opinion  and 
controversies  are  confined  to  the  office  and  their  legitimate  sphere  and 
channels,  they  are,  to  say  the  least,  but  natural  and  probably  have  a 
tendency  to  produce  uniformity  of  decision  and  practice,  but  when  car- 
ried into  the  columns  of  the  public  press  and  perverted  into  personal ' 
and  political  accusations  and  onslaughts,  they  are  not  only  subversive 
of  discipline  in  the  office,  but  have  a  direct  tendency  to  create  distnist 
and  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  due  admimstration  of  the  public 
business. 

At  the  time  Gen.  Baum  took  charge  of  the  office  its  discipline  was 
not  at  the  best.  Practices,  such  as  rerating,  dangerous  in  their  char- 
acter, handed  down  from  a  previous  administration,  had  become  an 
abuse  under  the  present  Commissioner's  immediate  predecessor.  Gen. 
Baum  was  called  in  not  only  to  eradicate  such  abuses,  but  to  enforce 
discipline  and  incvease  the  efficiency  of  the  office.  He  encountered  op- 
position both  on  the  part  of  those  who  had  enjoyed  the  fruits  of  the 
practice  referred  to.  as  well  as  firom  others  who  relished  the  indepen- 
dence that  a  lack  or  discipline  brings  and  who  opposed  the  changes  that 
he  proposed  to  inaugurate.  Numerous  articles  appeared  in  the  New 
York  dailies  denouncing  and  perverting  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  Gom* 
missioner's  official  actions  and  assailing  him  personally. 

The  matter  published  was  of  such  character  as  to  indicate  conclusively 
that  it  was  furnished,  by  employes  in  the  Bureau.  The  Commissioner 
thereupon  took  steps  to  ascertain  who  the  parties  were  that  furnished  the 
reporters  of  these  newspapers  with  the  material  for  the  publications 
referred  to.  On  evidence  that  appeared  conclusive  to  him,  and  which 
we  deem  ample  to  sustain  the  charge,  he  found  that  Fleming,  Benaud, 
Hodgson,  Taylor,  Jennings,  and  Faucett,  employes  in  the  Pension 
Office,  were  the  parties  directly  and  indirectly  engaged  in  this  work. 
He  recommended  their  dismissal  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the 
Interior — the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  having  no  x>ower  to  dismiss-^ 
and  they  all  either  resigned  or  were  dismissed.  The  Commissioner's 
letter  to  the  Secretary  asking  for  Benaud's  dismissal,  published  in  the 
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report  of  the  majority,  is  a  fair  sample  of  his  action  in  these  oases.    It 
is  as  follows : 

Dkpabtmbnt  of  thb  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 

Woihington,  Augu»i  tSth,  1890. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secrektrff  of  ike  Interior: 

Snt:  Several  articlee  have  recently  appeared  in  the  New.York  "Tribnne"  which 
were  obYiooaly  written  or  inBpired  by  some  one  in  this  office.  The  last  of  these  was 
a  correspondence  from  Washinfi^n  City,  which  appeared  in  the  New  Tork  ''Tribune'' 
of  the  16th  inst.,  headed,  "  Bold  Pension  Office  Clerks ;  Cancellation  of  Adverse  De- 
cision by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior:  Extraordinary  Coarse  of  Members  of  the 
Board  of  Review  in  a  Specimen  Case ;  KTot  even  Beading  the  Testimony  to  Justify 
their  Action/' 

This  letter  sets  out  in  full  the  decision  of  December  28rd,  1888,  made  by  Hon.  B. 
L.  Hawkins,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  claim  No.  370,607,  of  John  S. 
Garrison,  and  attacks  J.  R.  Lothrop,  Mr.  McWherter,  and  F.  W.  Poor,  of  this  office, 
for  their  action  in  that  case. 

I  have  made  diligent  inquiry  as  to  who  was  probably  the  author  of  this  letter. 
I  find  that  the  papers  in  this  case  had  recently  been  in  the  possession  and  on  the 
desk  of  Mr.  Edward  Renand,  a  fourth-class  clerk  in  this  office.  There  are  no  rea- 
sons connected  with  the  business  of  the  office  why  Mr.  Renand  should  have  had  that 
case  upon  his  desk,  and  he  has  given  me  no  satisfactory  reason  why  it  should  have 
been  witlidrawn  from  the  files  and  taken  to  his  desk.  I  am  satisfied  that  he  with 
drew  the  case  from  the  files,  made  a  copy  of  this  decision,  and  either  wrote  or  in- 
spired the  article  in  question.  The  article  is  a  complete  misstatement  of  the  action 
of  the  office  in  that  case.  The  claimant  had  filed  a  new  declaration,  the  claim  had 
been  reo]>ened  by  acting  Commissioner  McLean,  and  an  examination  ordered  by  him ; 
the  examination  was  made  by  one  of  the  local  boards  in  Washington  City,  and  more 
than  twenty  days  afterwards  the  coae,  in  due  course  of  business,  went  to  the- adju- 
dicating division  for  action.  Qen.  Bnssey  examined  this  case  with  me,  and  we  found 
nothing  improper  in  the  action  taken  by  Mr.  Lethrop,  Mr.  McWherter,  and  Mr.  Poor* 

I  find  that  the  article  has  been  quoted  in  various  papers  throughout  the  country 
and  severe  comments  made  n]>on  the  course  of  business  in  the  office.  Mr.  Renaud , 
informs  me  he  has  long  been  a  writer  for  the  Tribune.  I  find  that  he  wrote  many 
articles  unfriendly  to  Gen.  Black's  administration  while  he  was  here.  I  am  satisfied 
myself,  although  he  denies  it,  that  he  is  the  gnilty  party,  and  I  therefore  have  the 
honor  to  recommend  his  dismissal. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Raitm, 

CommueUmer* 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Renaud  was  disiliissed  by  the  Secretary  and  afterwards  the 
following  letter  was  written : 

departbfent  of  thb  interior,  bureau  of  pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 

Wa9hingtan*  September  7, 1891. 
Hon.  Cyrus  Bussey, 

A98%9iani  Secretary  of  ike  Interior : 

8iR :  I  have  bv  your  reference  a  letter  of  Edward  Renand,  bearing  date  July  16, 
1891,  in  which  he  requests  that  yon  examine  into  the  charges  upon  which  he  was 
dismissed  from  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  if  l^e  facts  appear  to  warrant  it  that 
they  may  be  withdrawn  and  his  record  purged. 

In  compliance  with  your  instructions  that  I  report  upon  this  case,  I  have  the  honor 
to  state  uv^t  no  facts  have  been  brought  to  my  attention  to  change  the  conclusions 
upon  which  my  recommendation  was  made  for  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Renaud.  There 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  whatever  that  he  was  the  author  of  certain  libelous  articles 
published  in  a  newspaper  for  which  he  had  been  writing  for  a  number  of  years  against 
a  number  of  prominent  officials  of  this  Bureau.  The  fact  that  he  had  improper  poe> 
session  of  a  bundle  of  papers  from  the  admitted  files  upon  which  one  of  his  articles 
commented  can  not  be  questioned.  Mr.  Renaud  had  no  right  to  withdraw  the  papers 
from  the  admitted  files;  they  were  not  connected  with  his  work  in  the  office,  and 
he  admitted  to  me  that  he  had  the  papers  upon  his  desk  and  offered  no  explanation 
as  to  his  purpose  in  withdrawing  them  firom  the  files.  After  Commissioner  Black 
had  retired  from  the  Pension  Office  Mr.  Renaud  openly  made  boast  that  he  was  the 
author  of  the  so-called  "physical  wreck  articles"  directed  against  Gen.  Blaek, 
these  articles  havimg  been  prepared  by  him  at  the  time  he  was  a  trusted  clerk  in  the 
Boreaa  donng  Gen'l  Black's  administration. 


XUV  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 

To  my  mind  it  ii  perfectly  clear  that  no  clerk  employed  in  a  Department  who  miy 
differ  with  the  existing  administration  should  use  the  advantage  of  his  position  to 
attack  the  head  of  the  Bnrean  in  which  he  is  serving. 

Being  satisfied  that  Mr.  Renand  is  guilty  of  the  charges  npon  which  he  was  dis- 
missed and  that  they  were  sufficient  to  justify  his  dismissal^  I  cannotrecommend  thit 
these  charges  he  expunged  from  his  record. 
Vary  respectfully^ 

Gresn  B.  Raum, 

Cammitmoner. 

The  general  character  of  these  newspaper  articles  is  shown  by  a 
sample  in  evidence,  to  be  found  on  page  777,  as  follows: 

More  scandals  in  Baumania — Startling  charges  against  George  W,  Wayson,  jr.,  of  iU 
Pension  Bureau — Places  bartered  for  loans — Good  berths  for  examiners  who  would  ktd 
their  chief  money  and  not  call  for  it — Pretexts  for  junketing  tours, 

[By  telegraph  to  the  Herald.] 

Herald  Burkau, 
Corner  Fifteenth  and  G  Streets  NW., 

Washington,  January  B,  1891. 

The  National  Democrat,  in  its  issue  this  week,  under  the  head  '' Rottenness  in 
Raumania/'  tells  an  interesting  stoiy  of  the  way  special  agents  of  the  Pension 
Bureau  obtain  assignments  to  places  that  are  specially  desired  by  them.    It  says: 

"  The  Pension  Office^  under  the  management  of  the  claim  agents'  CoramissioDer, 
Green  B.  Raum,  has  been  the  source  of  numerous  and  unsavory  scandals.  It  has 
been  the  one  particular  sore  spot  of  Harrison's  scandalous  administration.  And  yet 
the  half  has  not  been  told.  The  following  facts  but  show  the  rottenness  and  corrup- 
tion that  obtain  in  this  Bureau  under  the  rule  of  tbe  present  Commissioner: 

"  George  W.  Wayson,  jr.^  is  assistant  chief  of  the  special  examination  division,  the 
most  important  division  m  the  Pension  Bureau.  Wayson  was  appointed  to  this 
position  by  Green  B.  Raum.  sr.  He  is  virtually  the  chief  of  the  division,  for  while 
one  Bntterworth  is  nominally  'acting  chief/  he  is  a  mugwump,  not  only  in  politics 
but  in  business  methods,  and  so  Wayson  rules  supreme. 

**  Uuder  the  law  there  are  150  special  examiners  provided  for.  The  Commissioner 
can  also  detail  150  clerks  to  act  as  special  examiners.  These  are  assigned  districts, 
and  there  is  also  great  strife  to  secure  a  pleasant  location.  The  larger  cities  are 
much  to  be  preferred,  for  there  is  no  country  travel,  an  office  is  provided  in  a  Gov- 
ernment building,  and  the  examiner,  if  a  married  man,  can  settle  down  to  house- 
keeping and  save  the  $3  per  diem  that  is  allowed  for  hotel  bills. 

"MR.  WAYSON'S  thrifty  MIND. 

"Frcm  the  beginning  of  Raum's  and  Wayson's  control  the  latter  has  profited  by 
the  desire  of  each  of  3w  examiners  desiring  a  soft  place.  He  did  not  sell  for  so  much 
cash  in  hand  the  more  desirable  places,  but  he  accomplished  the  same  result  in  a 
diiierent  manner.  He  gave  each  applicant  to  understand  that  he  had  sole  control  of 
the  assi^^nment  to  duty,  and  that  he  prox>osed  to  accommodate  those  who  accommo- 
dated him. 

**  He  had  'a  tale  of  woe'  that  he  poured  into  the  ears  of  all  that  he  thought  he 
could  *  work.'  'A  sick  wife'  and  a  'brother  in  the  toils  of  the  law'  were  the  princi- 
pal causes  of  his  being  so  'hard  up.'  He  always  had  a  man  who  was  anxious  to  be 
sent  to  the  very  place  under  consideration  and  who  had  offered  to  make  him  a  loan 
of  the  amount  he  so  much  needed  for  a  short  time.    Of  course  the  applicant  for  ^e 

{msition  ('saw  the  point,'  and  to  obtain  the  favorable  location  offered  to  make  the 
oan  asked  for.    This  settled  the  business.    Wayson  ^ot  his  loan,  for  which  he  gave 
his  note,  and  the  creditor  would  be  assigned  to  the  district  preferred  by  him. 

"  Special  Exanyner  Conney  had  lived  for  twelve  years  in  Baltimore.  It  was  a 
violation  of  the  law  to  assign  him  to  duty  in  that  city,  but  he  owned  property  there, 
all  his  interests  were  in  Baltimore,  and  he  labored  with  Wayson  to  make  the  assign- 
ment. He  did  not  labor,  nor  was  Wayson  labored  with,  in  vain,  for  after  obtaining 
a  loan  of  $700  upon  his  individual  note  Wayson  assigned  Conney  to  the  Baltimore 
district.  By  similar  means  Walter  A.  Brooks  secured  an  assignment  as  special  ex- 
aminer in  the  District  of  Columbia.  He  holds  Wayson's  note  for  $450.  Dr.  McLain 
was  assigned  a  location  in  Missouri  near  his  home  in  Wyandotte,  Kans.  He  holds 
Way  son's  note  for  a  round  sum. 

"Special  Examiner  Eager,  after  being  well  located,  insisted  that  the  loan  made 
by  him  to  Wayson  should  be  repaid,  and  he  has  been  called  into  the  office  and  kept 
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lere  in  some  disgrace  for  insisting  that  the  money  borrowed  of  him  by  Way  bod 
Loold  be  repaid. 

**  Meears.  Myers  and  Eppert  are  two  special  examiners  nicely  located  in  Cincinnati. 
ach  holds  Wayson's  note  for  large  sums. 

"Among  others  who  were  compelled  to  become  bankers  for  Wayson's  benefit  is 
apt.  James  Fitz,  who  has  been  located  at  Chicago^  and  Col.  Frank  Sprague,  lo- 
oted at  Philadelphia. 

GENERAL  RAUM   IMPLICATED. 

**  Bat  these  are  not  all ;  the  list  of  those  who  have  loaned  Wayson  money  in  order  to 
et  favorable  assignments  in  the  field  contains  the  names  of  over  50  special  examiners, 
t  is  claimed  that  Wayson  has  loaned  a  considerable  amount  of  the  money  that  he 
as  secured  in  the  manner  above  indicated  to  the  Commissioner  and  his  son,  Green 
I.  Ranniy  jr.  If  this  is  true  an  exposure  is  sure  to  follow,  for  the  facts  as  herein 
lentioned  have  been  furnished  Secretary  Noble,  and  Mr.  Wayson's  career  will  be 
horonghly  gone  into. 

"Wayson  was  promoted  twice  under  Gen.  Black  because  'he  was  an  active  and 
nergetic  young  Democrat.'  as  indorsed  by  a  leadinf?  Democrat  of  Baltimore.  W^ay- 
on  paid  $40  into  each  of  tne  Democratic  and  Bepublioan  campaign  funds.  Harrison 
ras  no  sooner  elected  than  Wayson  began  hedging  in  a  rapid  munner.  Keplying  to 
,n  inquiry  he  said:  'No,  we  can't  take  that  examiner  from  Kansas  City.  lie  wishes 
o  remain  there  and  we  must  let  him,  for  he  is  not  only  a  Bepublican  but  he  is  a  con- 
ribnting  Republican.' 

''ThisWayson  took  a  pleasure  trip  to  Charleston,  S.  C,  on  the  pretense  of  ascer- 
aining  whether  a  livery  voucher  for  $1.50  was  genuine.  He  stayed  ten  days,  found 
»ut  that  the  voucher  was  all  right,  but  his  trip  cost  the  Government  $126.50,  $125 
nore  than  the  voucher.  This  worked  so  well  that  he  took  a  trip  to  Dakota  on 
^e  pretense  that  there  was  no  special  examiner  convenient  to  the  party  whose  testi- 
uouy  was  wanted. 

"  There  were  two  examiners  within  40  miles,  but  Wayson  made  the  trip,  per  diem, 
md  expense  over  $300,  and  it  is  now  alleged  that  he  did  not  go  further  than  Chicago. 
IliiB  is  one  of  Raum's  favorites,  and  he  has  had  full  sway  since  Theodore  Smith  was 
iismissed,  previous  to  which  time  he  was  Smithes  lieutenant.  Since  Smith's  dis- 
missal  Wayson  has  ordered  chiefs  of  sections  to  draw  cases  from  the  files  for  Smith's 
perusal  in  which  Smith  was  not  the  attorney. 

*^  So  long  as  Wayson  remains  in  the  Pension  Office  Secretary  Noble  may  look  for 
developments  of  the  most  scandalous  character," 

MISS  RAU8CH  DENIES  THAT  SHE  WANTS  TO  CHANGE  HER  TESTIMONT  IN  THE  RAUM 

CASE. 

Miss  Ransch,  the  typewriter  in  the  Pension  Office,  who,  it  has  been  alleged,  wished 
to  change  her  testimony  given  before  the  Raum  investigating  committee,  tells  me 
that  the  statement  is  witnout  foundation.    She  says : 

"  1  have  never  'stated  to  two  persons'  nor  'written  to  another'  that  I  was  misun- 
derstood in  my  testimony  before  that  committee,  or  that  I  had  '  written  one  thousand 
letters  *  for  ttie*  District  of  Columbia  Universal  Refrigerating  Company.' " 

"  I  w^rote  one  letter,  as  stated  in  my  testimony ;  I  know  nothing  of  the  District  of 
Colombia  tTniversal  Refrigerating  Company;  I  never  'worked  for  two  months'  on 
unofficial  business  for  Gen.  Raum;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  Gen.  Bussey's  connec- 
tion with  said  company;  in  fact  I  deny  in  toto  the  assertion  made  that  I  wish  in  the 
slightest  manner  to  modify  or  amend  my  testimony  given  before  the  committee." 

I  asked  Miss  Ransch  if  she  had  any  suspicion  why  such  a  statement  Rhould  be 
made.  She  replied  that  the  only  reason  she  could  possibly  assign  was  that  she  was 
a  Demncrat  in  sentiment,  openly  known  to  be  such,  and  that  the  Republican  element 
in  the  Bureau  might  be  displeased  with  her  retention,  although  she  was  in  office  in 
accordance  with  the  civil-service  rules. 

It  is  understood  that  she  will  be  summoned  to  appear  before  the  committee  next 
Tuesday,  and  also  Mrs.  H.  K.  Hogan  and  Mr.  P.  B.  Dickinson,  who  are  named  in  one 
of  the  statements  published  as  persons  to  whom  Miss  Ransch  told  the  revised  story. 

Every  substantial  statement  in  the  article  quoted  above  was  investi- 
gated by  this  committee  and  shown  to  be  absolutely  false.  Bribery 
was  charged  and  the  charge  found  to  be  without  foundation,  in  truth 
or  in  fact,  and  so  of  all  these  articles,  and  the  Commissioner  properly 
determined  to  recommend  for  dismissal  those  who  in  the  oflBce  were 
plotting  against  him  and  his  administration. 

For  this  action  the  Commissioner  is  severely  condemned  by  the  majority 
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of  the  committee  and  his  removal  from  office  recommended.  The 
minority,  on  the  contrary,  regard  his  action  as  not  only  justifiable  bat 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order  and  discipline  in  the 
office. 

Fleming  is  shown  by  his  own  sworn  statement,  oti  file  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  committee,  to  have  been  guilty  of  deceit  and  double 
dealing  with  his  superiors.  The  chairman  of  this  committee  (p.  1537) 
himself  suggested — 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned  it  may  be  entered  into  this  record  that  there  is  no  eyi- 
denco  in  this  record  tending  to  show  any  wrong  on  the  part  of  Baum  in  disniiwMPg 
George  B.  Fleming. 

The  unfairness  of  the  majority  report  on  this  feature  of  the  investi- 
gation is  made  evident  by  merely  calling  attention  to  the  £act  that  the 
removal  of  John  B.  Peyton,  for  which  Gen.  Baum  is  so  sevexely  con- 
demned, was  made  long  before  that  gentleman  was  appointed  "Com- 
missioner of  Pensions.  The  reasons  for  that  removal  are  shown  in  the 
two  letters  that  passed  between  Peyton  and  the  honorable  Secretaiy 
of  the  Interior. 

'    Washington,  D.  C,  Majf  SO^  1889, 

Sir  :  I  received  your  commnnioation  of  the  9th  instant,  advising  me  that  upon  in- 
vestigation you  find  no  reason  to  change  your  order  dismissing  me,  and  that  the  order 
must  stand  without  further  disbussion. 

As  neither  you  nor  anyone  for  you  has  given  me  an  opportunity  to  discuss  the 
matter  of  my  dismissal,  I  do  not  quite  comprehend  your  meaning  unless  it  be  thatat 
my  expense  you  would  put  yourself  upon  record  as  having  seemingly  treated  me  with 
fairness.  This  you  can  not  do  to  the  satisfaction  of  myself  or  friends  until  I  am  at 
least  accorded  an  opportunitv  to  be  heard  full^'.  Any  investigation  you  may  have 
made  is  clearly  ex  parte,  as  I  knew  nothing  of  it,  and  have  had  no  reason  whatever 
assigned  for  my  dismissal.  Therefore,  the  fact  is,  that  so  far  from  having  discussed 
the  matter  of  my  dismissal  with  me,  you  have  not  even  allowed  me  the  poor  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  why  you  dismissed  me,  save  that  your  order  of  dismissal  was  based 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  honorable  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  I  am  in 
ignorance  upon  that  point  to-day,  notwithHtunding  the  fact  that  I  have  earnestly 
and  persistently  sought  the  reason  from  you  and  both  your  assistants  and  have  asked 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  for  it.  It  may  l.>e  your  pleasure  to  turn  a  deaf  ear  to 
my  appeals  for  justice,  but  I  shall  not  cease  my  efforts  on  that  account  so  long  as  there 
may  be  reason  to  believe  that  the  civil-service  laws  are  to  be  respected  by  the  pres- 
ent administration. 

Very  respectfully, 

John  B.  Peyton, 
206  Pennsylvania  Avenue  8E,,  WashiHgUn^  D.  C, 

Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior, 


Washington,  D.  C,  FeJtruarjf  g7, 18^. 

8iR  Replying  to  your  official  communication  of  May  24,  1889,  addressed  to  me  in 
answer  to  my  communication  to  you  of  May  20,  1889, 1  would  respectfully  state  that 
I  have  at  last  succeeded  in  learning,  through  the  courtesy  of  the  Hon.  Co;nr.  of 
Pensions,  Gen.  Kaum,  the  real  causes,  or  rather  the  false  statements,  which  effected 
my  removal  from  the  Pension  Bureau  of  your  Department,  April  3,  1889,  less  than 
30  da^'S  after  the  incoming  of  the  present  administration. 

Your  communication  above  referred  to  is  embodied  herein  for  convenience.  It  reads 
as  follows : 

''  By  your  letter  of  the  20th  inst.  you  demand  that  I  shall  give  further  considera- 
tion to  your  demand  for  reinstatement.  I  have  to  inform  you  that  this  Department 
has  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that,  as  a  clerk,  you  were  officious  and  scheming  while 
in  office;  that  you  are  inclined  to  cater  to  the  interests  of  the  party  iu  power  for  the 
purpose  of  holding  the  place:  that  your  papers  and  writings  on  file  display  yours  to 
be  a  somowhat  treacherous  ciiaracter ;  and  that  vou  are  inclined  to  put  the  responsi- 
bility of  your  action  on  your  superior  officer,  and  use  that  as  a  cloak  for  your  own 
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toigns.    These  coiiclasionA  have  been  reached  after  an  examination  of  yoor  own 
letters  and  papers  ou  Clo  in  this  Department,  and  your  dismissal,  in  my  opinion,  was 
warranted,  and  a  reinstatement  is  refnsed. 
"  Hoping  that  this  will  relieve  me  from  your  further  demands  for  official  notice, 
"Yours,  &c., 

Jno.  W.  Noble, 
-  Searekary" 

As  to  the  others  whose  names  are  given  above,  except  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Taylor,  the  majority  of  the  committee  fail  to  cite  any  fac;t8  or  rea- 
sons in  their  reiK)rt  as  a  basis  for  their  condemnation  of  the  Commis- 
sioner's action,  and  we  therefore  do  not  feel  jnst^^ed  in  occupying  the 
time  of  the  House  in  a  review  of  the  evidence  relating  to  their  dismissal. 

As  to  the  case  of  Engle,  Howard,  and  Taylor,  the  minority  feel  that 
the  action  of  the  Commissioner  is  not  censurable.  These  men  had  been 
actively  identified  with  the  parties  who  sought  by  means  of  newspaper 
publications  and  otherwise  to  destroy  the  reputation  of  the  Commissioner 
and  to  bringhisadministrationc^  thePensionOfiiceintodisrepute.  This 
fact  was  well  known  to  the  Commissioner  and  it  is  more  than  probable 
that  the  relations  between  him  and  them  were  already  strained  when 
Howard  and  £ngle  joined  in  a  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
which  attempted  to  implicate  Theodore  Smith,  formerly  chief  of  one  of 
the  divisions  in  the  Bureau,  and  the  Commissioner's  son  in  an  alleged 
questionable  transaction  in  connection  with  the  transfer  of  one  H.  G. 
Stover  to  duty  in  the  field. 

Taylor  also  in  the  same  connection  published  the  facts  concerning 
the  court-martial  of  Theodore  Smith,  who  was  adjudged  guilty  of  de- 
sertioD  irom  the  regular  Army,  in  which  he  had  enlist^  as  a  mere  boy. 
it  18  not  deemed  necessary  for  us  to  go  into  the  details  of  the  evidence 
concerning  these  matters,  beyond  saying  that  the  alleged  transaction 
reported  to  the  Secretary  looks  exceedingly  improbable,  and  was  de- 
nied under  oath  by  tlie  parties  alleged  to  have  been  concerned  in  it. 

Mr.  Theodore  Smith  was  an  excellent  clerk  in  the  Bureau  and  theCom- 
missioner  thought  it  very  malicious  on  the  part  of  Taylor  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  unfortunate  incident  of  his  youth,  which,  in  the  light  of  the 
circumstances  surrounding  its  occurrence  and  his  subsequent  faithful 
service  to  the  Government,  should  have  been  left  buried  and  forgotten. 
For  these  reasons,  and  believing  these  men  determined  to  vilify  the 
character  and  conduct,  not  only  of  the  Commissioner,  but  of  such  of 
the  subordinates  as  were  friendly  to  him,  their  dismissal  was  recom- 
mended. Taylor  and  Howard  resigned.  If  the  character  of  these  men 
had  been  in  all  respects  above  reproach  or  unquestioned  there  might 
be  some  excuse  for  the  strictures  of  the  majority  on  the  action  of  the 
Commissioner. 

But  when  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  Mr.  Engle  had  been  connected 
with  the  rerating  episode,  and  that  serious  charges  had  been  filed  af- 
fecting his  conduct  in  the  office;  that  Howard  had  been  previously 
dismissed  the  Government  service  for  being  implicated  in  a  conspiracy 
to  defraud  it;  and  that  Taylor  had,  to  say  the  least,  a  very  unsavory 
reputation  at  his  tbrmer  borne  in  Illinois  (see  p.  324),  the  conclusion  is 
forced  upon  us  that  the  Commissioner  was  justified  in  what  he  did. 

Taylor's  character  is  shown  by  the  investigation  caused  to  be  made 
by  Fourth  Assistant  Postmaster-General  Bathbone. 

Mr.  Taylor  denies  Mr.  Bathbone's  statements  and  the  majority  seem 
to  prefer  to  believe  him. 

Mr.  Bathbone  is  a  high  official  in  the  Post-Office  Department,  has 
occupied  a  high  position  in  the  Treasury  Department^  and  was  for  a 
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nniuber  of  years  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Ohio.   His 
statement  is  probable,  and  we  believe  him  as  against  Taylor. 

Oar  conclusion  that  the  Commissioner  acted  properly  in  this  matter 
is  strengthened  by  the  marked  conservatism  of  the  Commissioner  in  the 
matter  of  removals  generally.  Daring  his  incumbency  of  the  office, 
there  have  been  but  28  persons  dismissed,  of  which  number  12  were  ex- 
soldiers,  while  during  the  administration  of  Gen.  Black  there  waredi^ 
missed  and  dropped  from  the  rolls  397  persons,  of  whom  126  were  ex- 
Union  soldiers  (p.  1594).  During  the  entire  time  of  Harrison's  adnun- 
istration  there  have  been  but  180  dropped  and  dismissed  as  against 
397  during  Cleveland's.  The  mere  mention  of  these  facts  ought  to  be 
a  sufficient  answer  to  the  charge  of  abuse  on  the  part  of  the  CoDimis- 
sioner  in  the  matter  of  removals. 

In  the  matter  of  the  dismissal  of  Hayward,  the  evidence  shows  (p. 
1231)  that  he  was  indebted  to  a  great  many  people,  who  were  con* 
stantly  besieging  the  Commissioner  and  others  in  the  office  to  assist 
them  in  the  enforcement  of  their  claims.  It  is  very  evident  that  this 
was  an  insufferable  nuisance  which  the  Commissioner  was  well  josti- 
fied  in  ridding  the  office  of,  and  he  did  so  by  recommending  Hayward'8 
removal. 

The  majority  of  the  committee  call  attention  to  alleged  irregularities 
and  misconduct  on  the  part  of  one  William  P.  Smith,  Theodore  Smith, 
and  others,  who  had  been  removed  or  resigned  from  the  service  long  be- 
fore the  commencement  of  this  investigation.  We  see  no  object  in  dis- 
cussing the  evidence  bearing  on  them,  as  it  is  not  even  suggested  by 
the  majority  that  the  Commissioner  was  cognizant  of  these  irregulari- 
ties when  they  occurred  or  that  he  failed  to  ^ke  the  proper  action  when 
they  were  brought  to  his  knowledge. 

For  like  reasons  we  trust  that  the  House  will  pardon  us  for  omitting 
to  comment  on  the  incident  referred  to  in  the  majority  report  under 
the  sensational  headlines:  '^Ford,  Caddie  L.  Wright,  and  the  lonesome 
road."  On  the  same  ground  we  could  omit  all  mention  of  the  case  of 
Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.  The  record  shows  that  he  resigned  his  position  on 
the  suggestion  of  the  Commissioner,  his  father,  long  before  this  investi- 
gation was  orders  and  as  soon  as  practicable  after  it  was  learned  by 
the  latter  that  charues  of  irregular  conduct  had  been  preferred  against 
him. 

From  the  evidence  it  api>ears  that  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  rendered  good 
service  in  the  organization  and  administration  of  the  api>ointment  divi- 
sion of  the  Pension  Office.  As  to  whether  he  acted  with  propriety  or 
discretion  at  all  times  is  not  necessary  for  us  to  determine,  but  there  is 
certainly  no  sufficient  evidence  before  the  committee  to  establish  eith^ 
that  he  received  any  consideration  for  the  appointment  or  promotion  of 
Smith  or  that  he  was  guilty  of  any  wrongfhl  intent  in  connection  with 
the  seventy-two-dollar  transaction.  The  position  of  apx>ointment  clerk 
IS  not  an  easy  one  to  fill  in  any  office.  Many  disappointments  in  the 
matter  of  assignments  and  promotions  will  be  charged  up  to  him,  and 
in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred  without  cause. 

The  fact  that  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.,  was  the  Commissioner's  son  un- 
doubtedly made  his  position  more  embarrassing,  as  the  clerks  assumed 
that  by  reason  of  this  relationship  he  could  and  did  exercise  influence 
in  the  matter  of  promotions  and  assignments  to  duty,  so  that  the  Com- 
missioner's action,  whatever  it  happened  to  be  in  a  particular  case, 
was  evidently  charged  up  to  prejudice  or  bias  on  the  part  of  the  ap- 
pointment clerk.  This  in  itself  necessarily  had  an  unftivorable  influ- 
ence in  the  office,  as  there  is  nothing  more  likely  to  create  discontent 
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i  the  part  of  subordinates  than  the  impression  that  the  authority  ex- 
cised over  them  does  not  emanate  from  the  head. 
It  appears  from  the  evidence  (p.  1502)  that  during  the  incumbency 

Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.,  there  were  over  800  appointm^its  and  xH*omo- 
ms  made  in  addition  to  the  apx>ointment  of  Smith,  and  there  is  not 
•^en  a  shadow  of  suspicion  suggested  that  any  improper  influence  en- 
red  into  these  transactions. 

We  find  nothing  in  this  connection  for  which  the  Commissioner  can 
)  criticised  unless  it  be  that  he  appointed  his  son  to  this  position.  But 
le  young  man  was  confessedly  competent  to  fiU  the  place,  and,  in  view 
:  the  fact  that  many  sons  of  members  of  this  Congress  occupy  posi- 
ons  in  this  House,  it  would  not  be  becoming  in  us  to  be  too  severe  in 
or  strictures  on  tlus  practice. 

In  the  case  of  Count  Charles  Alfred  De  Amaud,  we.  agree  with  the 
isyority  of  the  committee  in  the  opinion  that  he  is  entitled  to  a  pen- 
ion  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  25, 1862,  but  inasmuch' 
8  the  pension  was  refused  both  by  Commissioner  Black  and  by  Gen. 
toBsey  on  review  of  Commissioner  Baum's  decision  it  is  not  fair  to 
npute  prejudice  to  Commissioner  Baum  in  this  connection. 

As  to  the  charge  that  Qten,  Baum  participated  in  the  prosecution  of 
>e  Amaud,  we  call  attention  to  the  testimony  found  on  page  1593, 
Old  also  to  the  testimony  of  Special  Examiner  Brooks  (p.  1459)^  which 
ionclnsively  shows  that  the  investigation  resulting  in  the  indictment 
md  prosecution  of  De  Amaud  was  brought  about  through  the  agi- 
^tion  of  the  question  by  Oen.  Boynton,  corresx>ondent  of  the  Oiucin- 
aati  Commercial  Gazette,  and  that  this  investigation  was  commenced 
by  the  special  examination  division.  No  information  was  given  Oen. 
EUbmuu  in  reference  to  the  matter,  the  entire  proceedings  being  in  the 
tiands  of  a  special  examiner  andtne  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia.   We  quote  from  Brooks's  testimony,  found  on  pages  1460, 1461 : 

In  f^ct,  I  do  not  believe  the  Commissioner  knew  anything  of  it  personally  until 
fcbe  case  was  tried  and  he  was  acquitted.  I  think  I  then  did  say  something  to  him 
kboat  the  acquittal  of  Amaud,  but  I  think  that  was  the  only  time  there  was  any 
sommunication  between  the  Commissioner  and  myself  relative  to  the  proceedings. 

The  m^ority  report  criticises  the  Commissioner  because  one  A.  M. 
Legg,  a  pension  attorney  of  Topeka,  Kans.,  has  not  been  disbarred 
from  practicing  on  account  of  alleged  irregularities.  There  is  no  ev- 
idence showing  that  the  Commissioner  in  any  manner  took  any  per- 
sonal cognizance  of  this  case.  It  passed  through  the  regular  channels 
for  the  consideration  of  questions  of  that  character.  The  final  report 
of  the  chief  of  the  law  division  is  as  follows: 

DEP^BTIfSNT  OF  THE  IKTBRIOR.  BuRBAU  OF  PENSIONS, 

WashingUm,  D,  C,  April  19,  1892. 

Sir:  In  relation  to  the  charged  against  A.  M.  Lege,  involying  alleged  official  mis- 
Dondnct  on  the  part  of  William  A.  Martin,  a  clerk  of  the  Pension  Bnreau,  I  have  to 
itate  that  after  an  examination  and  report  had  heen  made  by  a  special  examiner  the 
papers  were  filed  in  the  "personal  files"  of  the  clerk  Martin  instead  of  being  re- 
turned to  the  law  division  for  action  on  the  charge  against  the  attorney  Legg. 

When  I  called  your  attention  to  the  matter  the  papers  were  produced  and  tamed 
DTer  to  me  with  direction  to  take  snch  action  as  I  saw  fit  and  proper;  believing 
khere  was  no  criminal  act  on  the  part  of  Martin  or  Leg^  and  nothing  to  warrant 
fche  disbarment  of  Legg,  I  so  stated  to  the  chief  of  the  criminal  section,  and  he,  after 
k  earefdl  examination,  agreed,  upon  which  the  papers  were  filed  and  no  further 
iction  was  taken. 

Very  lespeotftilly^ 

M.  B.  Baiubt, 

Cki^,  Law  IHvi9ian. 

The  Ck>]aas8io2iBB  of  Fmaoxa* 
ly  PXH 
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We  agree  with  the  m^jorily  in  their  saggestion  in  r^acd  to  the  ei^ 
ercise  by  members  of  Gongresa  of  the  so-called  ^^Oongreftsional  piM> 

leges.'' 

Membera  of  Gongresa  are  aufhorused  nnder  the  mlee  of  pcaotioe  ia  the  Pensioii 
Offiee  to  call  np  pension  caees  for  atatiis  upon  what  is  called  a  "CongreMional  d^* 
This  privilege  has  been  taken  advantage  of  by  pension  claimants,  lieniben  of  Con- 
ffresB  yielding  to  the  importunities  of  tneir  constituents  hare  indulged  in  this  phr- 
Oege  to  an  extent  that  has  become  injurious  to  the  public  serrice. 

This  correspondence  has  grown  to  such  dimensions  that  many  members  of  Con; 
gross  employ  private  secretaries  to  attend  to  it.  Other  members,  who  can  noi 
afford  this  expense,  are  burdoned  down  with  this  correspondence,  which  occupies 
the  best  hours  of  every  day  to  the  neglect  of  more  important  business  connected 
with  legislation.  A  lar^e  force  of  clerks  were  constantly  at  work  replying  to  these 
Congressional  slips,  while  other  work  equally  or  more  meritorious  has  been  neces- 
sarily neglected  in  the  Pension  Office.  At  times  this  work  was  so  great  that  otiisi 
business  of  the  Pension  OfBce  was  nearly  suspended. 

Without  expressing  a  direct  disapproval,  the  majority  report  infer- 
entially  criticises  the  adoption  and  operation  of  the  ^completed  files 
system."  as  established  and  carried  on  under  Office  Orders  Nos.  149  and 
151.  The  mmority,  however,  in  accordance  with  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  chiefs  of  division  and  others  who  were  examined  before  the  com- 
mittee, believe  that  the  adoption  of  this  system  has  facilitated  the  work 
of  the  Office  and  expedited  adjudications  in  a  marked  degree.  In  sup- 
port of  this  we  call  attention  to  the  following  comparison  as  to  the 
number  of  adjudications  under  this  and  the  preceding  administratiiHL 

While  we  do  not  contend  that  this  gratifying  showing  is  due  wholly 
to  the  completed  files  system,  we  believe  that  that  system  in  connection 
with  improved  methods  generally,  and  the  excellent  work  shown  in  all 
departments  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  has  contributed  to  establish  ti^e 
present  condition  of  efficiency  as  shown  by  this  comparison.  This  com- 
parative statement  shows  the  amount  of  work  done  during  the  first 
three  years  and  two  months  and  a  half  of  each  administration,  as  fi>l- 
lows: 

Under  the  Cleveland  administration  there  were  7,214,184  pieces  of 
mail  received,  and  during  the  Harrison  administration  there  were 
14,661,940  pieces  of  mail  received;  during  the  Cleveland  administra- 
tion there  were  5,759,191  pieces  of  mail  sent  out  and  during  the  Harri- 
son administration  10^452,308  pieces  of  mail  sent  out. 

From  March  1, 1885,  to  June  30,  1888,  during  the  Cleveland  admin- 
istration there  were  559,750  medical  examinations  made,  and  from 
March  1, 1889,  to  April  30, 1892,  there  were  l,158,902medieal  examina- 
tions made.  From  March  4, 1885,  to  April  30, 1888,  there  were  322,3^ 
pension  certificates  issued,  sad  from  March  4,  1889,  to  April  30, 1802, 
there  were  709,088  pension  certificates  issued,  being  an  increase  in  the 
number  under  the  Harrison  administration  for  the  same  period  of  time 
of  386,696. 

During  the  Cleveland  administration  there  were  549,428  calls  made 
upon  the  War  Department  for  the  military  and  medical  history  of 
claimants.  For  the  same  period  during  the  Harrison  administration 
there  were  821,696  calls  made  ux)on  the  War  Department. 

During  the  fiscal  years  1885, 1886, 1887,  and  1888,  the  disbursements 
for  pensions  amounted  to  $280,974,563.52;  the  cost  of  disbursement 
was  $1,084,646.54,  and  the  average  cost  of  disbursing  each  dollar 
was  .0035  of  a  cent  on  the  dollar,  and  the  average  cost  of  paying  each 
pensioner  was  72.9  of  a  cent.  During  the  fiscal  years  1889, 1890, 1891, 
and  nine  months  of  1892,  there  were  disbursed  for  pensions  $411,303,- 
265J1,  and  the  cost  of  disbursement  was  $1,307,612.39,  and  the  aver- 
age cost  of  disbursing  each  dollar  was  .0031  of  a  eeskt,  and'  ti/e  oost 
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likg  each  x>6n8ioner  nnder  the  Harrison  administration  was  56.1 
n^  being  a  saving  of  16.8  of  a  cent  in  the  disb  irsement  of  the 
funds  to  each  pensioner. 

ft  March  1, 1885,  to  April  30, 1888,  during  President  Cleveland's 
8tr»tiou,  there  were  322,392  pension  certificates  issued.  The 
9  of  clerks  and  paying  expenses  of  examiners  during  that  period 
ted  to  $7,693,194.71,  being  a  cost  of  $23.85  in  salaries,  etc.,  for 
^tificate  issued.  From  March  1, 1889,  to  April  30,  1892,  during 
jnt  Harrison's  administration,  there  were  709,088  pension  certifi- 
48ued,  and  the  salaries  of  clerks,  ete.,  per  diem  aud  expenses  of 
examiners  was  $7,986,887.08,  being  $11.28  cost  of  salaries,  etc., 
;h  certificate  issued,  and  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  adjudicating 
and  issuing  certificates  as  between  these  administrations  is  $12.59 
\i  certificate  in  favor  of  the  administration  of  President  Harrison. 
to  further  explain  the  policy  and  actual  working  of  the  system 
B  reasons  for  its  adoption,  we  quote  from  the  testimony  of  the 
issioner,  which  we  find  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  tactSj  as 

9  a  cftreftil  inqaiiy  into  the  manner  of  handling  the  files  of  pending;  claims 
Boe. 

eighty  clerks  were  engaged  in  connection  with  this  work.  There  was  no 
oient  whatever  to  keep  the  ran  of  completed  cases,  nor  to  have  snch  coses 
»  in  any  order  of  precedence.  It  was  the  mle  fco  take  np  clsiinis  in  the  order 
1  they  were  filed  and  make  calls  npon  the  War  Department  for  reports  show- 
military  and  medical  history  of  claimant,  and  in  invalid  claims  to  order 

examination.    When  the  reports  in  response  to  these  calls  had  been  filed 

>  claim  and  they  were  again  reached  in  their  order  by  the  examiners  in  charge, 
re  made  npon  the  claimants  or  their  attorneys  for  the  evidence  necessary  to 
e  them,  and  they  were  returned  to  the  files  where  they  remained  an  iudeft- 
iod  nuless  caUed  up  by  letter  or  on  the  application  of  some  piece  of  evi- 

>  the  claim.  If  the  claimant  or  attorney  failed  to  respond  to  tne  calls  for 
Cy  or  the  eTidence  failed  to  reach  the  case,  it  would  remain  in  the  files  for 
itilioat  receiving  any  attention,  and  if  the  examiner  having  it  in  charge  died, 

dismissed  or  transferred,  the  claim  wonld  lose  its  place  and  might  remain 
ies  many  months  after  it  was  complete  without  r^^ceiving  any  attention. 
found  that  claimants  had  no  power,  under  the  rules  of  the  Bureau,  to  b  'ing 
kirns  to  trials  notwithstanding  in  their  opinion  they  were  complete, 
ring  farther  into  the  matter  of  the  adjudication  of  claims  I  learned  that  there 
ousands  of  cases,  of  many  years  standing,  which  the  claimants  had  been  un- 
have  called  np  and  disposed  of.  Serious  complaints  were  made  to  me  by  Sen- 
tembers  of  Congress,  and  other  prominent  citizens,  in  person  and  by  letter, 
msands  of  men  who  had  served  gallantly  in  the  Army  were  so  disabled  that 
irennable  to  earn  a  support;  that  many  of  them  were  in  insane  asylums; 
vere  blind ;  others  Buffering  from  paralysis  and  rheumatism,  and  many  thuu- 
f  them  in  almshouses  in  difierent  parts  of  the  country,  while  their  claims 
mding  in  the  Pension  Ofiice;  and  these  distressed  claimants  were  iiuablo  to 
lem  to  triaL  I  became  satisfied  that  it  was  just  and  proper  that  there  should 
lie  establiAed  nnder  the  provision  of  which  a  claimant  should  have  the 
announce  that  he  was  ready  for  trial,  and  that  his  claim  should  then  be  taken 
disposed  of  in  the  order  of  its  completion. 

krded  this  matter  of  such  serious  concern  that  I  brought  it  to  the  attention 
Secretary  and  his  Assistant  Secretary,  Gen.  Bussey  (who  had  supervidion 
Bareaa  of  Pensions),  and  they  both  agreed  with  me  that  a  proper  reirody 
be  applied  to  correct  these  evils,  and  after  carefully  considering  this  question 
red  and  issued  two  orders,  Nos.  149  and  151,  respectively,  which  orders 
I  the  approval  both  of  the  Secretary  and  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey  be- 
y  were  promulgated.    Order  No.  149  was  issued  December  23, 1889,  and  is  as 

o.  149.]  Department  of  the  Intkrior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Washington  V,  C,  December  £3, 1889. 

Ies  of  pending  claims  in  eaoh  division  shall  at  ouce  be  exaiuiued,  ooiinted,  and 
cconnt  taken  of  the  same. 
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Where  a  claim,  upon  inspection  of  the  jacket  and  testimony  strapped  to  the  case, 
seems  to  be  complete,  a  proper  record  shall  be  made  of  the  claim  on  a  card  prepared 
for  that  parpose,  and  the  case  shall  be  kept  upon  a  list  known  as  the  ''  completed 
flies/'  and  these  cases  shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  the  filing  of  the  last  piece 
of  evidence. 

Upon  examination  of  these  cases,  if  it  is  found  that  another  call  for  eyidence  is 
required,  such  call  shall  be  made,  and  the  case  returned  to  the  files  of  pending  cases 
to  await  the  reply  to  the  call.  When  the  evidence  in  response  to  that  call  is  fur- 
nished, the  claim  shall  at  once  be  restored  to  the  list  of  "  completed  files''  and  the 
claimant  notified. 

Placing  a  claim  on  the  list  of  '^ completed  files"  shall  not  be  considered  as  afaTor- 
able  a<l judication  of  the  claim.  This  arrangement  is  intended  simply  to  secure  the 
consideration  of  the  claims  which  are  apparently  completed,  at  the  earliest  possible 
date.  The  "completed  files''  shall  also  be  arranged  so  as  to  separate  theorigiaal 
cases  from  the  increase  cases. 

Hereafter  all  calls  for  evidence  shall  be  made  upon  blanks  which  shall  indicate  br 
number  the  nature  of  the  call,  and  a  record  of  such  call  shall  be  made  upon  a  card, 
opposite  the  number  on  the  card  corresponding  with  the  number  of  the  call  in  the 
blank. 

Claimants  and  their  attorneys  are  urgently  requested  to  prepare  their  evidence  in 
response  to  these  calls  according  to  the  number,  and  to  indorse  on  the  back  of  the 
evidence  "Reply  to  call  No. , ,  18—." 

These  "calls  for  evidence"  cards  shall  be  strapped  to  the  case,  and  as  the  evidence 
in  reply  to  the  call  is  received  the  file  clerk  shall  immediately  record  the  date  of  the 
receipt  of  the  evidence  at  the  proper  number  of  the  oall,  and  this  new  evidence  shall 
be  strapped  to  the  case. 

When  the  last  evidence  called  for  is  received  and  a  record  thereof  made  on  the  card, 
the  case  shall  at  once  be  entered  on  the  list  of  "  completed  files"  in  its  proper  order 
and  the  claimant  notified. 

All  answers  to  applications  for  status  of  cases  on  the  list  of  "completed  files"  shall 
be  upon  a  blank  informing  the  api)licant  that  the  case  is  ponding  in  the  "completed 
files." 

Hereafter  the  order  of  procedure  in  original  cases  shall  be  as  follows: 

(1)  The  mail  division* shall  deliver  all  applications  for  pension  to  the  record  diviaion 
on  the  day  reoeivwl. 

(2)  The  record  division  shall  promptly  make  a  record  of  the  case,  give  it  a  number, 
and  acknowledge  the  receipt  ot  it,  and  refer  it  to  the  proper  division. 

(3)  A  call  shall  be  made  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  report  of  the  military 
service  and  hospitiU  record  of  the  claimant. 

(4)  An  order  for  the  medical  examination  of  the  claimant  shall  be  made,  and  a  call 
shall  be  made  upon  the  clafmant  for  such  evidence  as  seems  neocasnry  to  complete 
the  case  upon  blanks  which  shall  habitually  use  the  same  number  for  the  same  call 
A  proper  record  card  shall  be  made  for  the  case  and  the  case  put  upon  the  files  of 
pending  claims.  When  the  last  piece  of  evidence  called  for  has  been  received  and  a 
record  raa<le  of  the  same  upon  the  card,  the  case  shall  be  placed  upon  the  list  of 
•'completed  files"  to  be  considered  in  its  order. 

Chiefs  of  divisions  shall  require  examiners  to  devote  their  entire  time  during  five 
days  of  the  week  to  the  consideration  of  cases  borne  upon  the  list  of  "  completed 
files." 

On  Saturday  of  each  week  the  entire  force  of  examiners  shall  devote  themselves 
to  the  examination  of  cases  borne  upon  the  pending  files  and  in  the  preparation  of 
the  necessary  calls  for  evidence  in  those  cases.  On  Friday  afternoon  of  each  week 
the  file  clerks  shall  withdniw  from  the  pending  files  fifteen  cases  ^or  each  examiner, 
and  have  them  placed  upon  the  desks  of  the  examiners  before  4  o'clock  on  Friday 
afternoon. 

Grbkn  B.  Raum, 

Cammiasumer. 

You  wiU  observe  that  this  order  required  that  the  jiending  claims  in  the  a<yndicat- 
Ing  divisions  should  be  examined,  counted,  and  a  proper  account  taken  of  the  same. 
It  also  required  that  if,  upon  an  inspection  of  the  ja<>ket  and  testimony  strapped  to 
the  case,  the  claim  seemed  to  be  complete,  it  should  be  placed  upon  what  is  Known 
as  the  "completed  files,"  to  be  considered  "in  the  order  of  the  filing  of  the  last 
piece  of  evidence."  Upon  going  over  the  files  over  35,240  cases  were  selected  by 
the  chiefs  of  divisions  and  their  examiners  as  completed  claims.  A  "completed  files 
card,"  such  as  I  present  to  you,  wjw  prep:ired  in  each  case,  showing  the  dat«  of  the 
filing  of  the  last  piece  of  evidence,  and  these  canla  were  arranged  so  that  the  cases 
could  be  drawn  for  adjudication  in  the  order  of  the  filing  of  the  last  piece  of  evi- 
dence.   The  olaimanta  were  then  notified  of  this  action  of  the  Buxeaa,  and  when 
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lis  work  was  finiBhed  Order  No.  151^  dated  January  6, 1890;  was  issned,  and  which 
as  follows : 

Tder  No.  151.]  I>epaiitment  of  the  Intebior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Washington,  Z>.  C,  January  6, 1890, 

Clainiants  are  hereby  anthorized  to  apply  to  the  CommisHioner  of  Pensions  to  have 
beir  claims  placed  npon  the  list  of  ''completed  files''  for  immediate  consideration. 

Such  applications  may  be  made  by  the  claimants  or  their  attorneys  of  record,  and 
hall  set  forth : 

(1)  That  the  declaration  has  been  made  in  dne  form^  stating  the  proper  service  of 
he  soldier  and  the  facts  as  to  incurrence  of  his  disabibty  in,  and  his  discharge  from, 
he  service. 

(2)  That  the  proof  establishes  that  the  disability  alleged  in  the  declaration  was 
ncnrred  in  the  service  and  line  of  duty. 

(3)  That  the  proof  connects  the  present  disability  for  which  pension  is  claimed 
rith  wounds  or  diseases  incurred  in  the  service,  and  establishes  the  &ct  of  disa- 
ulity  during  any  past  pensionable  period. 

(4)  That  uie  claimant  has,  with  tne  authority  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  had  a 
■egnlar  medical  examination  in  respect  to  the  disability  described  and  claimed  for 
n  the  declaration. 

(5)  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  claimant,  the  claim  is  fully  made  out  and  complete. 
In  the  claims  of  widows  it  must  her  alleged  that  proof  has  been  made  showing  that 

Jie  soldier  died  of  an  injury  or  disease  contracted  in  the  service,  and  that  claimant 
a  the  soldier's  widow. 

In  the  case  of  dependent  relatives  it  must  be  stated  that  the  proper  proof  of  de- 
j^idence  has  been  filed  in  the  claim  and  that  the  soldier  left  no  widow  or  minor 
children. 

If  the  application  is  made  by  the  attorney  of  record,  in  addition  to  the  other  state- 
[UMits  required  he  shall  c^-rtify  upon  honor  that,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
Base^  he  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  is  complete. 

Claims  placed  upon  the  list  of  "coI^p^  ted  files"  under  this  order  will  be  consid- 
ered in  the  order  of  the  date  they  are  so  placed. 

This  order  does  not  apply  to  rejected  cases. 

Green  *B.  Raum, 

Commissioner, 

This  order  was  prepared  as  a  remedy  for  what  I  conceiv  d  to  be  a  great  wrong 
and  manifest  injustice  in  not  permitting  a  claimant  to  bring  his  case  to  trial  when 
it  was  complete. 

These  two  orders  established  the  ''trial  docket"  of  th^  Bureau,  which  is  based 
ipon  the  plain  principle  that  each  case  shall  be  taken  up  and  disposed  of  in  the  or- 
ier  in  which  it  is  completed.  Under  the  operation  of  these  orders  there  are  two 
methods  by  which  a  claim  may  be  placed  upon  the  "  completed  files :"  First,  by  the 
iction  of  &e  file  clerk  upon  the  receipt  of  the  necessary  evidence  completing  a 
;laim,  and  second,  by  the  action  of  the  claimant  or  his  attorney  in  giving  notice 
that  he  has  filed  the  necessary  evidence  to  complete  the  claim. 

The  great  majori^  of  the  cases  are  placed  upon  the  "  completed  files"  by  the  ac- 
tion of  the  office.  Experience  has  shown  that  about  50  per  cent  of  the  cases  which 
claimants  and  attorneys  request  to  be  placed  upon  the  "completed  files"  by  reason 
>f  their  completion  have  already  been  placed  upon  these  files  by  the  office. 

Realizing  that  it  must  happen  that  many  cases  are  necessarily  longer  delayed  in 
lecnrin^  the  evidence  required  to  establish  their  claims,  and  that  it  would  be  unjust 
bo  require  a  meritorious  claim  which  has  been  proven  to  remain  unadjusted  because 
ui  incompleted  claim  filed  earlier  stood  in  the  way^  I  devised  what  is  known  as  the 
^<  completed  files,"  and  issued  the  order  above  mentioned  to  carry  it  into  effect. 

When  evidence  is  transmitted  by  a  claimant  it  is  immediately  filed  with  his  case, 
wd  if  it  completes  the  claim  a  card  representing  the  case  is  prepared  by  the  file 
clerk,  who  enters  thereon  the  date  of  the  filing  of  the  last  piece  of  evidence,  and  this 
i»rd  is  placed  in  a  file  case  with  others  in  order  of  the  date  of  the  entry  thereon  as 
to  the  filing  of  the  last  piece  of  evidence,  and  the  case  is  thus  placed  upon  the  "  com- 
pleted files,"  and  when  this  card  is  reached  in  its  order  the  claim  which  it  represents 
18  drawn  from  the  files  for  final  action. 

Under  this  system,  also,  as  soon  as  a  claimant  completes  his  claim  he  or  hiH  attorney 
!tan  certify  to  that  fact  and  have  the  claim  placed  upon  the  "  completed  files  "  as  of 
^e  date  of  the  certificatiou  to  that  effect. 

These  applications  of  claimants  and  attorneys  are  acted  upon  in  the  law  division, 
ind  when  found  in  form  are  approved  and  the  case  is  placed  upon  the  "completed 
ilea"  in  the  manner  above  described.    This  is  an  orderly  and  just  method  of  pro- 
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oedare.    It  gives  to  the  claimant  the  right,  upon  completing  his  oaee,  to  have  itdii- 
posed  of  in  the  order  of  the  date  of  its  completion. 

The  principle,  therefore,  which  prevails  in  this  office  in  the  handling  of  the  fjles  JAf 
that  for  the  the  purpose  of  making  calls  npon  the  War  Department  for  the  miliUrj 
'and  medical  history  of  claimants,  for  ordering  medical  examinations,  and  for  mak- 
ing calls  upon  the  claimant  for  evidence  to  complete  his  case,  all  claims  are  tskeu 
up  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  filed,  and  that  in  the  final  adjudication  of  claims 
they  are  taken  up  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  completed. 

With  at  least  two  years  of  work  on  original  cases  now  on  hand  in  the  Pension 
Office  there  should  he  a  fixed  rule  for  taking  cases  up  for  trial,  and  no  more  eqaita- 
hlo  rule  can  he  devised  than  one  requiring  that  they  shall  he  taken  up  for  action  in 
the  order  of  their  completion.  Prior  to  the  estahlishment  of  this  system  the  eom- 
plaint  was  almost  universal  that  thousands  of  claims  were  pending  in  the  office  the 
consideration  of  which  had  heen  neglected  for  years.  A  soldier  who  had  served  his 
country  faithfullj*^  at  the  front  had  a  right  to  file  an  application  for  x>ensiou  and  to 
present  all  the  evidence  necessary  to  prove  his  claim^  hut  he  had  no  power  to  bring 
that  claim  hefore  an  adjudicating  division  upon  his  own  motion,  although  com- 
pleted, the  drawing  of  his  claim  for  that  purposer  heing  in  the  discretion  of  a  file 
clerk;  and  no  matter  how  diligent  the  file  clerk  might  he  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  have  such  a  knowledge  of  the  condition  of  the  vast  number  of  claims  in  the  divi- 
sion in  which  he  was  employed  as  to  enable  him  to  select  the  cases  which  should 
have  precedence  in  adjudicatioh  because  of  their  priority  of  completion.  These 
orders  created  a  perfect  system,  and  I  venture  to  state  that  no  man  of  ordinary 
judgment  and  with  an  unbiased  miud  can  examine  the  workings  of  these  orders  in 
the  Pension  Office  without  reaching  the  conclusion  that  the  system  is  the  best  thai 
can  be  adopted. 

If  cases  are  taken  up  for  adjudication  in  the  order  of  their  completion  favoritism 
is  impossible,  and  I  repeat  that  from  the  date  of  these  orders  down  to  the  present  time 
there  has  beeu  no  favoritism  in  the  drawing  of  claims  from  the  files  or  in  their  adju- 
dication. 

It  may  be  contended  that  claims  should  be  disposed  of  in  the  order  in  which  they 
are  filed.  No  such  rule  has  ever  obtained  in  any  court,  and  no  such  rule  has  ever 
been  adopted  in  any  of  the  executive  branches  of  the  Government  In  regard  to  the 
adjustment  of  claims.  What  would  bo  said  of  a  judge  if  he  should  announce  to  hti- 
garits  and  their  attorneys  that  the  cases  on  his  docket  should  be  tried  in  the  order  in 
which  they  were  instituted,  and  not  in  the  order  in  which  they  were  ready  for  trialf 
If  it  were  so  an  indifi'ereut  and  slothful  claimant  could  retard  the  adjudication  of  the 
claims  of  energetic  and  deserving  claimants  whose  declarations  were  filed  at  a  sub- 
sequent date.  The  true  rule  is  to  dispose  of  the  claims  in  the  order  of  their  comple- 
tion. 

On  page  25  of  the  report  of  the  majority  it  is  said: 

These  orders  (149  and  151 — ^the  completed  files  orders)  were  made  at  Mr.  Lemon^s 
request,  the  Conmiissioner  overruling  his  former  decision,  etc. 

This  is  wholly  untrue.  The  practice  in  the  Bureau  when  Gen.  Ranm 
took  possession  was  to  occasionally  allow  an  attorney  to  call  up  a  few 
cases  which  he  would  select,  and  upon  his  statement  that  they  were 
complete,  have  them  drawn  tor  final  itdjudication.  This  is  what  Mr. 
Lemon  desired  to  have  done. 

The  Commissioner,  as  is  shown  by  his  testimony,  was  desirous  of  pro- 
mulirating  some  plan  by  which  under  a  general  order,  applicable  to  all 
alike,  cases  could  be  heard  as  soon  as  practicable  after  they  were  ready 
for  trial,  instead  of  having  the  adjudication  of  meritorious  claims  de- 
pend upon  a  specific  call  for  adjudication  by  the  attorney  at  his 
pleasure.  This  system  of  the  Commissioner's  nmde  obsolete  the  then 
existing  general  practice  of  the  office  of  going  tlirough  the  files,  not 
exceeding  twice  a  year,  by  file  clerks,  to  ascertain  in  a  general  way 
what  cases  were  ready  for  final  action. 

He  refused  to  accede  to  the  request  of  Mr.  Lemon,  and  developed 
the  plan  of  the  "completed  files"  detailed  at  length  on  page  1579. 
This  was  done  after  full  and  frequent  conference  with  Secretary  Noble 
and  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey,  and  with  their  full  approval.  (See 
Sei'Tctary  Bussey's  evidence,  page  1372,  which  is  full  on  fiiis  point.) 

While  there  was  opposition  to  this  system  when  it  was  introduced, 
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bjr  sonifi  of  the  sabordinates,  the  record  sbowB  that  after  two  ftill  years' 
practice  auder  it,  it  has  now  the  unqualified  approval  of  Secretary  Noble, 
Assistant  Secretary  Bassey,  the  two  deputy  commissioners,  the  chiedb 
of  the  adjudicating  divisions  in  the  olBce,  and  every  officer  and  employ^ 
of  the  Bureau  whose  judgment  has  been  asked  upon  it;  in  fact,  of  every 
one  iutere«(ted  except  the  majority  of  this  committee  and  two  discharged 
employ^  one  of  whom  (Faucett)  states  that  he  did  not  know  of  an  im- 
portant provision  in  the  orders  prohibiting  in  terms  the  doing  of  what 
he  complained  of. 

The  msyority  say  that  prior  notice  of  the  issuance  of  these  orders  was 
of  great  advantage  to  Washington  attorneys,  and  infer  that  Mr.  Lemon 
availed  himself  of  this  advantage.  The  record  shows  that  no  notice 
was  given  anyone  in  advance  of  these  orders,  and  that  Mr.  Lemon  did 
not  file  a  case  under  their  provisions  until  February  8.  These  orders 
were  promulgated  about  January  6,  so  that  it  was  more  than  a  month 
after  they  were  issued  before  Mr.  Lemon  had  a  case  under  them.  Be- 
fore that  time  ninety-seven  attorneys  in  different  States,  from  Maine  to 
Kansas,  at  least,  were  inracticing  under  them.  (See  Williams's  evi- 
dence, p.  1442,  and  Bailey's  testimony,  p.  1500.) 

With  reference  to  the  question  of  tavoritism  or  x>artia]ity  as  to  the 
allowance  or  consideration  of  claims  under  the  ^^  completed  files"  system, 
we  make  the  following  quotation  from  the  testimony  of  Gen.  Baum, 
page  1589: 

I  affirm  that  this  ^stem  of  keeping  the  film  of  the  Bareau  of  Pensions  and  of 
drawing  the  clauns  for  adjudication  is  as  j>erfect  a  system  as  can  be  devised.  It  is 
simple  lii  its  operation,  in  this,  that  the  claims  are  drawn  from  the  files  for  adjudica- 
tion in  the  order  of  their  completion,  which  is  absolutely  just  and  should  not  be 
variedy  except  in  cases  of  emergency^  as  now  provided  by  the  order  of  the  Depart- 
ment where  claimants  are  sick  and  m  danger  of  immediate  death,  or  are  unable  to 
perform  manual  labor  and  are^ living  upon  charity. 

I  had  no  motive  whatever  in  preparing  and  issuing  my  orders  Nos.  149  and  151 
except  to  promote  the  efficiency  or  the  service  and  for  the  pubUc  good;  no  object 
or  intention  that  directly  or  indirectly  any  attorney  should  nave  any  preference  in 
the  consideration  of  his  case,  or  be  treated  in  any  way  different  from  any  other  at- 
torney whose  case  was  in  like  condition  in  the  Bureau.  Nor  has  there  been  to  my 
knowledge  any  preference  or  partiality  to  any  attorney  practicing  in  the  Pension 
Office  by  myself  or  by  any  subordinate. 

No  notice  was  given  to  any  attorney  directly  or  indirectly  of  the  issuance  of  these 
orders  in  advance  of  their  adoption. 

I  had  no  conference  in  any  way  with  Mr.  George  E.  Lemon  about  them,  nor  any 
eonimunication  with  him  on  the  subject  of  the  method  of  the  adjudication  of  claims, 
except  the  letter  of  November  16,  1889,  and  the  communication  referred  to  in  it; 
none  whatever  since  that  date. 

The  "  completed  files''  system  as  applied  to  the  Pension  Office  is  my  own  and  has 
been  administered,  so  far  as  I  know,  with  absolute  impartiality  and  without  favor  to 
«ny. 

This  evidence  is  supported  by  that  of  Mr.  Duman  (p.  1360),  chief  of 
the  western  division,  as  well  as  by  the  testimony  of  the  chiefe  of  all  the 
abjudicating  divisions,  the  medical -referee,  and  his  assistants.  Not 
only  this,  but  it  appears  from  the  evidence  of  these  gentlemen  that 
partiality  and  &voritism  are  imi)os8ible  under  this  system,  unless  par- 
ticipated in  by  at  least  ten  or  twelve  of  the  principal  officers  of  the 
Bureau,  all  acting  in  conjunction  in  each  particular  case.  There  is  not 
a  scintilla  of  evidence  in  the  record  in  contradiction  of  this  statement. 

The  investigation  has  been  directed  by  the  majority  in  an  effbrt  to 
establish  the  prox>osition  that  the  ^^  completed  files ^  system  has  result;ed 
in  partiality  and  favoritism  in  the  abjudication  of  claims.  The  mi- 
nority submit  to  the  House  that  there  is  not  a  particle  of  evidence  in 
ttie  entire  1,600  pages  of  the  record  to  raise  even  a  suspicion  to  support 
the  stand  taken  by  the  msgority  in  this  regard. 
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The  Oommissioner  has  challeD  ged  the  most  searching  inqniry  and  in- 
vestigation into  this  matter,  and  alleges  that  of  the  hnndreds  of  thou- 
sands of  cases  finally  disi>osed  of  since  he  assumed  the  duties  of  his 
I)ositioii  not  one  can  be  found  that  was  advanced  through  favoritism  or 
partiality  by  this  order  or  by  any  action  of  his;  and  that,  on  the  other 
hand,  not  a  single  claim  has  been  delayed  in  its  adjudication  by  reason 
of  personal  bias  or  the  oi>eration8  of  this  system. 

In  the  face  of  this  showing  it  strikes  us  as  very  remarkable  that  the 
majority  of  the  committee  should  comment  on  this  just  and  expeditions 
system  of  handling  the  cases  in  any  but  commendatory  terms,  and  the 
impression  forces  itself  upon  us  that  the  majority  would  not  have 
assumed  this  attitude  with  reference  to  this  question  had  it  not  seemed 
necessary  to  them  to  condemn  the  system,  in  the  establishment  of  which 
they  charge  that  Commissioner  Baum  was  actuated  by  corrupt  motives. 

By  the  testimony  taken  before  an  investigating  committee  in  the 
last  Congress,  it  appears  that  GeorgiB  £.  Lemon,  a  leading  pension  at- 
torney in  this  city,  indorsed  a  note  for  Oen.  Baum  to  a  bank  here,  of 
which  he  (Lemon)  is  a  director,  on  the  7th  day  of  January,  1890,  for  tJie 
sum  of  $12,000.  Concerning  this  transaction  the  m^ority  of  the  com- 
mittee use  this  language: 

On  the  24th  of  December,  1889,  Order  149  waa  made  and  issned  by  the  Commu- 
sioner.  On  the  6th  day  of  January,  1890,  Order  151,  aUowing  attorneys  to  certify 
their  cases  to  completed  files,  was  issued  by  the  Commissioner,  and  on  the  7th  dsy 
of  January,  1890,  Lemon  indorsed  Raum's  note  at  the  Bank  of  the  Republic  in  the 
sum  of  $12,000.    These  orders  were  made  at  Lemon's  request. 

The  undisputed  facts  a«  shown  by  the  evidence  are,  that  in  iNoyem- 
ber,  1889,  George  B.  Lemon,  in  accordance  with  the  practice  then  pre- 
vailing, made  application  to  the  Commissioner  to  have  some  ca^s, 
which  he  asserted  to  be  complete,  forwarded  for  adjudication.  The 
Commissioner,  after  conference  with  his  deputies,  refiised  this  applica- 
tion, and  we  think  very  justly,  for  the  reason,  as  stated  by  him  (p.  665): 

I  refused  to  act  favorably  upon  a  system  that  would  show  favoritism  in  that 
office — ^to  take  up  the  slips  of  attorneys  who  happened  to  be  in  the  city. 

Continuing,  the  Commissioner  testifies  further  on  this  subject  (p« 
670) : 

Having  abolished  the  system  of  aUowing  attorneys  and  others  to  call  up  cases  for 
adjudication  by  slips,  I  continued  my  examination  of  the  manner  of  doing  bnsiness 
in  the  office.  I  visited  several  of  the  divisions.  I  would  call  the  head  of  a  division, 
an  assistant  chief,  and  one  of  the  principal  examiners,  and  consult  with  them  to  fina 
out  the  exact  state  of  business  in  their  divisions  and  the  method  of  transacting  the 
business.  For  example,  I  visited  Mr.  Duman's  division  and  had  an  interview  with 
him  and  one  of  his  assistant  chiefis,  and  an  examiner.  You  will  understand  1  do  not 
reflect  upon  anyone  in  the  office  when  I  criticise  the  system  of  doing  business.  I 
have  no  doubt  of  their  integrity  and  good  faith.  I  found  that  the  file  clerks  had  the 
supervision  of  selecting  the  cases  from  the  files  which  were  to  be  adjudicated.  The 
file  clerks  drew  the  cases  and  placed  them  upon  the  desks  of  the  different  officers 
who  were  to  adjudicate  them.  I  asked  the  examiner,  *^  Do  you  call  these  cases  up; 
do  ^ou  know  they  are  coming  to  youf"  The  answer  was,  **  I  do  not."  I  asked  the 
assistant  chief,  '' Do  you  know  that  these  cases  are  coming  T'  He  replied,  ''I  do 
not."  I  asked  Mr.  Duman,  the  chief  of  the  division,  the  same  question,  and  he  con- 
curred with  the  rest,  and  said  that  the  matter  was  left  to  the  file  clerks,  who,  accord- 
ing to  the  custom  which  had  long  prevailed,  drew  the  cases  which  they  thought  were 
ready  and  ought  to  be  taken  down  to  the  adjudicating  offices  for  action. 

The  Chairman.  That  the  committee  may  fully  understand  it,  please  explain  the 
duties  of  these  file  clerks  and  of  the  examiners  and  adiudicating  division. 

Q.  You  wiU  understand  we  have  five  adjudicating  divisions;  each  adjudicating 
division  has  separate  file  clerks,  with  a  chief.  We  have  about  eighty  men  assigned 
as  file  clerks. 

Q.  How  many  examiners f — A.  They  are  called  file  clerks.  You  can  see  from  the 
number  required  that  it  is  a  very  large  and  laborious  business.    Each  division  has 
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t8  chief  of  files,  who  is  selected  for  his  intelligence,  sobriety,  and  character.  He  is 
ntmsted  with  the  dnty,  as  just  stated,  of  cnlUng  out  his  files  and  keeping  the  run 
»f  oases  which,  in  his  judgment,  ought  to  be  sent  down  for  adjudication.  That  was 
he  case  in  all  of  the  divisions.  I  gave  the  subject  a  great  deal  of  thought,  and  I 
irought  it  particularly  to  the  attention  of  Gen.  Bussey,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
nterior.  I  said  to  him,  *'It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  witie  to  adopt  some  rule  bv 
vhicb  the  claimant  shall  have  a  voice  in  this  question  of  having  his  case  adjudi- 
»ated/'  So  I  outlined  an  order  which  I  proposed  should  cover  this  thing.  1  also 
risited  Capt.  Aiusworth's  office  and  studied  his  card  system,  so  as  to  introduce  it 
nto  the  Pension  Office.  This  I  did  to  a  limited  extent.  After  submitting  the  matter 
A>  the  Secretary's  office  and  receiving  an  approval  of  the  scheme  in  advance  I  issued 
irder  No.  149,  and  I  will  say  that  no  attorney  knew  of  that  order  before  it  came  out, 
>r  snggested  it,  or  had  anything  to  do  with  it  whatever.  The  plan  originated 
irhoUy  with  myself 

I  will  state  that  this  Order  149  was  the  first  of  the  new  orders  which  were  prepared 
4>  carry  out  this  system,  the  second  order,  151,  being  supplementary  to  tne  other, 
rhis  order  was  timed  in  its  issuance  to  commence  the  worK  of  counting  and  examin- 
ng  the  files  about  the  time  that  members  of  Congress  took  their  recess,  so  that  the 
»mce  wonld  have  an  opportunity  to  examine  the  records  in  the  absence  of  Congress. 
Jnder  this  order  about  BOO  persons  were  put  npon  these  files  under  the  general  di- 
■ection  of  the  chief  clerk,  but  under  the  immediate  direction  of  the  h^bds  of  the 
livisions.    They  selected  out  35,240,  was  it  not,  Mr.  Bailey  f 

Mr.  Bailet.  I  think  so. 

The  Wffnkss.  The  gentleman  who  answered  is  chief  of  the  law  division. 

These  35,240  claims  were  placed  upon  the  completed  files.  They  were  selected  be- 
muse from  their  appearance  and  the  indorsements  on  the  jacket  and  evidence  strapped 
o  the  cases  they  appeared  to  be  complete.  The  claimants  were  immediately  notified 
hat  their  claims  were  placed  on  the  completed  files.  As  soon  as  this  work  was  done 
»rder  No.  151  was  issued,  dated  January  6, 1890. 

Creorge  B.  Lemon,  as  is  shown  by  the  evidence  cited  in  the  raajority 
rejwrt,  had  no  knowledge  of  the  action  taken  nntil  the  order  was  issued. 
That  this  evidence  is  true  is  conclnsively  shown  by  the  fact  that  he 
lied  fewer  requests  to  have  cases  placed  upon  the  completed  tiles,  con- 
ndering  the  number  of  cases  he  had  pending,  than  many  other  attor- 
neys, as  is  shown  by  the  following  table.  Besides,  the  evidence  shows 
that  his  first  applications  filed  were  defective  in  form  and  had  to  be  re- 
turned. This  would  hardly  have  been  the  case  if  he  had  been  advised 
n  advance^  and  at  an  expense  of  $12,000,  of  the  action  to  be  taken^ 

Februabt. 

*.  J.  Iiockwood,  Washinji^n 1,854 

L  B.  Crall^A  Co.,  Washington". 1,754 

}eorge  E.  Lemon,  Washington 1,493 

dilo  B.  Stevens  &  Co.,  Washington,  Detroit,  Chicago,  and  Cleveland 909 

r.W.  Tallmadge,  Washington 472 

r.  H.  Hunter,  Washington 446 

L  W.  McConnick  dt  l^n,  Cincinnati 424 

!/onis  K.  Gillson  &,  Co.,  Chicago 293 

[*.  H.  Kennedy  &  Co.,  Lawrence,  Kans 67 

Fohn  C.  Starkweather,  Romeo,  Mich 95 

r.  H.  Foxworthy,  Lincoln,  Nebr 61 

L.  P.  Lloyd,  Baltimore,  Md 60 

jee  F.  Wilson,  Shelbyville,  Ind 43 

r.  Emmons,  Boston,  Mass 137 

Ul  others 6,059 

Total  for  month  of  February,  1890 14,157 

The  evidence  that  Mr.  Lemon  neither  had  any  previous  knowledge  of 
:be  issuance  of  Order  N'o.  151,  nor  gained  any  advantage  under  it,  is 
}o  conclusive  that  the  majority  are  forced  to  admit  it,  and  justify  their 
calumny  of  the  Commissioner  (p.  27  Report)  by  saying: 

Whaterer  of  wrong  there  was  in  this  indorsement  is  probably  concealed  by  the 
Eailnre  to  keep  any  record  of  the  35,240  cases  carried  to  the  completed  files  under 
:)iderl49. 
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Tbis  su|rg<^stion  is  so  absurd  in  the  light  of  the  nndispnted  AmIs  tiiat 
the  minority  would  not  feel  justified  in  citing  the  evidence  to  refute  it 
were  it  not  that  it  assails  the  good  name  and  character  of  a  gentleman 
long  eminent  in  public  life,  whose  probity  and  patriotism,  both  in  war 
and  peace,  have  never,  so  far  as  we  know,  been  questioned  except  in 
connection  with  this  transaction. 

On  the  promulgation  of  Order  149  some  300  clerks  were  at  once  sent 
to  the  files  to  examine  the  cases  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
any  were  complete  and  ready  for  adjudication.  Every  one  of  these 
clerks  or  examiners  would  necessarily  have  had  to  be  a  party  to  any 
scheme  by  which  the  cases  of  any  particular  attorney  could  have  had 
a  preference.  That  such  was  the  case  has  not  even  been  suggested. 
A  secret  intnisted  to  so  many  keepers  would  not  have  kept.  The 
manner  in  which  these  examiners  did  their  work  is  best  shown  by 
citing  the  testimony.  Take  the  testimony  of  E.  A.  Durnan,  chief  of 
the  western  division  (p.  1011): 

Q.  How  was  the  work  donet — A.  Almost  the  entire  force  of  the  division  were 
sent  apstnirs  to  the  files.  The  files  in  my  division  are  over  the  working  room.  The 
examiners  worked  two  together;  one  looked  through  the  file,  drew  out  th^  file 
drawers^  and  when  he  struck  a  case  with  a  lot  of  evidence  on  the  outside  of  the 
jacket,  and  if  he  thought  it  was  complete,  the  man  who  worked  with  him  made  a 
memorandum  of  it,  and  from  these  memoranda  the  circulars  were  sent  out. 

Q.  Now,  when  that  examination  was  made  and  the  cases  that  they  believed  were 
complete,  what  kind  of  a  card  was  pat  on  themf — A.  A  greet)  card  pnt  on,  with 
the  number  of  the  claim  and  the  name  of  the  claimant,  and  that  was  put  in  the  tile 
case  by  itself. 

Q.  Then,  when  the  cases  were  examined  and  assumed  to  be  complete  the  caae 
itself  was  assumed  to  be  a  case  for  the  completed  files  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  the  question  of  who  was  or  who  was  not  attorney  was  not  considered  in  any 
wayf — A.  No,  sir;  not  the  slightest;  and  in  that  connection  I  want  to  say  that  peo- 
ple who  did  this  work,  instead  of  looking  at  the  front  to  see  the  attorney's  name, 
looked  at  the  back  to  see  the  indorsement  there,  and  if  they  found  the  indorsement, 
one  of  the  cases  they  wanted,  they  turned  the  cases  over  after  getting  the  number 
and  the  name,  and  then  for  the  first  time  they  saw  who  the  attorney  was. 

Q.  There  was  no  examination  to  see  who  the  attorney  was,  but  simply  to  find  out 
if  completed  f — A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  After  these  cases  had  been  examined  and  it  had  been  ascertained  that  they 
were  practically  complete,  and  there  was  in  aU  something  like  35,000  casos  which 
appeared  to  be  complete,  that  was  a  sort  of  a  reservoir  on  which  drafts  were  made 
to  the  examiners'  desks  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  regard  to  the  attorneys  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  or  have  yon  any  reason  for  believing  that  any  attorneys  were 
given  any  advantage  in  that  business! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you,  as  the  head  of  that  division,  have  instructions  in  any  way  to  give  con.' 
sideration  to  anybody  or  to  anybody's  business? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  hear  of  anything  of  that  kind  in  the  handling  of  those  ca^esf — ^A.  No^ 
sir;  I  didn't. 

Q.  If  these  gentlemen  you  have  named — Morris,  Crowley,  Lock  wood,  and  Lemon ' 

had  more  of  these  case^  on  the  completed  files  belonging  to  them  than  other  attor-^ 
neys,  was  that  accounted  for  in  any  other  way  than  tliat  more  of  their  cases  selectee^ 
were  in  a  state  of  completion  f — A.  I  think  the  reason  they  got  more  notices  wa^ 
because  they  had  more  cases  pending  before  the  Bureiiu. 

Q.  And  more  in  a  state  of  completion  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  John  W.  Morris  at  tha#^ 
time  was  making  a  specialty  of  straight  increase  claims  and  had  a  great  many  thou^^ 
sand  in  the  Bureau,  and  where  he  h^  made  an  examination  and  Uie  certificate  re — ' 
turned  to  the  ofiice  that  the  cases  were  complete ;  and  for  that  reason  he  had  ^ 
larger  number  of  notices  than  anybody  else. 

Q.  In  speaking  now  as  the  head  of  that  division  and  in  the  execution  of  this  orde^ 
or  in  the  performance  of  your  duty  as  chief  of  the  division,  do  you  know  of  any  pref-' 
erence  being  given  any  attorney  in  the  execution  of  the  adjudication  of  cases  iu  thatr 
Bureau  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yon  say  that  so  far  as  yon  know  there  was  no  discrimination  shown  hetweei» 
the  attorneys  in  selecting  these  cases  by  the  files  clerks  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 
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The  testimony  of  every  other  witness  examined  in  regard  to  this 
matter  was  to  the  same  effect.  Even  the  witness  J.  H.  Jennings^  who 
was  subsequently  dismissed  on  the  Commissioner's  recommendation 
and  took  no  pains  to  disguise  his  hostility  against  him,  when  on  the 
stand  testified  in  regard  to  this  matter  as  foUows  (p.  1127) : 

Q.  What  position  did  yoa  hold  in  the  office  at  the  time  the  completed-files  order 
was  madef — ^A.  I  was  clerk  on  a  d^k  in  the  widow's  section,  middle  division. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  anything  to  do  with  the  execution  of  that  order f — A.  Yes,  sir; 
so  far  as  my  desk  is  concerned  only. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  the  cases  that  were  prepared  under  Order 
149  preparatory  to  the  execution  of  Order  151  and  at  the  time  the  clerks  selected 
some  35,000  cases  there;  did  yon  notice  anything  in  relation  to  those  cases f — ^A.  I 
don't  remember  about  that;  I  may  have  had  some  of  them  and  noticed  them;  I  can't 
say,  Mr.  Enloe,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned.  « 

On  the  former  investigation  this  whole  matter  was  gone  into  very 
fully.  Both  Lemon  and  the  Commissioner  denied  under  oath  that  the 
indorsement  had  any  connection  with  the  issuance  of  the  orders  re- 
ferred to  or  with  any  official  act  of  the  Oommissioner.  It  also  appears 
that  Gen.  Baum  has  long  been  a  resident  of  this  city  and  engaged  in 
Tarious  business  enterprises;  that  he  and  Mr.  Lemon  are  old  friends 
and  that  they  were  comrades  in  the  Army;  that  Mr.  Lemon  is  a  di- 
rector in  the  bank  which  loaned  the  Oommissioner  the  money,  and  that 
Cren.  Baum  applied  to  Mr.  Lemon  to  assist  him  in  raising  some  money 
long  before  his  appointment  as  Commissioner. 

The  majority  fcurther  suggest  that  '^Commissioner  Baum's  commer- 
cial standmg  at  the  time  of  this  indorsement  was  not  such  as  to  justify 
such  an  indorsement  on  the  part  of  a  prudent  man,  unless  moved  by 
other  considerations."  The  attempt  to  torture  the  testimony  of  the 
witness  Thompson  in  support  of  this  assertion  is,  in  our  judgment,  un- 
Mr.    The  majority  say : 

We  quote  the  foUowinff  testimony  on  that  subject  by  Mr.  Thompson : 

''Q.  What  was  said  to  Mr.  Lockwood  and  by  Mr.  Lock  wood  to  you  and  what  took 
place  between  youf — ^A.  There  was  not  a  great  deal  said  about  it.  I  preferred,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  to  loan  to  Mr.  Lockwood,  as  he  was  one  of  our  customers  and  Mr. 
Baum  was  not. 

"  Q.  What  did  Mr.  Lockwood  state  to  you  and  what  did  you  say  to  him  when  he 
came  to  see  y^ouf — ^A.  Nothing  was  said  of  importance  whatever. 

"  Q.  We  wiU  have  to  decide  whether  it  was  of  any  importance.  Suppose  you  state 
to  the  committee  what  took  place  and  what  he  stated  to  you  and  what  yon  stated 
to  him. — A.  He  said  it  was  for  Ranm.  I  said  that  might  be,  but  I  would  discount 
it  for  him  and  not  for  Mr.  Raum. 

''Q.  What  reason  did  he  give  f — ^A.  None  whatever. 

"Q,  What  did  yon  say  to  him,  whether  you  had  any  feeling  against  Mr.  Raum  or 
notf — ^A.  I  told  him  I  had  not  much  confidence  in  him;  that  he  was  a  politician  and 
that  whatever  he  had  to  say  had  to  be  taken  with  some  degree  of  allowance.''  (P. 
460.) 

A  careful  business  man  like  Mr.  Thompson  had  not  sufficient  confidence  in  Com- 
missioner Raum  to  loan  him  the  small  sum  of  $500^  yet  Mr.  Lemon  indorses  his  note 
in  the  sum  of  $12,000  upon  what  he  claimed  was  his  confidence  in  the  man. 

This  witness  is  a  widower  and  president  of  the  Illation  al  Metropolitan 
Bank,  of  this  city.  He  had  asked  the  Commissioner  to  promote  a  young 
lady  employed  in  the  Pension  Office  (whose  name  he  rehised  to  disclose 
to  this  committee).  This  the  Commissioner  had  refused.  The  Commis- 
sioner had  occasion  to  borrow  some  money,  and  applied  to  one  George  M. 
Lockwood  for  a  loan  of  $500  for  three  days.  Lockwood  said  he  did  not 
have  the  money,  but  would  get  it  from  Thompson's  bank,  of  which  he 
was  a  customer.  The  loan  was  refused  to  Baum  without  Lockwood's 
indorsement,  and  we  will  quote  a  little  more  fully  from  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Thompson  on  this  point: 

Q.  What  was  said  to  Kr.  Lockwood,  and  hy  Mr.  Lockwood  to  you,  and  what  took 
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place  between  yonf — A.  There  was  not  a  great  deal  said  aboat  it.  I  prefened  tB  % 
matter  of  course  to  loan  it  to  Mr.  Lockwood^  because  he  was  one  of  onr  cuBtomezB 
and  Mr.  Haum  was  not. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Lock  wood  state  to  yon,  and  what  did  you  say  to  hinii  whsn  be 
came  to  see  youf — A.  Nothing  was  said  of  any  importance  whatever. 

Q.  We  will  hiKre  to  decide  whether  it  was  of  any  importance.  Suppose  you  ttat« 
to  the  committee  what  took  place,  and  what  he  stated  to  you  and  wnat  you  stated 
to  him. — ^A.  He  said  it  was  for  Mr.  Raum.  I  said  that  might  be^  but  I  would  dis- 
count it  for  him  and  not  for  Mr.  Raum. 

Q.  What  reason  did  he  give? — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him,  whether  you  had  any  feeling  against  Mr.  Raum  or 
notf — A.  I  told  him  I  had  not  much  confidence  in  him ;  that  he  was  a  politician,  and 
whatever  he  might  say  had  to  be  taken  with  some  degree  of  allowance. 

Q.  What  reason  did  you  give  for  your  opinion  f  State  what  was  said  between  yoa 
and  him  on  the  subject  of  a  promotion. — ^A.  I  had  asked  at  some  previous  meeting, 
possibly  at  some  entertainment,  that  if  he  could  consistently  with  his  duty  make 
this  promotion  I  would  be  much  gratified  if  it  was  possible;  but  I  stated  that  I  had 
no  confidence  about  his  doing  it  or  paying  any  attention  to  it.  I  did  not  speak  to 
him  at  all. 

This,  we  submit,  does  not  show  that  an  indorser  was  demanded  on 
account  of  lack  of  confidence  in  the  Commissioner's  "commercial  stand- 
ing," but  rather  because  the  latter  had  failed  to  promote  Mr,  Thomp- 
son's young  lady  friend.  The  majority  say,  "  There  was  no  evidence 
produced  before  this  committee  to  show  that  the  note  indorsed  by 
Lemon  had  ever  been  paid  by  the  Commissiqner,"  and  yet  they  struck 
from  the  record,  against  the  protest  of  the  minority,  and  refiised  to 
admit,  Commissioner  Eaum's  statement  that  every  cent  of  that  note 
had  been  paid  by  himself. 

The  majority  sum  up  their  conclusions  on  this  question  by  saying : 

We  say  that  it  is  a  fair  inference  that  this  indorsement  was  made  in  consideration 
of  o  fiicfal  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioner  favorable  to  George  £.  Lemon. 

At  this  we  are  not  surprised.  The  majority  seem  determined  to 
fasten  crime  and  corruption  on  the  Commissioner.  Having  utterly 
failed  to  do  so  by  evidence  they  as  a  last  resort  seek  to  do  it  by  infer- 
ence. The  bare  statement  of  this  proposition  does  such  violence  to 
every  fair-minded  man's  notions  of  justice  and  fair  play  that  we  feel 
justified  in  expressing  the  conviction  that  it  will  never  receive  the 
sanction  even  of  a  partisan  House  of  Representatives. 

The  only  remaining  matter  suggested  in  the  majority's  rejwrt  which 
the  minority  deem  worthy  of  notice  is  the  charge  which  the  majority 
make  against  the  Commissioner  that  he  has  used  his  office  for  political 
purposes.  It  will  be  noticed  in  this  connection  that  this  charge  is  lim- 
ited solely  to  the  Commissioner's  relation  with  Hon.  George  W.  Cooi)er, 
a  member  of  Congress  from  the  State  of  Indiana,  and  to  the  fact  that 
the  Commissioner,  as  had  been  his  practice  for  years  prior  thereto,  went 
out  and  delivered  campaign  speeches  during  the  campaign  of  1890. 

With  reference  to  the  practice  of  Federal  officeholders  participating 
in  i)olitical  contests  by  making  party  speeches,  the  minority  can  not 
see  upon  what  theory  it  can  be  condemned,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  no 
man  within  our  recollection,  occupying  either  a  Cabinet  position  or 
other  office  of  distinction,  has  refrained  from  making  public  addresses 
during  political  campaigns,  if  he  was  accustomed  to  actively  engage  iu 
contests  of  this  character. 

The  committee  seem  to  take  exception  more  particularly,  perhaps, 
to  the  fact  that  the  Commissioner  spoke  in  the  district  of  Hon.  George 
W.  Cooper,  and  the  minority  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  the  propriety  of  this;  but  justice  to  the  Commissioner  de- 
mands that  we  should  give  attention  in  this  connection  to  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Cooper,  while  serviug  as  a  member  of  the  preceding  Congress,  had 
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attacked  and  very  severely  criticised  Commissioner  Baum,  not  only 
personally  but  in  connection  with  his  conduct  of  the  Pension  Bureau, 
and  also  the  condition  and  management  of  that  Bureau,  both  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  and  through  the  public  press. 

These  charges  had  undoubtedly  been  given  more  genenl  circulation 
in  Mr.  Cooper's  district  than  elsewhere,  and  it  seems  quite  natural  that 
the  Commissioner  should,  under  these  circumstances,  respond  to  the  in- 
vitation of  his  Republican  friends  residing  there  to  discuss  the  pending 
X)olitical  issues  and  incidentally,  x)erhaps,  to  disabuse  the  public  of  the 
opinion  that  he  was  such  a  villain  as  he  had  been  represented  to  be. 

K  the  Commissioner  had  made  unjust  assaults  upon  Mr.  Cooper  per- 
sonally in  the  course  of  his  speeches  during  the  campaign,  Mr.  Cooper 
might  have  had  just  ground  of  complaint,  but  there  is  no  such  aUega- 
tion  made,  and,  under  the  circumstances^  we  do  not  feel  justified  in  any 
other  expression  on  this  subject  than  as  indicated  above. 

It  is  alleged  by  them  also  that  the  Commissioner  prostituted  his  office 
for  political  purposes,  in  this:  That  hei>ermitted  Mr.  Cooper's  opponent 
for  a  few  weeks  to  call  for  the  status  of  pension  claims  in  like  maimer  as 
members  of  Congress  are  permitted  to  do  under  the  rules  of  the*  Bureau 
of  Pensious. 

This  action  the  Commissioner  justifies  by  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  it  ha«  been  the  custom  of  the  Pension  Office  for  years  to  accord 
prominent  public  men  and  governors  of  States  practically  the  same 
courtesies  with  reference  to  answering  inquiries  concerning  pending 
claims  as  are  accorded  to  members  of  Congress,  and  Mr.  Cooper's  op- 
ponent,  one  Mr.  Dunbar,  being  a  prominent  Republican  of  that  district, 
the  Commissioner  thought  it  not  improper  to  extend  to  him  this  privi- 
lege, and  it  occurs  to  us  that  in  view  of  the  extent  to  which  Mr.  Cooper 
had  availed  himself  of  his  privilege  as  a  member  of  Congress  in  calling 
up  X)ension  claims  (as  will  appear  more  fully  hereafter),  which  the  ma- 
jority do  not  seem  to  find  reprehensible  on  his  part,  it  does  not  become 
the  majority  to  criticise  even  lax  practice  in  this  respect.  There  is  cer- 
tainly no  suggestion  of  any  improper  use  on  tne  part  of  Mr.  Dunbar  of 
the  courtesy  extended  to  him,  and,  as  the  evidence  shows,  it  was  lim- 
ited to  a  brief  space  of  time  and  comparatively  to  a  small  number  of 
cases. 

The  report  further  charges  that  the  Commissioner  was  actuate  by 
malice  against  Mr.  Cooper  in  his  very  laudable  and  successful  efforts  to 
expose  and  break  up  the  nefarious  practice  that  was  in  vogue  among 
a  small  number  of  pension  attorneys  in  this  city,  to  get  nominal  posi- 
tions as  clerks  to  members  of  Congress  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
them  by  means  of  such  positions  to  gain  access  to  confidential  papers 
and  information  in  the  Pension  Bureau  and  to  sell  the  same  to  claim- 
ants or  their  attorneys.  The  extent  to  which  this  practice  had  been 
carried,  the  efforts  on  the  part  of  the  Pension  Office  to  ferret  it  out,  and 
the  success  attending  these  efforts,  is  so  fully  set  forth  by  the  Commis- 
sioner in  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  be  found  on  page 
646  of  the  record,  l^iat  we  quote  it  in  full: 

Dkpartbuemt  of  thb  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
Washington,  D,  C,  April  5, 1892. 
The  Secrxtart  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  reports  of  J.  O.  Greenawalt,  esq., 
sapenrisin^  special  examiner  under  my  directions,  of  certain  irregular  practices  of 
Mr.  Samnel  K.  Hersey,  an  attorney  practicing  before  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and 
other  persons.  It  is  proper  to  state  that  Mr.  Hersey  has  during  the  past  two  years 
cftUed  from  the  files  upon  Congreaaional  slips  many  hundreds  of  oases  to  the  rooms 


LXn  PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 

of  the  Depaty  Commissioners,  where  he  was  permitted,  nnder  the  mles  of  the  Offles 
as  an  act  of  courtesy  to  such  members,  Ih  examine  all  the  papers  in  each  case  and 
take  snch  notes  from  the  same  as  he  micht  see  proper,  said  Hersey  at  the  time  acting 
as  the  private  secretary  of  a  member  of  Congress  upon  whose  slip  the  case  might  be 
called  from  the  files. 

In  September,C891, 1  received  a  letter  from  John  R.  Whittinghill,  late  of  Co.  I, 
9th  Ky.  Cav.,  written  from  Crothersville,  Ind.,  bearing  date  Sept.  9th,  1891,  enclos- 
ing a  letter  dated  Kenton,  Ohio,  Sept.  5th,  1891,  from  C.  L.  Ragan  &Co.  Thisfiim 
proposed  to  Mr.  Whittinghill  that,  for  the  sum  of  $3.00  they  would  furnish  him  with 
the  exact  status  of  his  claim  and  snow  to  him  what  was  necessary  and  get  him  a  copy 
of  the  report  made  by  the  board  of  surgeons  before  whom  he  was  last  examined  at 
North  Vernon,  Ind.,  July  10th,  1889,  in  which  letter  Bagan  6l  Co.,  gave  the  certitL- 
cate  number— 425059 — of  Mr.  Whitinghiirs  claim. 

Mr.  Whittinghill  expressed  surprise  at  receiving  such  a  letter  and  aaked  an  expla- 
nation, how  this  man  could  do  what  he  proposed  to  do.  On  the  16th  of  Sept.  I  wrote 
Mr.  Whittinghill  an  official  letter,  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  his  letter,  and  re- 
quested him  to  forward  $3.00  to  Ragan  &  Co.,  with  the  request  that  they  should 
nimish  him  the  status  of  his  claim.  This  he  did,  and  on  the  8th  of  Oct.,  Ragan  Sl 
Co.  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  post-office  order,  and  on  the  19th  of  Nov.  they 
wrote  Mr.  Whittinghill  a  letter  on  foolscap  paper,  two  pages  and  a  half  in  lengtii, 
giving  him  a  full  account  of  his  pension  claim.  The  information  given  was  quite  as 
accurate  as  though  Mr.  Ragan  had  had  the  papers  before  him  at  the  time  he  wrote 
the  letter.    These  original  letters  were  forwarded  to  this  office  by  Mr.  Whittinghill. 

It  is  proper  to  state  that  on  the  day  of  the  date  of  my  letter  to  Mr.  Whittinghill 
above-mentioned  I  caused  the  papers  in  his  case  to  be  put  aside,  so  that  if  called  up 
by  anyone  my  attention  would  be  immediately  attracted  to  it.  It  turned  out  that 
on  the  11th  of  Nov.,  1891,  these  papers  were  c^led  for  in  the  room  of  the  First  Dep- 
uty Commissioner  by  Mr.  Hersey  upon  a  Congressional  slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper, 
of  Indiana.  Of  course  I  wa«  unable  to  determine  whether  there  was  any  connection 
between  Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.  and  the  Cooper  slip.  The  fact  that  Mr.  Ragan  was 
proposing  to  give  information  in  regard  to  the  case  and  that  Mr.  Cooper  was  having 
the  case  called  up  by  his  private  secretary  might  simply  be  a  coincidence  and  have 
no  connection  with  each  other. 

To  test  this  matter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Whittinghill  on  the  28th  of  Nov.,  acknowledging 
the  receipt  of  the  papers  in  question,  and  requested  him  to  correspond  with  C^as. 
L.  Ragan  &  Co.  in  reference  to  the  claim  of  Henry  Belirens,  Co.  K,  9th  Ohio  Inf., 
claim  No.  589954.  This  claim  I  had  selected  at  random  from  the  files  and  put  it  in  a 
secure  place  to  await  developments. 

On  the  5th  of  Dec.  Ragan  &  Co.  acknowledged  the  recoipt  of  the  $3.00  in  payment 
for  status  of  the  claim  of  Henry  Behrens,  and  on  Dec.  22d  this  claim  was  called  up 
by  Mr.  Hersey  upon  the  Congressional  slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  in  the  office  of 
the  Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  was  there  carefully  examined  by 
him.  On  the  6tli  of  Feb.,  1892,  Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.,  writing  from  Chicago,  111., 
to  Mr.  Whittinghill,  forwarded  a  report  of  the  status  of  the  claim  of  Henry  Behrens, 
the  letter  and  report  having  been  forwarded  to  this  office  by  Mr.  Whittinghill  nnder 
cover  of  his  letter  of  Feb.  15th,  1892. 

In  the  mean  time  I  had  received  a  letter  from  Hon.  E.  S.  Williams,  dated  Dec.  22d, 
1891,  calling  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  understood  that  certain  pension 
attorneys  in  Ohio  were  haviug  their  cases  called  up  for  status  and  reported  upon  by 
Mr.  Hersey  upon  the  Congressional  slips  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  of  Indiana.  The 
facts  elicited  through  Mr.  Whittinghill  and  the  statements  of  Mr.  Williams  were 
such  as  seemed  to  me  to  require  at  my  hands  a  searching  inquiry  into  this  whole 
matter;  and  so,  after  conferring  fully  with  Mr.  Greenawalt,  supervising  specis^  ex- 
aminer, I  placed  the  matter  in  his  hands  with  instructions  to  make  a  careful  inquiry 
into  the  whole  business. 

I  refer  you  particularly  to  the  report  of  Mr.  Greenawalt  bearing  date  Feb.  25, 1892, 
in  which  you  will  find  the  original  papers  substantiating  the  facts  of  which  I  have 
just  spoken,  and  also  thirteen  letteroress  copies  of  letters  written  by  Chas.  L.  Ragan 
&  Co.,  from  Kenton,  Ohio.  Those  letterpress  copies  were  left  by  Mr.  Ragan  in  the 
office  where  he  was  employed  at  Kenton,  Ohio,  before  he  removed  to  Chicago,  in  a 
book  which  was  in  use  by  the  former  employers  of  Mr.  Ragan,  and  they  were  re- 
moved from  the  book  by  a  member  of  the  firm  and  delivered  to  Mr.  Greenawalt. 

These  letters  relate  to  the  pension  business  in  which  Mr.  Chas.  L.  Ragan  was  en- 

gaged.  Amongst  them  is  the  press  copy  of  the  original  letter  to  John  R.  Whitting- 
iU,  and  also  a  letter  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Moffat,  of  Elizabethtown,  Ind.,  dated  Oct. 
12,  1891,  inclosing  "A  complete  status  of  your  (her)  pension  claim."  Upon  an  ex- 
amination of  the  records  of  this  case  it  was  found  that  the  claim  had  been  called  up 
Oct.  7,  1891,  in  the  office  of  the  Second  Deputy  Commissioner,  by  the  Congressioniu 
slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper. 
X  directed  Mr.  Greenawalt  to  ooutlnue  the  investigation^  and  at  his  request  I  d»> 
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idled  Mr.  H.  £.  Lin ea weaver  a«  a  special  examiner  in  the  field  to  report  to  Mr. 
Greenawalt  and  assist  him  in  the  investigation.  Those  gentlemen  proceeded  to  Ohio 
and  took  the  depositions  of  Messrs.  F.  P.  Cunningham,  George  C.  Canfield,  Jno.  F. 
Armstrong,  and  B.  F.  Darst,  and  also  the  State  of  Indiana,  where  they  took  the 
depositions  of  Mr.  Jno.  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloomington,  Ind.,  and  H.  Clay  Peet  and  Jno. 
N.  Maring,  of  Colambns,  Ind. 

From  these  depositions  it  will  be  seen  that  Sagan  &  Co.  secured  their  information 
in  pension  claims  through  H.  Clay  Peet,  of  Columbus,  Ind.,  and  that  Mr.  Peet  cor- 
responded with  Mr.  Hersey.  It  also  appears  that  Mr.  Hersey  and  Mr.  Peet  were 
bronght  into  communication  through  their  mutual  friend,  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  who, 
before  being  elected  to  Congress,  was  x>ostmaster  at  Columbus,  Ind.,  and  Mr.  H. 
Clay  Peet  was  a  clerk  in  the  office,  Mr.  Cooper's  brother,  Cassias  Cooper,  having 
married  Mr.  Peet's  sister,  and  that  Mr.  Peet  at  the  time  of  his  de}>osition  was  the 
chief  clerk  and  confidential  man  of  Messrs.  Maring  &  Slusher,  of  Columbus,  Ind., 
pension  attorneys.  Mr.  Peet  furnished  to  Mr.  Greenawalt  several  original  letters 
received  fit>m  Mr.  Hersey  and  a  number  of  reports  of  the  status  of  cases  which  had 
been  called  for  by  him.  The  plan  adopted  was  for  Mr.  Bagan  to  write  to  pension 
attorneys  and  to  claimants  and  secure  the  business  and  forward  the  same  to  Mr.  Peet, 
at  Colnmbus,  Ind.,  who,  in  turn,  corresponded  with  Mr.  Hersey,  who,  using  the  Con- 
gressional  slips  of  Mr.  Cooper  and  other  members  of  Conffress  whom  ho  represented, 
would  draw  the  cases  and  obtain  the  information,  the  tees  arising  from  this  work 
being  divided  between  Mr.  Hersey^  Mr.  Peet.,  and  Mr^  Ragan. 

It  also  appears  from  the  depositions  of  Mr.  F.  P.  Cunningham,  Geo.  C.  Canfield, 
and  Jas.  S.  Armstrong,  of  Xenia,  Ohio;  of  B.  F.  Darst,  of  Alnna,  Ohio;  and  Calvin  R. 
Worrell  and  Jas.  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloomin^ton,  Ind.,  that  all  these  parties,  acting  as 
pension  attorneys  for  others,  had  had  quite  a  number  of  claims  called  up  by  Mr.  Her- 
sey upon  Congressional  call  slips  and  fully  reported  upon  as  to  the  status,  for  which 
they  had  paid  Mr.  Hersey,  or  agreed  to  pay  him,  a  dollar  apiece  for  his  reports. 

The  deposition  of  Mr.  Morgan  shows  that  he  was  taken  to  Mr.  Hersey's  office  at 
tiie  Atlantic  Building  by  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  and  introduced  to  Mr.  Hersey,  and 
informed  that  if  he  '^nad  anything  worth  paying  for  Mr.  Hersey  will  attend  to  it  for 
yon."  Mr.  Morgan  testifies  that  after  his  return  home  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Cooper 
forwarding  a  list  of  twenty-five  cases  that  he  desired  status  in,  closing  his  letter 
with  the  postscript:  ''I  will  pay  such  compensation  as  is  proper  for  the  status  of 
these  claima.    I  would  have  written  to  Mr.  Hersey  but  I  did  not  get  his  address.'' 

The  evidence  shows  that  this  letter  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Hersey,  who  acknowl- 
edged the  receipt  of  it  on  Feb.  18,  1892,  and  forwarded  a  statement  of  the  status  of 
a  number  of  clamis.  and  stated,  ''If  you  can  state  what  you  consider  a  reasonable 
amount  per  claim  lor  such  service  I  shall  be  glad  to  correspond  with  you  further 
with  a  view  to  our  mutual  interest.  For  the  statements  I  now  send,  you  can  remit 
what  you  think  is  a  fair  compensation  for  the  labor  involved."  In  a  subsequent  let- 
ter, bearing  date  Feb.  27,  Mr.  Hersey  fixed  the  compensation  at  $1.00  ]irr  claim. 

Mr.  Morgan  states  that  after  he  received  Mr.  Hersey's  letter  of  the  19th  of  Feb.  he 
wrote  to  MX.  Cooper  (on  the  22d  of  Feb.)  and  remitted  the  sum  of  $25.00  in  a  regis- 
tered letter.  He  also  states  that  on  the  5th  of  March  Mr.  Hersey  wrote  him,  amongst 
other  things,  as  follows:  ''  I  will  say  that  it  will  be  more  convenient  to  me,  and  I 
tmat  to  you,  to  have  a  settlement  made  after  each  batch  of  ten  cases  have  been  sent 
to  you.  The  status  of  twenty-four  claims  I  have  already  given  you,  and  I  would 
like  to  have  yon  remit  the  amount  due  on  said  twenty-fuur  claims  as  early  as  you 
can  conveniently."  Mr.  Hersey  closed  this  letter  in  the  following  language:  ''I 
wiah  furthermore  te  impress  the  fact  that  the  information  I  give  you  ia.to  be  treated 
as  confidentially,  for  reasons  which  I  have  heretofore  made  known  to  you.'' 

Mr.  Morgan  testifies  that  on  the  11th  of  March  Mr.  Cooper  wrote  him,  returning 
the  $25.00  which  had  been  remitted  in  a  registered  letter,  and  stated,  among  other 
tilings:  "From  your  letter  it  seems  you  have  sent  the  money  to  pay  him  for  calling 
up  cases.  Of  bourse,  Jim,  I  can  not  allow  you  to  pay  Mr.  Hersoy  for  that  kind  of 
work.  He  is  in  my  service,  and  it  is  only  as  my  secretary  that  the  work  could  be 
done  for  yoo.'^ 

I  also  invite  your  attention  to  the  communication  of  Mr.  C.  £.  Foote,  of  Kalama- 
aoo,  Michigan,  of  March  5th,  1892,  with  the  enclosures,  from  which  it  will 
be  seen,  in  connection  with  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Peet,  that  the  fame  of  this  enter- 
prising combination  had  reached  Kalamazoo,  and  that  for  $15.00  Mr.  Foot  secured 
the  coinplete  status  of  five  pension  claims  through  Chas.  L.  Ragan  &,  Co.,  of  Chicago, 
Henry  Clay  Peet,  of  Columbus,  Ind..  and  Samuel  R.  Hersey,  of  Washington,  D,  C., 
which  latter-named  gentleman  called  the  five  cases  up  with  Congressional  slips. 

It  is  proper  to  state  that  Mr.  Foote  patronized  these  men  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 

eMiug  them.    Mr.  Foote  also  encloses  a  letter  Itom  Messrs.  Chas.  Ragan  &  Co.,  dated 
arch  IQtb,  1892^  announcing  their  retirement  from  the  pension  business. 
From  aH  of  this  evidence  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  privileges  extended  mem- 
hen  of  Congress  under  the  rules  of  the  Pension  Office  have  been  grossly  violated. 
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and.  as  Mr.  Heney,  an  attorney  practicinff  before  this  Bureau,  has  been  a  parly 
to  tiiis  business  and  has  improperly  secured  information  and  charged  a  fee  for  tiie 
same,  I  think  he  is  not  a  suitable  person  to  be  i>ermitted  to  practice  before  the  Office; 
and  I  respectfully  submit  whether  he  should  not  at  once  be  disbarred. 

I  invite  your  attention  io  the  fact  that  some  months  ago  I  received  iuformatioA 
from  Mr.  Henrv  Holt,  of  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  that  Marin^,  Slusher  A  Co.  had  some 
time  in  the  early  part  of  the  year  1889  caused  to  be  printed  about  20,000  spnrions 
Congressional  call  slips  in  imitation  of  the  Pension  Ofiice  form  known  as  '^S-5oO^ 
for  uie  use  of  members  of  Congress  in  calling  for  the  status  of  pension  claims, 
which  have  at  the  bottom  instructions  for  their  use  over  the  signature  of  the  Com- 
missioner, upon  which  slips  it  was  stated  that  the  facsimile  signature  of  Hon.  Geo. 
W.  Cooper,  member  of  Congress  from  the  Fifth  district  of  Indiana,  had  been  printdl 
with  his  consent  and  approval. 

Mr.  Greenawalt  took  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Holt  upon  this  subject,  and  also  1^ 
testimony  of  Mr.  John  N.  Maring^  the  principal  and  manager  of  tne  firm  of  Maiinj;, 
Slusher  &,  Co.,  and  Mr.  John  F.  Mitchell,  printer.    From  those  depositions  it  appean 
that  a  lar^e  number  of  these  Congressional  call  slips  were  printed  by  Mr.  Mitchell, 
at  Greeuheld,  Ind.,  who  obtained  Mr.  Cooper's  signature  upon  a  genuine  Congres- 
sional call  slip  and  authority  from  him  to  procure  a  woodcut  facsimile  of  said  ug- 
nature  to  be  used  in  printing  the  spurious  slips.    These  slips  were  printed  in  imitation 
of  the  genuine  slip,  with  tiie  name  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  on  the  Bune, 
and  with  the  facsimile  slgnatiye  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  member  of  Congress  ftam 
the  Fifth  district  of  Indiana,  and  were  delivered  to  the  firm  of  Maring,  Slusher  &  Co. 
Mr.  Maring  states:  '*I  think  there  were  either  forty  or  forty-five  thousand  of  these 
alleged  Congressional  call  slips  printed." 

I  lay  before  you  the  report  of  Mr.  Greenawalt  upon  this  subject,  giving  the  depo- 
sitions of  the  parties  named  and  also  the  deposition  of  Capt.  A.  W.  Finher,  chief 
derk  of  the  Pension  Office:  of  Martin  S.  Bailey,  law  clerk  of  the  Pension  OflSce, 
and  B.  L.  Gitt,  former  chief  of  the  mail  division,  from  which  it  appears  that  soon 
after  Mr.  Cooper  was  elected  to  Congress,  in  1889,  the  call  slips  for  status  of  cases 
for  Maring  &,  Slusher,  with  the  signature  of  Mr.  Cooper  attached  thereto,  became 
so  numerous  in  the  office  that  Gen.  Black  directed  that  they  be  thrown  into  the 
wastebasket,  which  was  done  by  Mr.  Gitt,  chief  of  the  mail  division ;  that  after- 
wards, when  Hon.  James  Tanner  became  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  the  use  of  those 
spurious  Congressional  call  slips  was  introduced,  and  at  one  time  about  3,000  of 
them  were  received  at  the  Pension  Office  making  calls  for  the  status  of  cases  in  the 
name  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  in  which  the  firm  of  Maring  &  Slusher  were  attor- 
neys, and  Conmiissioner  Tanner  declined  to  give  them  any  consideration  and.di- 
rected  that  they  should  be  destroyed,  and  required  that  Maring,  Slusher  &■  Co. 
should  cease  to  use  the  slips  remaining  in  their  posse^ssion. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  statement  of  Capt.  A.  W.  Fisher,  chief  clerk  of  the  Bureau, 
a  gentleman  who  has  had  experience  in  the  office  since  1871,  and  that  of  Mr.  David 
L.  Gitt,  formerly  chief  of  mail  division,  who  had  a  service  in  the  office  of  twenty 
years,  that  the  introduction  in  the  business  of  the  office  of  these  spurious  Congres- 
sional call  clips,  with  the  facsimile  signature  of  Congressman  Cooper's  name  printed 
thereon,  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  office,  as  far  as  they  know,  that  such  a 
thing  has  been  done. 

Very  respectfully. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

*■  CommwUmer. 

» 

In  addition  to  this  but  little  remains  to  be  said,  except  that  the 
minority  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  charging  that  Mr,  C3ooper 
acted  corruptly  or  with  any  improper  motive,  or  that  he  derived  any 
personal  advantage,  unless  of  a  political  character,  from  this  miscella- 
neous use  of  his  name.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  any  member  of  (Con- 
gress should  permit  his  good  nature  to  place  him  in  a  position  so  awk- 
ward that  nothing  but  the  fullest  confidence  inhis  integrityon  the  part 
of  his  colleagues  can  save  him  from  suspicion. 

As  we  understand,  the  majority  report  does  not  intend  to  condemn 
the  Commissioner  in  instituting  this  investigation,  but  it  is  alleged 
that  it  was  carried  on  with  a  design  of  implicating  Cooper.  To  this 
we  can  only  answer  that  on  the  evidence  before  the  Commissioner  at  that 
time  Cooper  was  implicated.  The  special  examiner  investigating  the 
case  had  obtained  the  following  original  letter  written  by  Mr.  Cooper's 
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secretary  to  one  of  the  principal  men  concerned  in  this  nefarious 
scheme: 

WoBhingtanf  D,  C,  July  11,  ^91. 
a.  C.  Pkkt. 

Columbus,  Ind.: 

Mt  Dsar  Sir  :  At  the  suggestion  of  our  mntnal  friend,  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  I 
mite  to  invite  correspondence  relative  to  pension  claims  and  to  say  that  I  shall  be 
j^lad  to  enter  into  arrangements  which  may  be  to  oar  mutual  benefit. 

Mr.  Cooper  gave  me  no  details  as  to  what  yon  desired,  but  only  intimated  that 
fon  proposed  entering  into  the  pension  business  and  that  you  would  like  to  mak'3 
lome  arrangement  with  some  one  in  Washington,  to  advise,  etc.    Hoping  to  hear 
Qpom  yon  at  an  early  date,  I  am, 
Yours,  truly, 

S.  R.  Herskt. 

And  also  the  following  original  communication  fromr  Hon.  E.  S.  Wil- 
liams, formerly  a  member  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  from  the 
itateofOhio: 

PRIVATS  and  CONVlDKiniAL.] 

Troy,  Ohio,  Deoemher  SS,  1891, 

Mt  Dear  Sir:  Donbtless  you  remember  me  as  the  member  from  the  third  Ohio 
iistrict  in  the  Fiftieth  and  Fifty -first  Congresses.  A  pension  attorney,  Capt.  Beiga- 
uin  Darst,  who  lives  in  Green  Conntv,  Ohio,  has  Jnst  left  my  office,  and  unwittingly 
rave  me  some  information  that  may  oe  of  use  to  yon  should  Cooper  of  Indiana  open 
%\b  smnt-machine  on  you. 

Cant.  Darst,  informed  me  that  one  W.  R.  Hersy,  whose  office  is  in  the  Atlantic 
>nO(iing,  is  the  private  secretary  to  G.  W.  Cooper,  of  Indiana,  and  also  does  work  for 
Bon.  E.  V.  Brookshire.  He  says  that  Mr.  Hersy  made  use  of  the  Congressional  slips 
and  name  of  Cooper,  and  prucured  status  of  cases  at  $1  to  $2  per  inquiry  for  pension 
attorneys.  He  says  Frank  Cunningliam,  of  Xenia,  has  sent  him  probably  $200,  and 
bhat  he,  Darst,  had  sent  him  quite  a  sum  of  money.  I  did  not  explain  to  Capt. 
Darst,  who  is  a  good  Republican,  the  injustice  of  Hersey  using  his  innuenee  in  that 
manner,  and  he  told  it  to  me  as  a  matter  of  information  connected  with  his  success 
in  business,  but  he  is  aware  that  both  Cooper  and  Brooksliire  are  Democratic  Con- 
gressman. If  such  a  scheme  is  wide  enougn  to  extend  into  adjoining  States,  I  think 
an  investigation  on  your  part  may  open  up  information  for  the  j^ood  of  the  service 
and  a  dynamite  boom  for  Cooper.  Tnis  letter  is  for  jour  own  private  consideration, 
r  do  not  desire  my  name-used^  but  I  would  be  glad,  if  such  a  practice  exists,  that  it 
i>e  exposed  whoever  it  may  hit. 
Very  truly  yours, 

£.  S.  Williams. 

Qrxkn  B.  Raum, 

CammiisUmer  of  PentionM, 

In  addition  to  that  there  was  the  deposition  of  Mr.  James  F.  Morgan, 
who  at  that  time,  to  say  the  least,  must  have  stood  well  in  his  com- 
mnnity,  for  his  standing  was  tacitly  vouched  for  by  Mr.  Cooi>er  himself 
when  he  introduced  Mr.  Morgan  to  Gen.  Baum.  We  quote  from  Mr. 
Morgan's  deposition : 

DEPOSITION. 
[Csse  of  Semiiel  B.  Heney  d  a<.    No. .] 

On  this  28th  day  of  March,  1882,  at  Bloomington,  county  of  Monroe,  State  of  Indi- 
ana, before  me,  J.  G.  Qreenawalt,  a  s]^ial  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally 
appeared  James  F.  Morgan,  who,  bem^  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  ail 
intorrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pen- 
sion matter,  deposes  and  says :  I  am  36  years  of  ase,  reside  at  Bloomington,  Indiana. 
I  am  an  attomev  at  law  by  profession,  and  am  slso  admitted  to  practice  before  the 
Department  of  tne  Interior  at  Washington.  My  business  in  the  Department  is  mainly 
confined  to  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Mr.  Morgan,  it  is  of  record  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  that  a  large  number  of 
claims,  in  which  yon  were  the  attorney  of  record,  were  called  up  during  February. 
1892,  upon  Congriseional  call  slips.  Will  yon  please  state  what  arrangement  had 
been  made  by.  yon  for  calling  up  such  claims,  what  correspondence  you  had  about 
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it,  etc.  f — A.  I  went  to  Washington,  D.  C,  in  person  to  look  after  my  profeasiooAl 
business,  including  the  matter  of  claims  pending  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  in  Jan- 
nary  last.    I  arrived  in  Washington  Tuesday,  Jan.  5, 1892,  and  left  there  Jan.  10,  fol- 
lowing.   I  called  on  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  representing  my  district,  the 
next  day,  Wednesday.    I  saw  him  on  the  noor  of  the  House  of  RepresentfttiTM. 
After  the  House  convened  we  went  into  the  gallery.    I  told  him  I  had  a  lot  of  ckimi 
for  pension  I  wanted  called  up,  and  he  made  au  anpointment  for  me  to  come  to  liis 
house  the  next  morning.    I  went  to  his  house,  on  Now  Jersey  avenue,  on  ThurBday 
morning  about  9  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Cooper  took  me  to  the  Pension  Office  first,  and 
introduced  me  to  Oten.  Baum,  the  Commissioner,  and  from  there  to  the  Land  Office, 
and  then  to  the  Atlantic  Building,  whore  he  introduced  me  to  Mr.  8.  R.  Hersey,  tell- 
ing him  that  I  was  a  claim  agent,  and  turning  to  me  made  the  remark,  ''If  you  have 
anything  worth  paying  for  Mr.  Hersey  will  attend  to  it  for  you."    Mr.  Hersey  said 
something  like  this,  that  he  would  be  glad  to  assist  me.    Mr.  Cooper  spoke  of  Mr. 
Hersey's  former  position  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  his  ability  to  do  work  in  that  line. 
There  was  some  further  conversation  on  the  subject  which  I  can  not  recall.    I  told 
Mr.  Hersey  that  J  had  some  250  cases  pending,  and  there  was  something  said  aa  to 
compensatiou  for  tKe  work  to  be  done,  by  Mr.  Hersey,  and  it  was  indicated  by  one 
or  the  other  that  the  cost  would  be  one  dollar  for  each  ease  in  which  the  status  was 
furnished. 

• 

The  Commissioner,  as  the  evidence  shows,  had  no  personal  direction 
of  the  details  of  the  various  steps  taken  by  the  special  examiner  in 
charge  of  the  case.  He  liad  given  this  examiner  fi:eneral  instmctions  in 
regard  to  it.  This  he  was  justified  in  doing  on  the  evidence  before  him. 
If  he  had  done  less,  he  would  have  been  derelict  in  the  performaiiGe  of  hiB 
duty.  We  feel  convinced  that  not  only  the  Commissioner  but  that 
those  immediately  in  charge  of  the  investigation  acted  in  good  faith. 
We  quote  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Greenawalt,  the  examiner: 

By  Mr.  Llnd  : 

Q.  When  you  left  Washington  to  go  out  to  see  Mr.  Morgan  in  pursuance  of  hia 

Srevious  correspondence,  was  there  anything  skid  between  you  and  Commissioner 
:aum  as  to  the  details  of  your  work,  whether  you  should  pay  Morgan  money  or 
notf — A.  No,  sir;  my  instructions  were  general;  I  should  do  whatevrar  I  thought 
was  necessary. 

Q.  Necessary  for  what  purpose f — A.  To  draw  these  parties  out,  to  find  out  what 
they  were  doing,  their  manners,  their  methods,  and  how  they  were  obtaining  this 
infomiatiou  from  the  records  of  the  Bureau. 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time — at  the  time  of  turning  the  money  over  to  Morgan — ^be- 
lieve that  Mr.  Cooper  was  engaged  in  an  illicit  method  of  getting  information  f — A. 
I  can't  say  I  did.    The  lettei-s  that  Mr.  Morgan  showed  me  wouldindicate  that  Mr. 

Cooper  must  have  had  knowledge  because  Mr.  Cooper Mr.  Hersey  responded  and 

sent  him  the  status  of  cases  which  he  had  inclosed  to  Mr.  Cooper  in  a  letter  in  which 
Mr.  Morgan  had  said  he  was  willing  to  pay  for  it. 

Q.  Dili  it  raise  a  question  in  your  mind  as  to  whether  Mr.  Cooper  was  acting  properly 
in  it  or  notf  Did  you  have  a  suspicion  f— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did.  I  could  not  help  other- 
wise but  think  that  he  must  know  it  was  going  on  from  the  character  of  that  letter. 

Q.  And  it  was  with  a  view  ot  finding  out  definitely  and  getting  the  evidence  of 
that  fact  that  you  did  these  things  you  have  testified  tot — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  ill  feeling  or  malice  toward  Mr,  Cooper  f — A.  None  in  the 
world.    I  did  not  know  him  and  did  not  have  any  feeling  against  him. 

Q.  Had  it  be^n  suggested  to  you  to  do  anything  that  would  entrap  him  in  any 
compromising  situation  as  a  Congressman? — A.  No,  sir. 

The  suggestion  that  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior  refused 
to  allow  some  of  the  items  incurred  in  the  prosecution  of  this  investiga- 
tion has  no  weight  with  us,  and  we  venture  to  suggest  that  if  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  committee  had  been  accessible  to  his  office  and* 
had  received  there  the  careful  consideration  that  we  have  given  it,  the 
ruling  would  have  been  different. 

The  evidence  in  this  record,  impartially  judged,  shows  beyond  any 
question  an  administration  of  the  aflairs  of  the  Pension  Office  by  Gen. 
Kaum,  alike  creditable  to  him  and  gratifying  to  his  friends,  justifying 
the  general  judgment  of  his  fitness  for  the  position,  expressed  the 
country  over,  at  the  time  of  his  selection  and  appointment 
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tas  introduced  and  i)6rfected  reforms  in  business  methods  in  the 
shown  in  detail  in  the  record,  resultiog  in  increased  efficiency  in 
rk  of  the  Bureau,  uniformity  of  practice,  and  marked  economy 
expenses  of  that  oranch  of  ^e  public  service, 
general  management  has  received  the  earnest  indorsement  of 
sretary  of  tlie  Interior,- who  testified  to  the  committee  that  Gen. 
had  ^'managed  the  Bureau  with  great  efficiency." 
e  of  the  recommendations  of  the  majority  we  concur  in.  Others 
^ht  have  consented  to  in  a  modified  form.  The  report  of  the 
by  unfortunately  found  its  way  into  the  public  press  before  we 
en  or  even  heard  of  it.  In  view  of  this  we  can  not  refrain  from 
sing  our  sincere  regret  that  it  was  not  deemed  advisable  by  the 
by  to  have  a  meeting  of  the  committee  for  a  comparison  of  views, 
r  a  fair  and  careful  consideration  by  all  of  us  of  the  mass  of  evi- 
adduced  before  the  committee  at  the  expense  of  so  much  time 
bor^  and  at  such  large  cost  to  the  public.  The  majority  report 
owing  resolution  to  the  House  and  recommend  its  adoption : 

edt  That  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  House  that  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
•  Baum  ahonld  he  removed  from  office  hy  the  President  for  the  following 

■anse  he  has  demonstrated  his  unfitness  to  supervise  and  govern  a  large  unm^ 
mploy^s  on  accoant  of  his  hasty  temper,  strong  prejudices,  and  unreasona- 
losity  which  impe)  his  action  in  matters  of  the  gravest  consequence,  as  evi- 
in  the  cases  of  £ngle,  Howard,  Taylor,  Jennings,  Renand,  Hay  ward,  Payiie, 
kud,  Peyton,  and  others,  and  his  pursuit  of  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper,  following 
unsuccessful  attempt  to  iivjure  his  reputation. 
Ause  he  has  prostituted  his  office  for  the  purposes  of  private  gain. 
Ause  he  has  prostituted  his  office  for  political  purposes,  using  the  same  as  a 
I  machine,  notahly  in  the  matter  of  furnishing  the  Congressional  facilities  of 
iion  Office  to  one  J.  G.  Dunbar,  a  private  citizen  of  Indiana,  at  one  time  a 
te  for  Congress  against  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper. 

regard  this  resolution  as  unjust  and  unwarranted,  for  the  reasons 
fore  given.  We  assert  that  it  is  cruel  to  charge  the  Commis- 
with  '^unfitness  to  supervise  and  govern  a  large  number  of  em- 
on  account  of  his  hasty  temper,  strong  prejudices,  and  unreason- 
limosity^  when  there  is  not  an  iota  of  evidence  to  justify  it. 
dug  in  our  judgment  but  the  supposed  necessities  and  exigencies 
impending  political  campaign  can  account  for  the  action  and  re- 
f  ^e  majority.  We  concur  in  the  second  and  third  recommen- 
5  of  the  majority,  but  in  lieu  of  the  resolution  reported  by  them, 
pectfnlly  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following: 
Ivedj  That  the  record  in  this  case,  as  reported  by  the  committee, 
an  efificient  and  economical  administration  of  the  Pension  Office 
present  Oommissioner. 

the  oonunittee  be  discharged  from  further  investigation  of  the 

under  the  existing  resolution. 

J0H19  LmD. 

M.  Bbositjs. 
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IMOWSr  TAKBN  BY  THB  8BLBCT  COBaOTTBE  OF  THB  HOUSE  OF 
PRB8BNTATIVES,  ACTINO  UNDBR  RBSOLUTZON  OF  THB  lOTH 
7  OF  FBBRUART.  1892,  TO  IKVB8TIOATE  THB  MANAQBMBITr 
THB  PENSION  BUREAU  AND  BOARD  OF  PENSION  APPEALS. 


Washihoton,  D.  0.,  Friday,  February  25j  1892. 

e  committee  met  at  10  a.  m. 

esent,  the  Chairman  ^Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Little,  Lind, 
Brosins,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  as  the  examiner 
le  part  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  L.  E.  Payson  as  connsel  for  the 
missioner  of  Pensions. 


nxorr  of  h0v.  johhw.  hoble,  becbetabt  of  the 

IHTERIOB. 

m.  John  W.  Noblb,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  appeared  before  the 
nittee,  and  was  questioned  and  answered  as  follows: 
e  Chairman.  1&.  Enloe,  do  you  desire  to  have  Secretary  !N'oble 
nt 

*.  Bnloe.  As  Secretary  l^oble  is  a  sworn  officer  of  the  Goyemment, 
ire  no  desire  to  have  him  sworn. 

\  LiTTLB.  I  move  that  the  swearing  of  Secretary  Noble  be  dis- 
ed  with. 

le  motion  was  adopted. 

r.  Enloe.  You  wUl  please  state  to  the  committee  your  present 
pation. 

cretary  Koble.  If  the  committee  please,  I  wish  to  make  a  short 
ment  as  to  my  appearance  here  and  the  position  in  which  I  come. 
r  sergeant-at-arms  served  on  me  a  subxKBna  yesterday  in  my  office, 
when  I  expressed  my  willingness  to  go  he  insisted  upon  reading  it 
e.  I  stated  to  him  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  read  it, 
le  said  he  was  instructed  to  read  it.  I  took  that  to  mean  that  there 
some  doubt  as  to  whether  I  would  attend,  and  that  if  I  did  not  in- 
to come  I  would  be  compelled  to. 

r.  Enloe.  Will  you  ^ow  me  to  interrupt  you,  as  I  perhaps  can 
un  that  to  you.  I  happened  to  be  present  ^'hen  this  young  man, 
is  in  the  employ  of  the  House^  was  instructed  to  act  as  deputy 
Bant-at-arms.  He  was  told  how  a  process  had  to  be  served,  and  in 
»urse  of  the  conversation  something  was  said  about  summoning 
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another  witness,  and  I  suppose  that  he  thought  that  whatever  apphed 
to  one  witness  applied  to  your  case.  It  was  explained  to  the  yonng 
man  there  that  in  serving  a  process  it  was  read  and  left  with  the  per- 
son summoned. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  make  no  particular  complaint  of  this.    I  simply 
want  to  be  understood  in  two  things  by  the  committee.    The  first  is 
that  the  President  had  intimated  in  his  message  that  he  desired  a  free 
investigation  of  any  of  the  departments,  and  I  was  of  course  in  entire 
harmony  with  that,  and  if  you  had  requested  me  to  come  1  would  haTe 
come  as  readily  as  I  would  under  a  process;  and  I  come  here  not  by 
force  of  that  writ,  but  because  I  want  you  to  examine  the  Department 
as  far  fts  I  can  give  you  any  information,  in  so  far  as  it  is  under  me. 
Now,  in  the  second  place,  I  want,  for  some  successor  of  mine,  whoever 
may  have  need  of  it,  to  here  protest  that  the  head  of  an  Executive  De^ 
partment  is  not  subject  to  a  process  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  appear  forthwith,  without  limit  of  time,  before  a  committee  such  as 
this.    I  come  here  voluntarily,  without  regard  to  the  force  of  that 
paper,  and  I  simply  make  this  statement  for  the  benefit  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  which  I  belong.    I  am  now  ready  to  answer  any  questions  yon 
propose  to  me  as  to  my  position,  and  in  answer  to  your  first  inquiry  I 
will  state  that  I  am  the  Secretary  of  th§  Interior  and  have  been  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  administration. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Please  state  what  official  relation  you  bear  to  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

Secretary  Koble.  The  Pension  Bureau  is  an  office  in  my  Depart- 
ment,  subject  to  my  supervision  and  control. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Are  the  appointments  and  removals  made  in  that 
Bureau  subject  to  your  supervision  and  approval  t 

Secretary  Noble.  Entirely,  under  civil-service  rules. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Have  you  the  power  to  investigate  and  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  charges  in  regard  to  employes  of  that  Bureau  t 

Secretary  Noble.  I  have. 

Mr.  Ei^LOE.  Have  you  the  power  to  order  the  removal  or  appoint- 
ment of  any  person  employed  in  that  Bureau  without  submitting  it  for 
the  approval  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions? 

Secretary  Noble.  Well,  yes;  I  have  without  his  approval,  but  I 
have  not  the  absolute  power  of  appointment  under  civil-service  rules. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  understand  that.  Please  state  to  the  committee 
whether  or  not  charges  were  filed  with  you.  or  in  your  office,  against 
Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  who  was  appointed  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Secretary  Noble.  There  were  no  charges  filed,  but  there  was  a  state- 
ment brought  to  me  by  Mr.  Lyman,  of  the  CivQ  Service  Commission. 

Mr.  Enloe.  There  were  no  written  charges 

Secretary  Noble.  There  were  no  written  charges,  as  I  remember. 
Some  time  has  elapsed,  and  I  speak  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  and 
I  am  quite  confident  there  were  not. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  such  charges  had  been  filed  would  there  be  copies  of 
those  charges  on  file  in  your  office! 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  had  an  examination  made,  but 
there  are  none. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Mr.  Lyman,  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  first  called 
your  attention  to  this  matter  t 

Secretary  Noble.  He  did. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  remember  the  substance  of  the  charges  he  then 
preferred  against  Mr.  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.? 

Secretary  Noble.  All  I  can  say  about  that  is,  he  brought  me  an  in- 
vestigation that  he  had  made  in  his  own  Bureau.    Probably  a  state- 
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ment  by  me  would  answer  your  question  better  than  a  series  of 
interrogatories.  This  paper  is  dated  May,  1891,  and  is  headed  '^  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia." 
Mr.  Lyman  came  to  me  with  this  paper,  or  a  paper  of  which  this  is  a 
copy,  I  had  better  say,  which  contains  the  examination  of  several 
different  witnesses  who  were  summoned  by  him  in  regard  to  a  fraud 
which  was  being  practiced  ui)on  the  Commission  by  certain  persons, 
Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Johnson,  all  of  which  you  will  find  in  that  paper 
[see  same  appended] ;  and  in  that  examination  there  were  developed 
certain  charges  against  Mr.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  who  is  the  son  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  at  that  time  a  clerk  in  his  office  and 
assigned  to  the  duty  of  the  appointment  division  of  that  Bureau. 

Ik^.  Enloe.  WiU  you  allow  me  to  interrupt  you  to  inquire  if  Smith 
and  Johnson  were  employes  of  the  Pension  Office? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  tMnk  they  both  were;  Smith  was,  and  Johnson 
was,  I  think. 

lb.  Enloe.  Bo  you  remember  the  name  of  that  Smith  f 

Secretary  Noble.  William  P.  Smith,  I  see  it  is  here.  This  paper 
was  read  by  me,  and  I  conversed  with  Mr.  Lyman  in  regard  to  it,  and 
the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  taken,  and  I  found  in  there  a  charge 
tiiat  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  had  been  taking  money,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, for  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Smith:  I  think  it  was  particularly 
Smith.  The  case  developed  that' Mr.  Smith,  in  getting  a  promotion  in 
the  Pension  Bureau,  had  been  examined  apparentiy  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  while  Mr.  Johnson  had  been  really  the  man  examined  and' 
represented  him.  The  papers  had  been  all  made  out  for  Smith,  but 
they  should  have  been  made  out  for  Johnson,  and  that  Smith  had  ad- 
vertised for  the  place,  and  had  received  it  through  the  assistance  oi 
some  man  Strachan — sometimes  spelled  one  way  and  sometimes  an- 
other, a  colored  man  in  the  Treasury  Department---I  can  not  recollect 
aU  this  exactly,  but  you  will  find  it  in  this  paper.  From  this  it  be- 
came apparent  to  me  there  was  a  strong  prima  facie  case  against  Mr. 
Baum,  jr.,  tending  to  show  that  he  had  taken  money  either  for  the  ap- 
pointment or  promotion  of  Smith. 

As  it  never  has  been  my  practice  in  the  office  to  wait  very  long  under 
such  circumstances,  I  immediately  requested  and  required  his  resigna- 
tion. I  did  not  investigate  the  case  upon  the  fact  further  than  this 
statement  brought  to  me  by  Civil  Service  Commissioner  Lyman  and 
presented.  I  did  not  therefore  deem  it  necessary  to  remove  him.  He 
was  the  son  of  the  Commissioner,  and  I  accepted  his  resignation,  and 
I  gave  him  what  we  often  do,  time  to  get  down  and  out  and  get  some- 
thing else  to  do.  I  treated  him  as  miliUy  as  I  thought  the  circumstances 
required,  because  of  his  relationship  to  the  Commissioner,  but  with 
promptness.  I  was  going  away  at  that  time,  as  my  health  nad  been  a 
little  impaired  by  the  winter's  work  and  the  session  of  Congress,  etc., 
and  I  left  the  matter  to  my  assistant,  Secretary  Bussey.  I  told  Gen. 
Bussey  to  require  his  resignation,  and  he  did,  and  it  was  given,  and 
Mr.  Baum  ceased  to  be  connected  from  that  time  with  the  Bureau, 
That  was^  as  I  stated,  some  time  in  May,  a  littie  later  of  course  than 
the  examination. 

The  following  papers  were  offered  in  evidence: 

United  States  Civil  Service  Ck)MMissiON, 

Washinytoriy  D,  C,  May  5,  J89U 

Genti«eicen:  On  Monday,  the  4th  instant,  I  received  information  from  an  ap- 
parently reliable  Bouroe  that  one  William  P,  Smith  was  personated  in  an  exam- 
UMtloa  taken  at  this  office  on  the  4th  of  March,  1890,  by  one  Jamee  L.  Johnson. 
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wIlo  at  thifi  time  was  a  olerk  in  the  Pension  Offloe,  and  that  Smith  was  wabm- 
quentlv  appointed  a  clerk  at  $900  in  the  Pension  Office  upon  the  examinatioB 
taken  lor  nim  by  Johnson.  A  hasty  examination  of  the  papers  on  file  in  this  of- 
fice led  me  to  believe  that  the  information  was  well  founded.  I  therefore,  as 
there  seemed  to  be  good  reason  for  haste  in  the  matter,  immediately  began  an 
investig^ation  without  oommunicating  to  you  the  facts  which  I  had  received.  I 
took  Mr.  Swank,  our  stenographer,  went  to  the  Pension  Office,  secured  a  room 
without  other  occupants,  and  had  Mr.  Smith  sent  for.  The  statement  made  by 
him  was  taken  down,  and  is  herewith  submitted.  It  contains  a  full-oonfeasion 
of  the  fact  of  personation  bv  Johnson  and  of  the  preliminary  steps  looking  to  the 
examination.  It  appears  from  this  statement  that  Johnson  not  only  took  the 
examination,  but  that  he  also  wrote  Smith's  application,  si^^ned  Smith's  name  to 
it,  and  verified  it  before  one  Carey,  a  notary  public. 

In  the  course  of  Smith's  examination  the  fact  was  elicited  that  subsequent  to 
the  examination  in  March,1890,  namely,  in  May  or  June  of  that  year,  he,  Smith, 
had  been  appointed  a  messenger  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  that  he  had  obtuned 
that  appointment,  as  he  believed,  through  the  payment  of  one  Robert  Strachan, 
a  messenger  in  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  Treasury  De- 
partment, of  the  sum  of  $200,  which  sum  he  borrowed  from  Johnson  for  the  pu^ 
pose;  that  he  understood  that  Strachan  had  influence  with  Green  B.  Raum,  jr., 
the  appointment  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office,  and  that  the  payment  of  this  money 
would  secure  him  the  place.  It  is  of  record  that  he  received  the  appointment  at 
about  the  time  he  testifies  that  he  paid  Strachan  the  money.  He  states  that  he 
had  no  other  influence  than  that  of  Strachan,  and  used  none. 

After  Smith  had  concluded  his  statement  I  held  him  in  the  room  for  a  time 
and  had  Johnson  sent  for.  Just  before  Johnson  reached  the  room  I  took  Smith 
into  the  corridor  and  sent  him  to  his  room  in  an  opposite  direction  from  that 
from  which  Johnson  was  coming,  so  that  they  should  have  no  communicatioa 
before  I  could  obtain  Johnson's  statement.  Johnson  appeared,  and  his  statement 
was  taken  down  by  a  steno&^rapher^  and  is  herewith  submitted.  It  is  also  acos- 
fession  that  he  wrote  Smith's  application  for  the  examination  taken  in  March, 
1890;  that  he  signed  Smith's  name  to  the  application ;  that  he  went  with  SmiUi 
to  the  notary,  but  did  not  take  the  oath,  as  Smith  says  he  did,  but  that  Smith 
himself  took  the  oath,  they  both  being  present. 

In  the  matter  of  Smith's  appointment  as  messenger  in  the  Pension  Office, 
Johnson  states  that  Smith  borrowed  $200  from  him,  and  that  he  understood  that 
the  money  was  borrowed  for  the  purpose  of  being  used  to  secure  an  appointment; 
that  Smith  had  told  him  that  a  man  in  the  Treasury  Department  who  knew  Gen. 
Raum's  family  and  had  influence  with  them  had  promised  to  get  him  a  place  if 
he  would  pay  him  $200.  Both  Smith  and  Johnson  testified  that  only  a  part  of 
this  money  so  loaned  bv  Johnson  to  Smith  had  been  refunded  by  Smith  to  John- 
son ;  that  something  like  $90  of  the  amount  is  still  due  by  Smith  to  Johnson. 

After  taking  these  statements  I  deemed  it  advisable  to  at  once  secure  a  state- 
ment from  Strachan,  but  as  it  was  then  after  4  o'clock  he  could  not  be  seen  at  the 
office,  so  between  5  and  6  o'clock  I  went  with  the  stenographer  to  his  house, where 
I  found  him  and  obtained  from  him  a  statement  concerning  Smith's  appointment 
and  his  part  in  it,  which*is  also  herewith  submitted.  In  that  statement  Strachan 
denies  that  he  either  received  from  Smith  or  paid  to  Gi*een  B.  Raum.  jr.,  or  any 
one  else,  any  money  for  Smith's  appointment.  He  at  first  denied  that  he  had 
anything  to  do  with  Smith's  appointment,  or  that  he  used  any  influence  to  secure 
it.  The  statement  lacked  the  element  of  frankness  in  several  particulars,  and 
was  not  satisfactory  to  me.  I  did  not  believe  that  in  the  main  he  told  the  truth. 
Yesterday,  the  Gth  instant,  after  communicating  to  you  the  facts  I  had  learned, 
and  u)  on  your  advice  I  sought  and  obtained  an  interview  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  and  laid  the  facts  before  him.  He  agreed  with  me  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  farther  examine  Strachan  in  the  matter,  and  with  that  object  in  view 
I  went  to  the  Treasury  Department  and  arranged  with  Assistant  Secretary  Net- 
tleton  to  have  Strachan  present  in  his  office  at  3  o'clock  with  a  stenographer  for 
the  purpose  of  such  examination. 

I  went  there  at  that  hour  and  obtained  from  Strachan  a  further  statement, 
which  is  herewith  submitted.  This  statement  contradicts  the  one  previously 
made  in  many  important  particulars ;  and  while  he  denies  in  this,  as  m  the  first 
statement,  receivinff  any  money  from  Smith,  he  admits  that  Smith  offered  to 
pay  him  money,  and  mentions  $200  as  the  amoimt  that  Smith  was  ¥rilling  to  pay 
for  a  place.  The  impression  left  on  my  mind  by  Strachan's  two  statements  ia 
that  he  did  receive  money  from  Smith,  and  that  it  was  through  his  interven- 
tion and  upon  his  reQommendation  that  Smith  was  appointed,  first,  to  the  posi* 
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laborer  in  the  Pension  Office  at  $660  per  annum,  and  subsequently  pro- 
to  the  grade  of  messenger  at  $840  per  annum.  What  he  did  with  the 
he  received  from  Smith,  if  he  received  any,  is  left  wholly  to  inference, 
M'.ing  no  direct  statement  on  the  subject  except  a  denial  by  Strachan  that 
1  any  money  to  Mr.  Raum,  ir. 

foot  was  incidentally  brought  out  in  this  second  examination  of  Strachan 
ta*achan  had  indorsed  a  note  of  young  Mr.  Raum  for  $100,  which  Raum 
bo  pay  at  maturity,  and  Strachan  was  obliged  to  take  care  of  it,  which  he 
a  small  pavment  and  renewal.  This  transaction  showed  more  or  less  in- 
relations  between  Strachan  and  Raum,  and  strengthens  the  suspicion 
the  testimonv  taken  lip  to  this  point  justifies,  that  Raum,  through 
an,  had  sold  the  position  of  laborer  to  Smith  for  a  money  consideration, 
ing  that  more  definite  information  concerning  this  transaction  might  be 
ad  from  Smith,  I  recalled  him  on  the  afternoon  of  the  8th  instant  with  the 
f  ascertaining  more  definitely  when,  where,  and  under  what  circumstances 
»ney  was  paid  by  him  to  Strachan,  and,  if  possible,  more  of  the  details  of 
msaction.  It  will  be  seen  from  his  testimony,  taken  at  this  time,  here- 
abmitted,  that  in  resi>onse  to  his  advertisement  in  the  Star  he  received  a 
riiten  communication  asking  him  to  call  to  see  Bob  Strong,  messenger  in 
temal  Revenue  Office.  This  communication  he  fortunately  had  preserved, 
livered  into  my  possession.  He  states  that  he  met  Strachan  at  the  In- 
Revenue  Office  in  accordance  with  this  request,  and  there  an  agreement 
itered  into  to  pay  Strachan  $200  if  he  would  secure  him  a  permanent  place, 
irent  that  afternoon  together,  Strachan  and  Smith,  to  the  Pension  Office, 
Smith  was  introduced  by  Strachan  to  young  Mr.  Raum,  and  was  told  by 
that  he  could  not  give  him  a  messenger^s  position  at  that  time,  but  that  he 
arrange  to  give  him  a  laborer's  place  at  $55  a  month. 
I  was  the  11th  or  12th  of  March,  1890.  A  few  days  later  by  appointment 
lan  and  Smith  met  on  the  comer  of  Seventh  and  F  streets,  where  an  appoint- 
is  laborer  in  the  Pension  Office,  to  take  effect  April  1, 1890,  was  delivered 
achan  of  Smith,  and  the  $200  promised  was  delivered  by  Smith  to  Strachan. 
)  last  of  April  Smith  went  to  the  Pension  Office,  took  the  oath  of  office  and 
d  upon  the  duties  under  his  appointment.  Subsequently,  through  Strao- 
ntervention,  Smith  was  promoted  to  the  grade  of  messenger  at  $840,  which 
m  he  retained  until  appointed  a  clerk  at  $900  upon  the  certification  of  the 
ission.  Quite  unexpectedly  to  me  Smith  in  this  interview  connects  himself 
he  Raum  note  of  $100  mentioned  in  Strachau's  testimony,  and  it  appears 
n  the  promise  made  by  Strachan,  after  an  interview  with  Raum,  that 
.  a  year  he  should  be  promoted  to  $100,  Smith  paid  to  Strachan  $50  to  a/pply 
>te.  Four  letters  which  Strachan  wrote  to  Smith  concerning  this  trans- 
Smith  fortunately  had  preserved  and  delivered  to  me;  thev  are  now  in 
sseasion.  If  this  testimony  is  true,  and  the  letters  of  Strachan  taken  in 
;tion  with  his  own  statement  concerning  this  transaction  seem  to  leave  no 
to  doubt  it,  it  seems  clear  Hiat  Raum  profited  by  this  payment  of  $50,  as 
to  take  care,  in  part,  of  his  note,  which  had  been  dishonored  by  him,  when 
became  due  and  had  been  at  least  twice  renewed. 

oon  as  this  statement  was  written  out,  namely,  on  the  afternoon  of  the  8th 
t,  I  had  an  interview  with  Secretary  Noble  and  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey, 
Interior  Department,  and  laid  before  them  the  additional  facts  which  I 
itained  since  my  first  interview  with  Secretary  Noble,  and  was  assured  by 
that  both  Johnson  and  Smith  would  be  at  once  dismissed  from  the  service, 
at  proper  action  would  be  taken  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Raum. 
ve  mformally  submitted  the  following  five  (questions  to  the  United  States 
ey  for  the  District  of  Ck>lumbia  for  his  consideration: 
t.  Did  Johnson  commit  a  punishable  offense  in  executing  an  application 
unination  in  the  name  of  Smith,  and  subsequently  taking  the  examination 
hat  application  ? 

»iid.  Did  Smith  commit  a  punishable  offense  in  consenting  that  Johnson 
i  file  an  application  in  his  name  and  take  an  examination  for  him,  and  in 
[uently  accepting  an  appointment  as  the  result  of  that  examination  ? 
*d.  If  it  is  true  that  young  Mr.  Raum  received  a  money  consideration  for 
pointment  of  Smith  as  laborer,  and  his  subsequent  promotion  as  messenger 
Pension  Office,  Raum  being  the  appointment  clerk  of  that  office,  did  he 
it  a  punishable  offense  ? 

rth.  As  the  intermediary  between  Smith  and  Raum,  did  Strachan  commit 
shable  offense? 
1.  Did  Smith  oommit  a  punishableoffenae  in  paying  money  for  an  appoint- 
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Although  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  already  familiar  with  the  facts 
hrought  out  hy  this  investigation,  and  has  in  part  acted  upon  these  facts,  I  deem 
it  important  tnat  a  copy  of  the  testimony  taken  should  be  transmitted  to  the 
Interior  Department.  1  therefore  make  that  recommendation.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  and  Assistant  Secretary  Nettleton  of  theTreasuiy  Department, 
are  also  familiar  with  the  facts  disclosed  concerning  Mr.  Strachan  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  OfQce,  excepting  those  disclosed  by  Smith's  second  statement 
I  recommend  that  a  copy  of  the  testimony  be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  such  action  as  he  may  see  fit  to  take.  It  ma^  also  be  desirable  to 
submit  a  copy  of  the  testimony  to  the  Attomey-General,  m  order  that  he  may 
take  such  action  as  the  evidence  may  seem  U>  warrant  looking  to  the  prosecution 
of  those  who  have  committed  punishable  offenses,  if  in  his  judgment  punishable 
offenses  have  been  committed. 
Very  respectfully, 

CHAS.  liYMAN, 

CommisswMr, 
The  U.  S.  Civil  Sebvicb  Commission. 

8TATBMBNT  OF  WILLZAM  P.  SMITH  BSFORB  COBCMIS8I0NER 


Washington,  D.  C,  May  4, 1891 

Mr.  Lyman.  Give  your  full  name.—A.  William  P.  Smith. 

Q.  Do  you  ordinarily  write  it  William^— A.  No,  sir;  I  usually  sign  W.  P. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  write  it  in  any  other  way? — A.  Well,  I  may  have  signed  It 
William  P.— Wm.  abbreviated. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  again  whether  you  overwrite  it  in  any  other  way,  whether 
you  use  the  diminutive  for  William  ?— A.  I  have  written  it  William ;  sometimes 
signed  it  Willie. 

Q.  What  State  are  you  from  ?— A.  South  Carolina. 

Q.  What  is  your  residence  in  that  State  ?— A.  St.  Matthews  is  the  last  place 
I  came  from. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  before  that?— A.  I  lived  in  Lexington  County. 

Q.  What  place  in  Lexington  County  ?— A.  Pine  Plains. 

Q.  You  are  now  employed  in  this  office  (Pension  Office)  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  position  ?— A.  A  copyist,  at  $900. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  office,  in  that  grade? — A.  Since  the  Ist  of 
November,  I  think. 

Q.  November,  1890?— A.  November,  1890,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  appointed  upon  certification  by  the  Commission  ? — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  When  were  you  examined? — A.  I  was  examined  some  time  in  February. 

Q.  February  of  what  year?— A.  1890. 

Q.  Where  were  you  examined  ?— A.  I  was  examined  in  Washington  the  last 
time;  I  had  taken  the  examination  in  South  Carolina  before. 

Q.  When  did  you  take  the  examination  in  South  Carolina? — A.  I  do  not  re- 
member the  exact  date,  but  I  think  my  notification  of  the  percentage  I  made 
would  probably  give  me  very  near  the  date ;  I  think  it  was  in  February. 

Q.  Of  what  year?— A.  Februarv,  1889,  probably. 

Q.  Were  you  examined  at  Charleston  or  Columbia  ?— A.  Columbia. 

Q.  Did  you  pass  the  examination  ?— A.  I  did,  sir.  I  think  I  made  about  75 
per  cent. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  been  in  Washington  when  you  took  the  examination 
here  ? — A.  I  had  been  here  about  a  month,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  employed  at  that  time  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  any  employment  in  Washington  before  you  came  here  to  take  the 
examination  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  I  came  to  see  a  cousin  of  mine. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  obtain  any  employment  in  Washington  before  you  were  ap- 
pointed upon  this  examination?— A.  I  worked  in  the  Pension  Office,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  this  office  ?— A.  Yes,  sir.  '     ' 

Q.  What  position  did  you  occupy  ?— A.  I  was  messenger  when  I  was  appointed. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  you  were  appointed  messenger  ?— A.  I  think  it  was 
some  time  about  the  1st  of  June. 

Q.  Of  what  year  ?— A.  1890. 

Q.  Of  1890  ?— A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  the  appointment  at  home:  I  am  not  sure  ai 
to  the  exact  date. 
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i.  Oh  whose  recommendation  were  you  appointed  messenger  ?--A.  Mr.  Green 

Raumjr. 

J.  Mr.  Green  B.  Haum,  jr  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

2.  How  did  he  become  interested  in  you  ?--A.  Through  a  friend  of  mine  in 

)  Xreasury  Department. 

J-  Who  is  that  friend  ?— A.  Strachan. 

2.  What  Strachan  ?— A.  Robert  Strachan. 

J.  Where  is  he  from  ? — ^A.  I  do  not  know  where  he  is  from. 

2.  How  long  had  you  known  Mr.  Strachan  ? — A.  I  had  known  him  about  three 

inths. 

2-  And  during  that  time  he  became  so  interested  in  you  that  he  interested 

nself  with  Mr.  Raum,  jr.,  to  secure  your  appointment  ?— A.  Yes,  sir.    He  said 

Sbt  he  knew  Mr.  Raum. 

^.  Well,  how  did  he  happen  to  become  interested  in  you  ? — A.  Well,  I  met  him 

d  told  him  that  I  would  like  to  stay  in  Washington. 

8.  Where  did  you  meet  him  ? — A.  I  met  him  at  the  Treasury. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  acquainted  with  him  ? — A.  I  will  tell  you  just  how  it  was ; 

advertised  for  a  position  in  the  paper 

Q.  In  what  paper? — A.  In  the  Star,  for  a  position,  and  he  answered  my  ad  ver- 
lement. 

Q.  You  called  to  see  him  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  the  interview  take  place  ? — A.  It  took  place  in  the  Treasury 
lUdiiig. 

Q.  Whereabouts  in  the  Treasury  ? — A.  In  the  office  of  Internal  Revenue,  or 
the  corridor  just  in  front  of  the  office. 
Q.  In  the  corridor  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  office  of  the  Ck>mmissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  took  place  in  that  interview? — A.  He  agreed  to  get  me  a  position, 
Ld  he  got  it. 

Q.  He  agreed  to  get  you  a  position? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  the  consideration  for  it?— A.  I  was  to  pay  him  for  it  if  he 
Id. 

Q.  How  much?— A.  I  agreed  to  give  him  $200. 
Q.  You  agreed  to  give  him  $200? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  before  you  got  the  position? — A.  It  was  about  a  week,  I  guess. 
Q.  About  a  week? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Did  you  pay  him  $200?— A.  I  paid  him. 
Q.  Have  you  got  a  receipt  for  it? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  No  writing  passed  between  you? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  that  it  was  through  his  influence  that  you  secured  this  posi- 
on? — A.  Well,  I  know  it  was,  because  I  did  not  have  any  other  at  all. 
Q.  Did  vou  understand  from  him  how  he  was  going  to  secure  it? — A.  Well,  he 
id  that  he  was  a  friend  of  young  Mr.  Raum,  and  the  old  gentleman,  too;  that 
)  knew  them  all  his  life,  and  that  these  appointments  were  at  his  disposal,  and 
1  his  recommendation  that  I  could  get  an  appointment. 
Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  secured  any  other  appointments? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  he  say  to  you  that  he  had  to  use  some  of  this  money  elsewhere? — A. 
o,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  intimate  to  you  in  any  way  that  he  was  going  to  divide  with  some- 
)dy  else  ? — A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  divide  with  someone  ^Ise  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  do 
ot.  He  talked  to  me  as  though  it  was  his  own,  and  through  his  personal  influ- 
ice  that  he  did  it. 

Q.  Well,  now  about  this  examination  which  you  took  in  Columbia,  S.  C.    You 
Led  an  application  on  which  that  examination  was  taken  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  look  at  this  application  whicn  I  now  hand  you, 
id  at  the  signature,  and  tell  me  whether  that  is  your  handwriting? — A.  That 
,  sir. 

Q.  Look  at  the  signature,  nlease. — A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  mine. 
Q.  That  is  your  signature  ?— A.  Yes,  sir,  it  is. 
Q.  You  made  that  application  ? — A.  I  did. 
Q.  Yourself? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Here  is  another  application  which  purports  to  have  been  made  by  you  in 
Washington;  will  you  be  good  enough  to  Iook  at  that  a])plication  and  tell  me 
hether  it  is  in  your  handwriting  ? — A.  No,  air;  I  had  a  friend  to  fill  that  out 
>rme. 
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Q.  You  had  a  friend  to  fill  that  out  for  you  ?— A.  Yes,  sir.  I  told  him  what  to 
write  and  he  wrote  the  application. 

Q.  Who  was  that  friend?— A.  Mr.  Johnson. 

Q.  What  Johnson?— A.  J.  L.  Johnson. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  Mr.  Johnson  filled  out  that  application? — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  ask  him  to  fill  it  out?— A.  He  writes  a  hotter  hand  than  I  do. 
He  is  my  cousin,  and  I  lived  with  him  all  my  life. 

Q.  He  is  a  cousin  of  yours?— A.  Yes,  sir.  He  is  the  first  man  that  ever  sent 
me  an  application. 

Q.  Did  you  read  this?  rdirectincr  attention  to  note  at  top  of  application  paper, 
as  follows:  '*N.  B. — Applicants  should  read  carefully  the  accompany  ing^  instruc- 
tions. This  blank  must  be  carefully  and  correctly  filled,  and  all  questions  must 
be  answered.  All  answers  must  be  in  the  handwriting^  of  the  applicant'']  ?— A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  supposed  to  read  the  whole  application.  You  swore  to  this,  did 
you?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  find  in  the  application  which  you  made  these  words,  printed  in  capital 
letters,  that  all  the  answers  to  the  questions  contained  in  said  application  as  above 
set  forth,  were  written'  with  his  own  hand,  and  that  all  of  the  statements  con- 
tained in  said  answers  were  true  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief.  Did 
you  make  that  oath? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  swore  to  a  lie  then,  didn't  you  ?— A.  Well,  I  didn't  understand  it  that 
way. 

Q.  You  didn't  understand? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  your  signature  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  sign  it;  I  got  my  friend  to 
make  it  out  for  me. 

Q.  Did  you  go  before  a  notary  public  or  did  your  friend  go? — A.  My  friend 
took  it  and  had  it  verified. 

Q.  He  swore  to  this  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  he  personated  you  in  this  application  ?— A.  No,  I  don't  know  as  he 
did;  he  swore  that  the  statements  were  correct. 

Q.  Who  is  this  man  Carey,  the  notary  public;  do  you  know  him  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  this  man  certifies  that  Willie  P.  Smith,  a  resident  of  Pine  Plains, 
Lexington  County,  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  appeared  before  him  and  took 
this  oath. — A.  I  had  made  out  two  of  these  already,  and  I  did  not  suppose  it  made 
any  difference. 

Q.  Now,  teU  me  why  Mr.  Johnson  made  out  that  application. — A.  Well,  sir,  he 
made  it  out  just  simply  because  I  asked  him,  and  I  thought  he  could  write  a  bet- 
ter hand  than  I  could,  and  he  was  at  the  table  writing  at  the  time,  in  our  room. 

Q.  Where  was  your  room? — A.  On  Eighth  street. 

Q.  Did  he  room  with  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  mean  to  tell  me  that  you  asked  Mr.  Johnson  to  personate  you  in 
making  the  application,  to  fill  out  the  application,  sign  your  name  to  it,  go  he- 
fore  a  notary  public  and  make  oath  to  it,  all  because  you  thought  he  could  write 
a  better  hand  ?— A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  do  all  that  because  I  thought  he  could  write 
a  better  hand  than  I  could;  after  he  made  the  application  out  he  just  took  it  and 
had  it  verified. 

Q.  Was  there  no  other  reason  than  that  ?— A.  No  other  reason  on  earth  that 
I  had.  I  think,  as  well  as  I  can  remember,  that  there  were  some  other  men  in 
the  room  at  the  time. 

Q.  This  application  was  executed  on  the  8th  of  February,  1890;  when  was  the 
examination  taken  ? — A.  It  was  some  time  in  that  month. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  it  was?— A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  am  pretty  sure. 

Q.  What  makes  you  certain  ? — A.  Well,  that  is  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q.  Where  was  the  examination  taken  ?— A.  In  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Q.  Whereabouts  in  the  ofllce  of  the  Commission  ? — A.  In  the  big  hall  over 
there. 

Q.  Where  was  that  hall  located  ? — A.  On  the  second  floor. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  building  ?— A.  Well,  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  part  of 
the  building  it  was ;  I  do  not  know  what  part  of  the  building  you  call  it.  I  sup- 
pose it  was  north. 

Q.  You  know  the  points  of  the  compass  here?— A.  Yes,  sir;  north,  east, 
south,  and  west  [indicating  the  directions  with  the  hand]. 

Q.  Now,  tell  me  what  part  of  the  building  it  was  in  ? — A.  Well,  bIp,  as  well  as 
I  remember,  it  was  in  the  northwest  part  of  the  building. 
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Q.  In  the  northtrest  part?— A.  As  well  as  I  remember;  I  am  not  sure,  but  I 
think  80.* 

Q.  Were  there  a  gfood  many  people  in  the  rooom  at  the  time  the  examination 
was  taken?— A.  There  were  about  fifteen  or  twenty. 

Q.  Fifteen  or  twenty  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  vou  remember  what  time  you  got  through  with  the  examination? — A« 
I  finished  up  with  it  about  3  o'clock,  probably. 

Q.  About  3?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  by  which  you  fix  that  hour?— A.  No,  sir;  Just  the  best  of 
my  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  time  you  began  the  examination  ?— A.  Began  about 
ten. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  sheet  and  tell  me  whether  that  Is  vour  handwriting;, 
that  is  one  of  the  sheets  of  that  examination? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  mine. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Smith,  answer  me  this  question  which  I  am  about  to  ask  you 
truthfully:  Didn't  Mr.  Johnson  take  that  examination  for  you  ?— A.  No,  sir;  I 
took  that  examination  myself. 

Q.  Now,  dont  get  to  hastv  about  that;  think  before  vou  oomniiit  yourself  to 
that  statement. — A.  I  had  taken  the  examination  twice  before. 

Q.  You  had  taken  the  examination  in  Columbia?— A.  Yes,  sir;  on  two  differ- 
ent occasions. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  man  who  wrote  that  also  wrote  that  [referring 
to  two  sets  of  examination  papers]  ? — A.  The  writing  la  not  the  same.  I  can 
write  three  different  hands  right  here  now. 

Q.  I  probably  know  more  about  this  than  you  think  I  do,  and  it  is  better  for 
you  to  tell  the  truth  about  it  than  to  attempt  to  get  yourself  in  a  position  that 
will  cause  some  trouble.  I  will  give  you  a  little  further  time  to  answer  that 
question.    [Pause.]— A.  Well,  sir,  I  will  tell  you  candidly  I  did  not  do  it. 

Q.  Who  did  do  it?— A.  He  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Johnson  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  do  it  at  your  request? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  tell  me  all  about  it. — A.  He  savs,  "  I  can  pass  that  examination  for 
you  so  that  you  will  get  an  appointment,''  and  he  went  over  and  took  it,  and 
did  not  make  as  much  as  I  did. 

Q.  When  did  he  tell  you  this? — A.  A  few  days  before  he  did  it. 

Q.  Bofore  the  application  was  made  out? — A.  I  don't  remember  about  that. 

Q.  Was  there  not  an  agreement  between  you  two  when  he  made  out  the 
application,  or  before  that,  that  he  was  to  make  the  application,  and  that  he 
was  to  take  the  examination  and  go  through  all  this  for  your  benefit? — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  had  no  thought  of  it  at  that  time,  and  never  did  thmk  of  it  until  he  men- 
tioned it. 

Q.  You  are  certain  that  there  was  not  any  such  understanding  at  the  time  the 
application  was  made  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. , 

Q.  Don't  you  see  that  putting  the  two  things  together,  the  fact  that  this  ap- 
plication is  in  his  handwriting,  and  that  the  examfiiation  was  taken  by  him,  is 
Sretty  conclusive  evidence  that  there  was  such  an  understanding  ? — A.  Well,  he 
id  not  do  it,  because  I  had  not  thought  of  it  and  he  had  not  mentioned  it  at  that 
time. 

Q.  Do  you  expect  anybody  to  believe  you  when  you  say  that  there  was  not  an 
understanding  to  that  effect  when  he  made  out  this  application  and  signed  it  ? — 
A.  No,  sir  ;  there  was  not. 

Q.  Well,  you  have  less  sense  than  I  gave  you  credit  for. — A.  I  will  tell  you 
the  truth  about  it ;  that  is  as  much  as  I  can  do ;  because  I  could  have  taken  the 
examination  myself,  as  I  had  taken  it  before. 

Q.  Then  the  proposition  first  came  from  him  to  take  the  examination  for 
you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  said  he  could  make  more  than  I  could. 

Q?  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  that  was  not  an  honest  proceeding  on  your  part  to 
I)ermit  him  to  do  it?— A.  Well,  I  understood  it  was  done  frequently. 

Q.  Who  told  you  it  was  done  frequently  ? — ^A.  I  do  not  remember  who  told 
me,  but  I  have  been  told  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  who  has  done  it  ? — A.'  No,  sir.  I  know  of  its  hav* 
bag  been  done  in  school  examinations. 

Q.  Is  it  an  honest  proceeding  there  ? — A.  I  don't  believe  it  is. 

Q.  Upon  reflection  you  think  it  is  not  honest  either  for  the  man  who  does  it 
or  the  man  for  whom  it  is  done  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  believe  it  is  right. 

Q.  What  was  your  motive  in  allowing  it  to  be  done  ?— A.  Well,  I  j  ust  simply 

•  The  room  Is  In  the  aoathwest  corner  of  the  building. 
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wanted  to  get  a  position  if  I  oould,  and  he  said  he  oould  do  it;  he  oould  put  it 
for  me. 

Q.  You  thought  he  could  make  a  higher  average  than  you  oould?— A.  Tee, 
sir ;  he  said  he  oould,  and  he  didn^t  do  it. 

Q.  Is  his  education  better  than  yours  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  is  his  education  better  ?— A.  Well,  he  attended  a  oollege. 

Q.  How  were  you  educated  ?— A.  I  was  never  in  a  college  in  mv  life. 

Q.  In  public  schools?— A.  Well,  I  have  been  in  public  schools  and  printo 
schools. 

Q.  Have  you  said  all  you  wanted  to  say  about  this  ? — A.  Well,  in  fact  1  liaTe 
said  more  thua.  I  wanted  to  say.  I  would  be  willing  to  take  all  the  blame  my- 
self to  save  Mr.  Johnson  any  trouble  in  the  matter,  because  he  is  a  friend  of 
mine  and  a  relative,  and  he  certainly  would  think  very  hard  of  me  to  know  thst 
I  had  given  it  away,  but  it  is  the  truth. 

Q.  Do  yo*a  know' whether  any  influences  were  brought  to  bear  in  your  favor 
when  your  name  was  here  upon  certification  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  of  any 
at  all. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know.  I  was  at  home  when  I  re- 
ceived the  appointment. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Johnson  have  anything  to  do  with  the  matter  of  your  appointment 
as  messenger  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  know  about  it  ?— A.  Yes,  sir;  he  knew  about  it.  In  fact,  I  borrowed 
the  money  from  him. 

Q.  You  borrowed  $200  from  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  him  ? — A.  Haven*t  paid  him  all  yet. 

Q.  How  much  do  you  owe  him  now  ? — A.  I  owe  him  about  $70  yet. 

STATEMENT  OF  JAMES  L.  JOHNSON. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  few  questions,  Mr.  Johnson;  the  first  is,  your  fnU 
name? — A.  James  L.  Johnson. 

Q.  What  State  are  you  from  ? — A.  South  Carolina. 

Q.  From  what  place  in  that  State? — A.  Pine  Plains,  S.  C. 

Q.  What  is  your  present  employment  ? — A.  I  am  a  clerk  in  this  office. 

Q.  Of  what  grade  ? — A.  Twelve  hundred. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  here  ? — A.  I  came  in  the  office  in  1884. 

Q.  You  were  appointed  upon  civil-service  examination  V — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  take  that  examination  ?— A.  At  Columbia. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  ? — A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  in  1883  or  1884  ?— A.  I  think  it  was  1883 ;  I  would  not  be  positive. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  fall  of  the  year  or  in  the  spring  ? — A.  It  was  in  the  fall,  I 
think ;  I  would  not  be  positive  about  that. 

Q.  I  have  here  in  my  hand,  Mr.  Johnson,  what  purports  to  be  the  application 
which  you  made  for  that  examination.    Will  you  be  god  enough  to  look  at  tbo 
application  and  at  the  signature  and  tell  me  whether  it  is  your  handwriting  ?'^ 
A.  My  handwriting  has  changed  so  since  then ;  but  that  looks  like  my  handr 
writinc^  then.    I  think  it  was. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  your  handwriting? — A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  You  are  certain  you  made  that  application  for  examination? — A.  Yes,  sir  - 

Q.  Nobody  did  it  for  you  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  that  is  my  writing.  I  made  it  out  la^' 
self. 

Q.  Look  at  the  examination  papers  attached  to  that  application  and  tell 
whether  they  are  in  your  handwriting  ? — A.  It  is  the  same  writing. 

Q.  You  think  those  are  the  papers  of  your  examination  ? — A.  I  think 
sir — as  well  as  I  remember,  that  looks  like  the  same  writing. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  those  papers  and  tell  me  whether  they  are  in  your  hand-^ 
writing  [handing  him  a  different  set  of  papers]  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  they  are  not  mine  - 

Q.  They  are  not  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Look  closely  at  them.  Please  give  due  consideration  to  your  answer. — A— - 
That  looks  like  my  writing,  but  I  could  not  say  whether  it  is  or  not.  What  writ::== 
ing  Ib  this  ? 

Mr.  Lyman.  That,  sir,  is  an  examination  which  on  its  face  purports  to  hav^' 
been  taken  on  the  4th  of  March.  18;>0,  by  one  Willie  P.  Smith.  Now,  I  wooL^ 
like  to  ask  you  whether  you  did  not  take  that  examination  for  Mr.  Smith  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  In  1890? 

Mr.  Lyman.  Yes,  in  March,  1890. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  yes;  you  mean  Willie  P.  Smith. 
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Mr.  liYMAN.  Yes,  sir;  I  c^o.    You  took  it  for  him,  did  you? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Q.  Look  at  the  application  attached  to  those  papers  and  tell  me  whether  it  is 
is  your  handwriting;  it  is  the  last  one  in  the  bundle. — ^A.  Yes;  sir;  I  made  that 
7\xX  for  him. 

Q.  Did  you  write  that  signature?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Willie  P.  Smith?--A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  wrote  it,  did  you? — A.  Yes,  sir,  I  wrote  that  signature. 

Q.  Did  you  go  before  the  notary  and  swear  to  it?— A.  He  and  I  together  went 
ind  he  swore  to  it;  he  was  standing  by. 

Q-  You  say  he  swore  to  it? — A.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  make  a  mistake  about  that;  be  frank  about  it.— A.  I  am  going  to  toll 
fou  anything  you  ask  me. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether,  when  you  went  before  the  notary,  you  represented 
yourself  as  Smith?— A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not;  he  took  the  paper  himself;  I  just 
iiinply  filled  it  out  for  him  for  accommodation. 

Q.  Then  he  made  oath  to  it? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  observe  there  in  the  jurat  a  statement  that  the  application  is  in  the 
handwriting  of  the  person  who  makes  the  jurat.  If  he  made  that  jurat  he  swore 
bisely,  did  be  not?— A.  If  it  is  here,  yes,  sir,  he  did. 

Q.  You  see  it  there,  don't  you? — ^A.  Yes,  sir,  I  see  it ;  that  is  what  he  did,  but 
I  don't  suppose  he  knew  it. 

Q.  Why  did  you  make  out  that  application  in  your  own  handwriting  and  sign 
it  ? — A.  «fust  simply  because  he  did  not  know  how  to  make  it  out  himself.  It  was 
different  from  the  old  one  and  new  business  to  him.    He  was  rooming  with  me. 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  examination  he  had  ever  taken  ? — A.  No;  I  think  he 
told  me  he  took  one  down  to  his  home. 

Q.  And  you  sav  the  reason  why  that  blank  was  in  your  handwriting  was  be- 
cause it  was  new  business  to  him,  and  that  he  didn*t  know  how  to  fill  it  out  ? — 
A.  That  is  a  different  kind  of  blank  from  the  old  one ;  he  never  saw  this  kind 
before. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  tell  him  how  to  do  it  and  let  him  fiU  it  out  himself  ?— A. 
He  could  have  done  that. 

Q.  Didn't  you  intend  at  that  time  to  take  this  examination  for  him  ? — A.  I 
did  not  a  bit^  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  do  it  ? — A.  He  said  he  had  made  78, 1  think  it  was,  before, 
and  didn't  understand  why  he  could  not  get  appointed ;  he  had  passod  the  exam- 
ination, and  he  said  may  be  it  was  his  bad  writing,  and  asked  mo  to  go  over  and 
take  it  for  him.  He  said  he  was  on  the  rolls  then — on  the  eligible  rolls— and  he 
said  for  me  to  go  over  and  take  it  for  him. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  to  take  the  examination  for  him,  or  did  you  suggest  to  him 
that  you  would  take  it  for  him? — A.  He  asked  me  several  times. 

Q.  Several  times?— A.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Before  the  application  was  made? — A.  No;  after  the  application  was  made. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  nothing  was  said  about  your  taking  anyexamination  be- 
fore the  application  was  made? — ^A.  Not  that  I  remember  of.  He  came  here  and 
was  appointed.a  messenger 

Q.  1  want  to  finish  this  one  point.  Does  it  not  appear  on  the  face  of  the  thing 
that  you  made  out  that  applicdtion  in  order  to  lav  a  foundation  so  that  you  could 
take  the  examination  without  causing  suspicion?- A.  Did  nothing  with  that  in- 
tention, because  I  have  done  various  writing  for  him  and  other  young  men  when- 
ever they  would  ask  me  to. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  out  an  application  for  anyone  else? — A.  I  have  at  home 
IlleMi  it  out  for  them. 

Q.  Ever  sign  the  name? — A.  No,  sir;  never  signed  any  name  at  all.  This  man 
is  a  cousin  of  mine,  and  I  just  simply  filled  it  out  for  him  with  no  intentional 
wrong  in  any  way. 

Q.  Then  I  am  to  understand  that  at  the  time  you  made  out  this  application  and 
signed  it  for  Mr.  Smith  you  had  no  intention  of  taking  the  examination  for  him? — 
A.  Oh,  no,  sir;  I  never  thought  of  such  a  thing. 

Q.  Well,  how  long  before  the  examination  did  Mr.  Smith  first  speak  to  you 
ab^4it  taking  the  examination  for  him? — A.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Q.  Well,  approximately? — A.  I  think  a  day  or  so— something  like  that. 

Q.  Was  it  a  week?— A.  I  could  not  say  positively,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  might  have  been  a  week?— A.  It  might  have  been  or  might 
not  have  been. 

Q.  Think  it  was  two  weeks? — ^A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  No  definite  recollection  alwut  it?— A.  No,  sir.  I  have  been  sick  and  I  oan 
not  remember  anything  very  definitely  unless  it  is  "something  impressed  very 
Tividly  upon  my  mind. 

Q.  But  you  do  remember  that  you  took  this  examination  for  him? — A.  Oh,  yes, 
sir;  I  took  that  examination  for  him.  I  went  over  and  took  the  examinaticmfor 
him. 

Q.  You  have  been  acquainted  with  him  for  a  long  time?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  it  it  occur  to  you  that  it  was  not  a  proper  thing  to  do? — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
but  I  simply  did  it.  I  did  not  think  I  was  doing  any  part&ular  harm  to  anyone 
or  to  the  Government. 

Q.  Then  you  thought  it  would  be  no  harm  for  a  young  man  to  secure  an  ap- 
pointment on  the  basis  of  someone  else's  merit,  not  his  own? — ^A.  It  Ib  a  harm,  I 
admit  that  of  course;  but  it  was  a  harm  that  was  not  intended  by  me  to  injure 
anyone.  At  the  same  time  he  was  on  the  rolls,  had  passed  the  examinatioD 
himself,  and  he  thought  I  could  do  better,  and  I  didn^t  do  so  well. 

Q.  What  made  him  think  you  could  do  better  ?— A.  The  fact  that  I  had  done 
better  on  my  own. 

Q.  Is  your  education  better  than  his?— A.  Well,  I  had  a  little  better  opportu- 
nlUee. 

Q.  How  were  you  educated  ? — A.  I  went  to  the  common  schools  when  I  wss 
young ;  never  received  much  education.  We  were  both  limited  in  education. 
Then  I  went  to  college  a  year,  or  something  over — something  like  that — that  he 
did  not  go  to. 

Q.  What  college  ?— A.  South  Carolina. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  take  an  examination  for  anyone  else?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  This  \a  the  only  case  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  about  Smith's  appointment  as  messenger  in  this  office ;  what  do  yoo 
know  about  that? — A.  Well,  I  know  that  he  got  an  appointment;  that  is  all. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  know? — A.  Well,  I  know  a  great  many  other  things  con- 
nected with  it. 

Q.  Tell  me  what  you  know  about  it,  what  you  are  willing  to  tell  me,  how  he  got 
the  appointment.— A.  I  can  tell  you  this.  He  paid  a  man  who  had  the  influence 
to  get  nim  the  place. 

Q.  Who  was  that  man  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  who  he  is ;  he  is  a  man  who  works 
in  the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  name? — ^A.  I  can  not  think  of  his  name. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  his  name  ?— A.  Yes ;  he  called  him  old  man  somebody, 
I  can  not  remember  who. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him? — A.  I  don't  think  I  have,  because  one  day  a  gentle- 
man called  at  the  house  to  see  Mr.  Smith  and  Smith  wi^  not  in,  and  I  justglanoed 
down  and  saw  a  large  gentleman  standing  down  there,  and  afterwards  Snuth  told 
me  that  the  man  haid  been  there ;  that  is  the  only  time  I  saw  him.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  would  know  him  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  made  Smith  oome  here  at  the  time  when  he  did  ?— A. 
Well,  he  was  down  in  a  little  town  and  his  father  was  very  uneasy  about  him  and 
wanted  to  get  him  away  from  there  and  to  get  him  up  here ;  and  he  said  he  knew 
me  and  he  said  he  was  going  to  leave  that  countrv,  and  he  came  up  here. 

Q.  What  was  the  trouble  down  there  ? — A.  Well,  the  trouble  was  that  he  drank 
some  and  his  father  is  a  preacher  and  he  regretted  it  very  much  that  he  had  got 
into  bad  company  down  there  and  tried  to  get  him  back  home  or  get  him  into 
better  company,  and  he  said  he  knew  me  and  he  said  he  would  come  up  hers, 
and  he  came  up  here  and  staid  a  couple  of  months  and  struck  up  with  this  man, 
I  forget  his  name. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  from  him  in  what  office  in  the  Treasury  Department 
he  was  employed? — A.  No,  sir ;  all  I  know  is  that  he  is  in  the  Treasury. 

Q.  When  Mr.  Smith  came  up  here  did  he  room  with  you  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  there 
were  three  or  four  of  us  on  the  same  floor. 

Q.  On  Eighth  street?— A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  place. 

Q.  709?— A.  707, 1  believe  it  was. 

Q.  Did  Smith  have  money  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  he  borrowed  the  money  from  me. 

Q.  Who  paid  his  board  ? — A.  I  paid  his  board. 

Q.  You  paid  his  board  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  had  money,  but  he  didn't  have  money 
enough  to  pay  his  board. 

Q.  Now,  tell  me  about  what  you  know  of  how  he  got  this  position  of  messen- 
ger.— A.  AH  I  can  tell  you  is  that  he  gave  t^is  man  money  to  get  him  into  the 
office. 

Q.  How  much  money  ?— A.  Two  hundred  dollars  is  what  he  got  from  me. 
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f.  Be  borrowed  the  monev  from  you,  $200  ?— A.  Yes,  sir, 

*.   I>id  lie  pay  it  back  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  all  of  it. 

'.  Sow  much  is  he  back  now? — A.  Eighty  or  ninety  dollars. 

.  Xliat  includes  the  board  that  you  paid  for  him  ?— A.  I  think  the  board  added 

b  ^^ould  m^e  it  a  little  more  than  that.    I  could  not  give  you  the  exact  figures. 

.   Did  you  imderstand  that  this  man  in  the  Treasury  had  influence  here  ? — A. 

dn't  know  a  thing  about  it ;  Mr.  Smith  told  me  that  this  gentleman  told  ^li^n 

tr  lie  h.ad. 

.   ^^Vlio  did  he  know  here  that  he  could  influence  ? — A.  I  suppose,  he  did  not 

mo ,  only  it  was  the  Ck)mmissioner ;  I  suppose  it  was  the  Commissioner ;  I  know 

til  told  me  that  this  man  said  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  Commissioner — 

Hie  Commissioner's  family,  that  was  it. 

.   ^nd  it  was  through  that  acquaintance  with  the  Commissioner's  family  that 

»xpeoted  to  get  this  appointment  ? — A.  I  suppose  so;  yes^  sir. 

.    £>id   he  say  anything  about  this  man's  having  to  divide  the  money  with 

letM^y  else  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  he  did  not  tell  me  anything  about  that ;  he  gave 

V  money  to  this  man,  and  I  don't  know  what  the  man  did  with  it. 

!,    Ajid  shortly  after  he  borrowed  the  money  from  you  to  give  to  this  man  he 

.  tlie  place,  did  he  ? — A.  It  was  something  like  two  or  three  weeks  probably, 

&etliiD£r  iik®  that,  I  do  not  remember. 

>,  Xt  "was  a  pretty  short  time  ? — A.  A  very  short  time ;  yes,  sir. 

f .   Ajid  you  suppose  it  was  the  money  that  did  the  business  ? — A.  I  think  so, 

hck  -vrBat  he  says.    It  was  only  a  favor  on  my  part  that  I  let  him  have  the 

ney. 

^.  He  told  you  what  he  was  going  to  do  with  the  money  when  he  borrowed  it, 

.  lie  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  said  that  a  certain  old  man  told  him  that  if  he  would 

'e  liim  $200  he  would  get  him  the  place  ;  and  he  said  he  was  out  of  money  and 

Lii''t  know  what  to  do,  had  no  job  and  couldn't  get  hdme,  and  he  asked  me  if  I 

lid  let  him  have  the  money,  and  I  told  him  if  I  could  raise  it  I  would  let  him 

ve   it  and  he  could  pay  it  back  $10  or  $15  a  month  as  he  could.    I  have  been 

e  lofler  on  every  hand  oy  it. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  say  anything  more,  Mr.  Johnson  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  I  am  willing 

answer  any  questions ;  I  don't  think  of  anything  to  add. 

Q.  You  have  told  the  whole  story  ?— -A.  Yes,  sir ;  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  XjYMAN.  Then  that  is  all. 

8TATEBABNT  OF  ROBERT  8TRACHAN. 

Q.  You  are  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  'Well,  about  a  year  ago  a  man  by  the  name  of  Willie  P.  Smith  advertised 
r  a  place:  did  you  answer  that  advertisement? — ^A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  You  did  not?— A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  he  come  to  see  you  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  And  you  did  not  see  him  ? — A.  Wo,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  tell  me  the  truth  about  this. — A.  I  will  tell  ycu  the  truth.    I  did  not 
iswer  his  advertisement. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  see  him  at  all  ? — A.  No,  sir.    Why  do  you  ask  me  these 
uestioDs;  is  he  a  bad  man? 
Q.  Did  you  see  anybody  for  him  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  help  to  get  him  the  place  ?— A.  Well,  you  ask  me  questions  that  I 
rould  not  answer,  probably. 

Q.  I  have  very  good  reasons  for  asking  the  questions. — A.  But  you  haven^t 
^ven  me  any  reasons. 

Q.  I  have  had  occasion  to  look  into  Mr.  Smith's  record  a  little.  I  have  run 
across  several  things,  and  among  them  this,  and  I  want  to  know  about  it.  You 
lad  something  to  do  with  his  getting  his  appointment  as  messenger,  did  you 
lot? — A.  No, sir. 

Q.  I  know  more  about  this  perhaps  than  you  think.  I  am  getting  some  evi- 
ienoe  and  I  want  to  know  whether  he  did  not  come  to  you. — A.  Smith  does  not 
k:now  me  and  knows  nothing  about  me. 

Q.  And  you  donH  know  him? — A.  I  know  him  when  I  see  him;  that  is  all. 

Q.  How  long  since  you  have  seen  him?— A.  I  haven't  seen  him  for  two  or  three 
months,  I  believe. 

Q.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  to  get  him  a  position?— A.  He  had  no  business 
to  pay  me  anything. 
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Q.  That  \b  not  the  question  I  asked. — A.  Suppose  I  said  he  dldnt  pajmeaaj* 
thing? 

Q.  That  is  a  supposition.  Now,  tell  me  the  facts  ahout  it. — ^A.  Toa  ask  me 
questions  about  a  man  you  are  after  and  I  do  not  know  as  I  oug^ht  to  tell  youany- 
tning*  at  all. 

Q.  Well,  do  as  you  like  about  it. — A.  I  don't  want  to  answer  any  questions  at 
all,  for  I  do  not  know  what  you  are  after. 

Q.  And  you  don't  want  to  give  him  away? — ^A.  No;  I  am  very  particular  about 
giving  a  man  away. 

Q.  And  so  you  don't  want  to  say  anything  about  it? — A.  No,  sir,  and  I  dont 
vrant  to  know  anything  about  it  to  say. 

Q.  But  you  don't  say  you  don't  know  anything  about  it? — A.  Of  course  IcouW 
not  appoint  him  and  never  got  him  a  place  either. 

Q.  I  ask  you  the  question  whether  he  paid  you  any  money,  and  if  so,  how 
much? — A.  I  would  not  answer  that  question  at  all.  I  did  not  get  him  a  place. 
He  had  no  business  paying  me  anything. 

Q.  And  you  don't  want  to  say  anything  more  about  it? — A.  No,  sir:  dont 
know  anything  about  it  to  say.  You  took  me  by  surprise  by  asking  me  about  the 
man.    I  know  him  when  I  see  him. 

Q.  Where  did  you  first  get  acquainted  with  him  ? — A.  I  have  known  him  here 
in  town,  seen  him  several  times,  but  I  never  knew  he  advertised  for  a  place,  and 
I  never  answered  it,  either. 

Q.  I  don't  want  you  to  tell  me  more  than  you  are  a  mind  to,  but  I  know  several 
things,  and  you  can  tell  me  more  or  not,  just  as  you  like. — A.  You  don't  tell  me 
what  you  are  after  the  man  for. 

Mr.  Lyman.  I  can  not  tell  you  now  what  I  am  after  him  for.  1  am  getting 
some  information  about  him,  and  I  have  gotten  a  good  deal  of  it. 

Mr.  Strachan.  Is  he  a  bad  man? 

Mr.  Lyman.  That  is  to  be  found  out  yet. 

Mr.  Strachan.  You  say  you  are  after  a  man,  and  you  oould  not  exx>ect  me  to 
answer  any  questions  about  him. 

Q.  If  everything  is  straight,  could  you  not  answer  the  questions?— A.  Well, 
I  don't  know  whether  everything  is  straight  or  not. 

Q.  You  know  whether  everything  is  straight  between  you  and  the  man.— A. 
Indeed,  everything  is  straight  between  me  and  the  man.  I  know  nothing  about 
it.    I  have  had  noihing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Don't  say  that  too  x>ositively ,  because  you  might  have  to  take  it  back.  The 
evidence  seems  to  indicate  that  there  was  a  money  transaction  between  Smith  and 
you. — A.  Between  Smith  and  me?  There  was  none;  I  never  got  a  dollar  from 
Smith  in  my  life. 

Mr.  Lyman.  Well,  then,  I  haven't  anything  to  say;  but  I  am  alraid  this  will 
not  be  the  end. 

Mr.  Strachan.  I  hope  Mr.  Smith  will  not  get  into  trouble. 

8BCOND  STATEMENT  OF  ROBERT  STRACHAN. 

Treasury  Department,  May  tf,  1891. 

Mr.  Nettleton.  The  Ck)mmis8ioner  (Mr.  Lyman)  has  had  a  preliminary  con- 
versation with  you  about  the  matter  under  consideration,  but  which  was  unsat- 
isfactorv  to  him,  and  this  interview  is  to  obtain  from  you  a  full  and  absolutely 
truthful  statement  of  everything  that  has  occurred;  and  you  will  readily  see 
that  in  withholding  any  part  of  the  truth  it  would  not  only  do  you  no  &rooa  but 
work  you  infinite  harm  in  the  end,  because  whatever  has  occurred  is  bound  to 
be  known  to  us,  and  it  is  better  for  you  and  better  for  all  of  us  that  you  should 
make  a  frank  statement. 

Mr.  Lyman.  Mr.  Strachan,  I  saw  you  at  your  house  on  Monday  evening  about 
a  transaction  supposed  to  have  taken  place  between  yourself  and  W.  P.  Smith. 
You  told  me  some  things  which  were  satisfactory  and  some  things  which  were 
not  satisfactory.  Now,  I  have  come  here  this  afternoon  to  get  from  you  a  state- 
ment of  the  facts  in  regard  to  that  transaction.  Now,  please  tell  me  in  your  own 
wav  how  you  met  Smith  and  what  took  place. 

A.  I  have  known  him  for  about  two  years  off  and  on,  and  being  a  drinking  man, 
often  wanted  me  to  take  a  drink  with  him.  I  do  not  know  who  introduced  me 
to  him,  but  somebody  sent  him  to  me,  and  he  said  he  had  put  a  piece  in  the 
paper  for  a  place  and  offered  to  give  $200.  I  said:  ''You  have  got  no  sense  if 
you  do  that."    He  said:  "Am  desperate  and  I  can't  get  anything  to  do."   He 
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*'You  can  help  me;  you  have  lots  of  friends  here  in  the  offioe,"  and  men- 
tdoned  Mr.  Douglass's  and  General  Baum's  name.  I  said:  *'  I  won't  think  of  doing* 
mny  such  thing  as  that; "  and  I  didn't  think  enough  about  it  to  look  into  the 
pM>er  for  it.  I  saw  Green  (Green  B.  Raum,  jr.)  and  spoke  to  him  about  it.  I 
asked  him  to  get  a  place  for  mv  friend.  I  gave  him  his  name;  but  as  to  my  get- 
'tang  a  cent  from  him,  I  don't  think  he  had  any  money  at  all.  I  don't  think  he 
]>aa  a  cent.  I  know  he  didn't  have  any  money,  and  I  have  not  laid  eyes  on  him 
for  three  months. 

Q.  You  admit  in  your  statement  that  you  had  this  conversation  with  him  about 
'th.e  place  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  his  stating  to  you  that  he  had  advertised  for  a  place  and  was  willing 
-to  pay  $200  for  it?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  offer  to  pay  that  money  to  you  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  help  hun  to  get  a  place  ? — A.  I  spoke  to  Green  Raum  about  it  be- 
<»u8e  he  asked  me  to  do  so  and  gave  me  his  name.  I  never  got  one  dollar  from 
liim  in  my  life,  and  I  never  saw  his  advertisement. 

Q.  You  say  he  paid  you  no  money  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  one  solitary  copper. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  paid  any  money  to  anybody  ? — ^A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Where  else  have  you  met  him  ? — A.  Only  around  town. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  ever  paid  anybody  for  that  place  ? — A.  Never  in  my  life, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  get  any  place  for  any  other  person  in  that  office  ? — A.  No,  not 
in  that  office,  bat  one  in  the  Internal  Hevenue  Office.  I  have  got  five  hundred 
different  people  here  in  Washington  places,  cooks,  chambermaids,  etc.,  and  if  I 
oould  iret  a  man  in  the  Department  I  would  do  it. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  first  saw  him  did  he  get  this  place  ? — A.  Nearly  a  year. 

Q.  See  if  you  can  not  remember  just  how  long. — A.  No,  sir;  I  can't  say  ex- 
actly. 

Q.  How  did  you  become  interested  in  him? — A.  I  am  interested  in  everybody, 
but  I  was  not  interested  in  him  any  more  than  anybody  else. 

Q.  You  took  him  up  when  he  first  came  to  you  and  offered  to  get  him  a  place  ? — 
A.  Not  the  first  time  I  saw  him. 

Q.  You  presented  his  name  to  young  Mr.  Raum? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  asked  Mr.  Raum  if  he  could  not  give  him  aplace?  Now,  tell  me 
when  that  was. — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  to  save  my  life.    The  papers  will  show. 

Q.  Then  hcgot  the  place  soon  after  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Raum  about  it? — A.  Yes; 
I  think  he  did;  and  when  he  told  me  he  nad  got  his  appointment  I  was  sur- 
prised. 

Q.  Have  you  gone  to  Mr.  Raum  with  other  names  ? — ^A.  Lots  of  times.  I  have 
gone  to  the  genaral  with  men — not  only  to  his  son,  but  to  him.  I  think  I  have 
Bome  influence  with  him. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  live  with  the  general? — A.  Seven  years. 

Q-  I^  you  know  whether  anyone  else  has  been  appointed  in  the  Pension  Of- 
fice on  your  recommendation  besides  this  man  Smith  ?— A.  I  don't  know  whether 
there  was  or  not.    I  have  recommended  lots  of  them,  though. 

Q.  See  if  you  can  not  recall  anyone. — A.  Not  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Then  you  state  positively  that  Smith  did  not  pay  you  any  money  ?— A.  No, 
sir;  not  one  solitary  cent. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  he  paid  anybody  any  money  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  don't 
know  anything  about  Smith  paying  anybody  any  money;  he  never  paid  me  any- 
thing. 

Q.  Did  young  Mr.  Raum  ever  pay  you  any  money  ? — A.  Never  in  his  life. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  give  him  any  money  ? — ^A.  No,  sir;  but  I  indorsed  a  note  for 
him  once. 

Q.  Did  he  pay  it?— A.  He  paid  part  of  it.  The  note  was  for  $100,  and  the 
whole  of  it  has  never  been  paid  yet,  and  I  renewed  it. 

Q-  Did  you  ever  loan  him  money  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q-  You  say  the  transaction  is  not  closed  yet? — A.  No,  sir;  not  closed  yet. 

Q.  I  would  like,  if  possible,  to  get  the  dates  when  these  various  matters  oc- 
curred.— A.  I  don't  know,  sir.    Mr.  Raum  can  tell  when  he  appointed  him. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  spring  or  in  the  fall  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  to  save  my  life. 
I  can't  remember. 

Q.  Who  did  you  say  presented  Smith  to  you  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you,  sir,  I 
don't  know,  sir. 

Q.  Did  anyone  come  with  him  ? — A.  No,  sir,  he  was  alone. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  that  somebody  sent  him  ?— A.  No,  sir. 
.  Q.  What  kind  of  a  place  did  you  ask  for  ? — ^A.  Anything  so  he  got  work. 
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Q   What  kind  of  a  place  was  he  appointed  to  ?— A.  As  a  laborer. 

Q,  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  was  afterwards  promoted  to  messenger  ?— A.  Yeii 
sir. 

Q.  Was  it  at  the  first  intendew  that  he  mentioned  he  had  advertised  in  the 

we  had  seen  each  other  several  times.   H.< 

a  place — ^you  get  the  Sta 
.  laoe  I  would  not  pay  tba 
money  "  'S.e  said,  '*You  don^t  take  any  interest  in  me,"  and  he  got  my  interea^i 
and  I  went  up  to  see  Green  about  it,  but  I  didn't  go  up  particularly  for  that. 

Q.  Yuu  say  you  saw  him  around  town.  Name  some  of  the  places  where  ya 
have  seen  him. — A.  No  particular  place.  I  have  met  him  on  the  comer  i 
Seventh  and  F  streets,  and  we  have  drank  there. 

Q.  Name  some  other  place. — A.  I  have  drank  with  him  at  McMahon^ 

Q.  Where  else  have  you  met  him  ?— A.  Never  at  anybody's  house. 

Q.  Do  you  play  poker  ? — A.  No,  sir.  . 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  it  ? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Smith  plays  poker  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  about  playing  poker  ? — A.  Never  in  his  life,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  e^er  play  any  game  with  Smith? — ^A.  Never  did  in  n^ylife. 
don't  know  any  game  whatever. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Raum  since  I  saw  you  the  other  evening  ? — A.  No,  sii 

Q.  You  say  positively  that  you  have  not  seen  Mr.  Raum  since  that  time  ?- 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Smith  since  that  time  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  from  him  in  any  way  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  I  heard  he  was  lookinf 
for  me  at  my  house. 

Q.  Have  you  told  me  all  you  know  about  it  ?— A.  Yes ;  I  have  indeed,  sir. 

SBCOND  STATEMENT  OF  VT.  P.  SMITH. 

Office  or  the  Commission,  May  7,  Wl. 

Mr.  Lyman.  Mr.  Smith,  in  the  statement  which  you  made  to  me  the  other 
day  you  stated  that  you  had  paid  to  one  Robert  Strachan  $200  to  secure  yon  u 
appointment  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  that  you  received  the  appointment  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  you  believe  came  to  you  as  the  result  of  the  payment  of  that  1200?- 
A    Yes  sir 

Q.  Will  you  tell  me  where  you  paid  Strachan  the  $200?— A.  I  paid  it  to  him  in 
the  Treasury  Department,  sir. 

Q.  Whereabouts  in  the  Treasury  Department  ?7-A.  It  was  just  in  the  oorrldoi 
in  front  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Otfce. 

Q.  You  stated  that  to  the  best  of  your  recollection  the  payment  was  made, « 
I  remember  your  testimocy,  about  a  week  or  two  weeks  before  the  appointmen 
was  received.  Is  this  the  case  ?— A.  No,  sir.  If  I  said  that  I  would  like  to  oof 
rect  it. 

Q.  Possibly  you  stated  that  he  made  the  offer  to  you  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  me  all  the  circumstances  of  that  transaction  just  as  they  occurred,  Ix 
ginning  at  the  commencement  of  the  transaction  and  going  through  step  byste 
to  the  end  of  it.— A.  Well,  the  first  thing,  I  advertised  for  a  position  ;  advertise 
that  I  would  pay  $200  for  a  position  paying  $50  or  $60  a  month.  He  answered  it 
advertisement.    I  have  his  answer  to  the  advertisement  now ;  got  it  in  mv  pocke 

Q.  Wm  you  let  me  take  it  ? 

(Witness  produces  the  letter.  This  letter  is  typewritten,  and  in  the  followii 
words : 

*^  If  you  have  a  good  character  and  i*eferences  call  to  see  Bob  Strong,  messe 
ger,  Internal  Revenue  Office,  after  l2  o'clock." 

This  was  enclosed  in  a  sealed  envelope,  postmarked  **  Washington,  March  1 
'90, 11  p.  m,"  and  addressed,  on  typewriter,  "Preston,  Star  Office.") 

Witness.  That  is  the  name  (Preston)  that  I  advertised  imder.  I  called  to  a 
him  and  he  agreed  to  get  me  the  place  if  I  would  pay  him  the  money,  and  I  to 
him  I  would  pay  bim  the  money  as  soon  as  he  got  the  place,  with  the  understan 
ing  that  it  was  to  be  a  permanent  place.  He  said  he  would  let  me  know  in  a  fc 
days.  I  don't  remember  how  long  it  was,  but  anyway,  he  made  an  engageme 
for  a  meeting,  and  he  and  I  went  up  to  the  Pension  Office.  He  introduced  i 
to  young  Mr.  Raum ;  told  him  that  he  wanted  him  to  appoint  me ;  wanted  hi 
to  give  me  a  messengership,  and  Mr.  Baum  said  he  could  not  do  it  then ;  aa 
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xnild  get  me  in  as  a  laborer,  at  $55 ;  and  in  a  day  or  two  he  brought  me 
ntment,  to  take  effect  the  Ist  of  April.    That  was  in  the  latter  part  of 
md  I  ^ve  him  the  $200  when  he  gave  me  the  appointment, 
lere  did  he  bring  the  appointment? — A.  He  gave  it  to  me  on  the  street, 

lereabouts  on  the  street? — A.  I  think  it  was  near  the  corner  of  Seventh 

reets. 

u  are  not  able  to  fix  the  precise  date  when  this  was  done ? — A.  No,  sir; 

)11,  you  say  that  the  appointment  was  dated  April  1? — A.  April  1;  yes, 

w  soon  after  that  did  you  take  the  oath  ? — ^A.  I  went  there  April  1. 

u  went  there  the  same  dav? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

what  hour  of  the  day  did  Strachan  give  you  this  appointment  ? — A.  I 

was  in  the  afternoon ;  probably  about  3  o'clock.    I  would  not  be  sure 

at ;  it  was  in  the  afternoon  anyway, 
the  Ist  of  April,  was  it? — A.  No.    The  appointment  was  to  take  effect 

Btof  April,  but  he  gave  it  to  me  before  that  time,  a  few  days  before  that 

)u  don't  remember  nist  how  long  before  ? — A,  No,  sir;  I  don't.  By  look- 
r  the  appointment  I  might  remember  it,  but  I  don't  remember  it  now; 
ot  call  to  mind  what  date  it  was. 

wx  say  that  he  took  you  to  the  Pension  Office,  introduced  you  to  voungMr. 
nd  asked  him  to  give  you  a  position  as  messenger  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
iiat  he  said  he  could  not  do  it  then,  but  would  give  you  a  laborer's  place  ? — 
said  he  would  give  me  a  laborer's  place;  yes,  sir. 

that  all  that  took  place  at  that  interview  ?— A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  about  all. 
fhen  we  went  in  the  office  he  went  and  held  a  private  conversation  with 
kom.  I  do  not  know  what  it  was;  I  could  not  hear,  but  I  took  a  seat,  and 
t  over  and  talked  to  Mr.  Raum  and  beckoned  to  me  to  come  over,  and  I 
rer  and  he  introduced  me. 

iwaa  Mr.  Strachan  that  had  this  private  conversation? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
i  what  room  did  this  conversation  take  place  ? — A.  In  the  assistant  chief 
room — Mr.  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.'s,  room. 

^ere  there  other  persons  in  the  room  at  the  time  ? — A.  I  am  not  sure  as  to 
There  was  no  one  in  there  while  we  were  talking;  they  might  have  come 
put,  but  no  one  said  anything  to  us. 

ou  had  no  conversation  there  with  anyone  but  Mr.  Baum  and  Mr. 
an?-A.  That  is  all.    . 

fter  the  private  conversation  between  Strachan  and  Raum,  Strachan  beck* 
I  you  and  introduced  you  to  Mr.  Raum  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
nd  the  conversation  took  place  which  you  have  already  related  ? — A.  Yes, 

ad  you  known  Strachan  before  you  inserted  this  advertisement  in  the 

A,  No,  sir. 

ad  you  ever  seen  him  before  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  to  my  recollection. 

ow  long  had  you  been  in  the  city  at  that  time  ? — A.  Just  about  a  month 

alf.    I  came  here  the  4th  day  of  February. 

id  you  at  that  time,  at  the  time  when  Strachan  gave  you  this  appointment 

I  ^ve  him  the  money,  did  you  ^o  into  a  saloon  and  drink  with  him  ? — A. 
;  never  took  a  drink  with  nim  m  m^  life. 

ou  never  did  ? — A.  No,  sir:  never  did. 

}u  are  positive  about  that? — A.  Positive,  absolutely  sure;  never  took  a 

rith  him  in  my  life. 

ive  you  seen  Strachan  since  that  time  frequently  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  haven't 

n  a  great  many  times.    I  have  seen  him  on  two  or  three  different  occa- 

hen  and  under  what  circumstances  have  you  seen  him  since  then  ? — A. 
have  met  him  on  the  street  once  or  twice.    I  think  I  met  him  on  the 
}f  Seventh  and  F  streets  one  afternoon,  and  I  went  to  his  house  to  see 
day  but  he  was  not  at  home. 

II  me  all  about  it.    It  is  not  going  to  hurt  you  to  tell  the  facts  about  this, 
mr  intercourse  with  Mr.  Strachan. — A.  Well,  he  promised  that  I  should' 
lOted  to  a  messenger  at  $70.    I  didn't  like  to  work  on  the  labor  force,  and 
ade  an  engagement  with  him  and  met  him  and  told  him  if  he  was  going. 
e  the  place  at  $70  I  wanted  him  to  do  so. 

m.  made  an  eng^ement  with  him  and  met  him?— A.  Yes^  Mr, . 

5  PEN* 
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Q.  Wben  and  where  did  you  meet  him  ? — A.  I  met  him  on  the  corner  of 
Seventh  and  F  streets  just  after  4  o^clock;  J  don^t  remember  exactly  when  it  wis. 

Q.  How  did  you  make  the  engagement  with  him  ? — A.  I  wrote. 

Q.  Did  you  address  the  letter  to  his  house  or  to  the  offioe  ? — A.  I  addressed  it 
tc  his  office. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  copy  of  that  letter  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  keep  a  copy  of  let- 
ters. 

Q.  When  you  met  him  at  that  time  and  told  him  that  you  wanted  him  to  keep 
his  promise  to  get  you  promoted,  what  did  he  say  ? — A.  He  said  he  would  do  it 
as  soon  as  he  could ;  that  there  were  no  messengersiiips  vacant  just  then,,  but  just 
as  soon  as  one  was  vacant  he  would  see  if  he  could  not  get  it  for  me,  and  was  very 
conjQdent  that  he  could. 

Q.  After  this  you  were  promoted,  were  you  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  after  this? — A.  I  think  it  was  about  a  month,  about  the  middle 
of  June,  I  believe,  probably  the  1st  of  June;  I  don't  remember  exactly,  but  I 
have  got  the  appointment;  I  think  though  it  was  the  15th  of  June. 

Q.  Did  j[Ou  pay  him  any  more  money? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not  ask  any  more  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  saw  him  after  this  advertisement  was  inserted  in  the  Star  did 
you  toll  him  that  you  were  willing  to  pay  $200  to  get  a  place,  or  how  did  the  con- 
versation in  relation  to  the  matter  begin  ? — A.  Well,  I  showed  him  that  letter 
and  asked  him  if  he  was  the  man  who  wrote  it  and  sent  it  to  me.  He  said  he 
was.  That  was  in  the  corridor ;  and  he  says  **  Ck)me  in,"  and  took  me  into  a  lit- 
tle back  room,  a  little  anteroom  am)arently ,  back  of  the  office  in  which  he  was 
working,  the  Internal  Revenue  Office,  adjoining  that,  and  said  that  he  would 
see  what  he  could  do ;  said  that  one  of  his  sons  or  daughters  called  his  attention 
to  the  advertisement  in  the  Star ;  said  that  he  knew  Mr.  Raum  all  his  life,  was 
a  sort  of  a  servant ;  said  he  knew  them  very  well— was  raised  up  with  them,  and 
that  he  thought  he  could  get  me  a  place  down  there ;  asked  me  if  I  would  like 
to  go  in  the  Pension  Office.  I  told  him,  Yes ;  I  didn't  care  where  I  went.  Dur- 
ing that  conversation  he  said  he  would  get  me  a  place  at  $70.  After  I  could  not 
get  the  $70  place  I  wanted  him  to  take  a  little  less  than  $200,  and  he  said,  No: 
that  was  my  proposition,  to  give  $200,  and  he  could  not  take  anj  less ;  and  we 
went  up  to  the  Pension  Office  that  evening.  That  was  the  evening  we  went  to 
see  Mr.  Raum. 

Q.  He  didn't  advise  you  not  to  pay  $200  for  a  place,  did  he  ;  didn't  tell  you  it 
was  foolish  to  do  it  ? — A.  Oh^  no ;  no,  sir.  I  asked  him  if  he  could  not  do  it  for 
less  than  $200.  He  said  no ;  it  was  my  proposition,  and  that  he  could  not  do  it 
for  less  than  that. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Raum  frequently  since  then  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  haven't 
seen  him  very  frequently.  I  have  seen  him  passing  through  the  office,  but  I  have 
only  been  in  his  office  when  I  was  promoted.  I  went  in  there  to  get  the  promo- 
tion. 

Q.  The  promotion  was  handed  to  you  there,  was  it? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  not  sent  to  you  through  Straciian? — A.  No,  sir  ;  and  I  never  had 
any  conversation  v^ith  Mr.  Raum  at  all. 

Q.  You  never  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Raum  since  that  time  you  were 
introduced? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  met  Raum  outside  of  the  office  anywhere? — A.  Never  have;  have 
seen  him  on  the  street,  on  Sunday,  I  believe. 

Q.  But  you  have  never  met  him  ? — A.  Never  met  him ;  no,  sir ;  and  never 
spoke  to  him  outside  of  the  office. 

Q.  You  have  been  in  the  habit,  haven't  you,  Mr.  Smith,  of  going  to  the  house 
or  boarding  place,  whichever  it  is,  of  Mr.  Arthur,  who  was  employed  in  the 
Indian  Office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  been  there  frequently  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  meet  Mr.  Raum  there? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  his  going  there  ? — A.  Never  did. 

Q.  Never  heard  Mr.  Arthur  say  anything  about  his  going  there? — A.  Never 
did ;  never  heard  him  say  anything  about  Mr.  Raum  in  my  life. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  Strachan  last;  about  how  long  ? — A.  About  the  15th  of 
last  month. 

Q.  The  15th  of  last  month? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  s  je  him  then  ? — A.  I  met  him  on  the  corner  of  Seventh  and 
F  streets. 

Q.  That  seems  to  have  been  the  favorite  place  of  meeting  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  him  then  by  appointment  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What  was  the  object  of  that  appointment  ?— A.  That  brings  on  another 
tatter,  and  I  will  tell  you  all  about  it.  Some  time  in  November  Strachan  came 
»  zne ;  I  was  working  the  record  division  then :  he  came  there  and  called  mo 
p  and  said  that  he  was  in  a  little  trouble ;  that  ne  had  a  bank  note  to  pay,  and 
anted  to  know  if  I  could  not  help  him.  He  said  he  w  ould  see  that  I  did  not  loso 
lything  by  it  if  I  would  help  him  to  pay  the  note.  Then  he  showed  me  the 
>te,  but  he  could  renew  it  for  three  months.  I  told  him  I  had  no  money ;  that 
had  just  been  home  and  could  not  help  him  at  all  then,  but  I  might  after  awhile; 
id  he  said,  well,  he  would  have  it  renewed  for  three  months,  and  then  if  I  could 
sip  him  that  I  would  not  lose  anything  by  it ;  said  that  I  would  be  getting  $1,200 
r  SI  ,400  soon,  and  that  he  would  see  to  it ;  and  just  before  the  three  months  ran 
It  he  wrote  to  me  to  meet  him,  and  he  called  at  my  house. 
Q.  This  interview  of  which  you  sx>eak,  at  which  he  showed  you  the  note  and 
iked  you  to  help  him  was  three  months  before  the  15th  of  last  month,  was  it  ? — 
..  Yes,  sir :  it  was  in  November.  I  think  it  was  probably  the  latter  part  of 
[orember,  but  the  note  was  due  that  time  that  I  had  the  conversation  witn  him. 

Q.  You  say  that  he  showed  you  the  note ;  did  you  notice  who  the  maker  of  the 
ote  was,  who  signed  the  note,  whose  name  was  at  the  bottom  of  it  ? — A.  Mr. 
Cauin*8  name  was  on  the  note. 

Q.  Then  it  was  Raum'S  note,  was  it? — A.  It  seemed  to  me  that  it  was  Mr. 
Eaum's  note,  young  Raum's,  and  that  Strachan  had  stood  security,  had  indorsed 
he  note.  It  was  due,  as  well  as  I  remember,  and  I  am  pretty  sure,  the  1st  of 
anuary,  and  then  he  renewed  it  for  three  months,  which  made  it  some  time  in 
Lpril.  It  was  due  the  llth,  I  think,  or  12th,  and  then  he  had  three  days  more 
o  run ;  and  he  told  me  if  I  could  do  anything  in  that  matter  to  let  him  know, 
hat  the  thing  would  be  due  in  a  few  days. 

Q.  Have  you  the  letter  that  he  wrote  to  you? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  got  it  with  you  ? 

Witness  produces  the  letter,  written  on  official  paper  of  the  Intemal-Bevenue 
>fBce,  dat^  December  1, 1890,  as  follows: 

Treasury  Departbibnt,       • 
Office  of  Internal  Revenub, 

Washingtouy  Dec.  i,  1890. 
N.  P.  Smith  Ksqs 

Mt  D^r  Friend  I  call  to  see  vou  on  Thanksgiving  Day    I  was  sorrv  you  was 
tot  in    I  want  to  see  you  on  a  little  bisness  Important  to  me  &  you    Pleas  drop 
ae  a  few  lines  an  &  Say  where  &  when  I  can  meet  you  &  have  a  talk. 
Respectfully  I  am  your  Friend 

BOBT.  Strachan. 

Envelope i>ostmarked  "Washington,  Dec.  1,  W.  *l  p.  m."  Addressed :  "Mr. 
N.  P.  Smith'1225  8.  St  Washington  D.  C." 

Q.  You  answered  this  letter  making  an  engagement  with  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  met  him  in  pursuance  of  that  engagement  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  this  meeting  take  place  ?— A.  That  was  also  at  the  corner  of 
>eventh  and  F  streets. 

Q.  On  the  street,  or  in  some  house? — A.  Right  on  the  street. 

Q.  What  took  place  at  that  interview  ?— A.  I  told  him  that  I  thought  that  I 
lad  paid  him  very  well  for  what  he  had  done  for  me,  and  that  I  did  not  consider 
nyself  as  under  any  obligations  to  him ;  that  I  was  no  millionaire  and  had  no 
noney  to  give  away,  and  unless  he  could  give  me  some  assurance  of  receiving 
he  value  of  my  money  that  I  could  not  help  him.  He  had  told  me  before  that 
L  would  be  promoted,  and  I  told  him  if  he  would  guarantee  my  promotion  to 
11,200  inside  of  a  year— I  said  it  took  influence  to  get  a  promotion  and  I  hadn't 
my — and  I  said  If  he  would  guarantee  my  promotion  within  a  year  I  would  pay 
ISO  on  the  note,  and  he  said  he  would  not  promise  me  until  he  saw  Green  and 
saw  whether  it  could  be  done ;  and  he  saw  Green  and  wrote  that  (the  following 
etter) : 

Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 

Washingtjon^  Mar,  19, 1891, 
W,  P.  Smith  Esqs 

My  Dear  Friend  On  the  12  day  of  Apriel  that  matter  of  which  I  spoak  to 
^ou  about  will  have  to  be  attended  too  Can  you  do  anny  thing  in  the  matter 
Pleas  let  me  hear  from  you 

Respectfully  Host  Strachan 

Enyelope  postmarked  ''Washington,  D.  C, Mar.  19.  6.30PM 2"  Addroaa^^X 
^*  W.  P.  Smith  Esq  Pension  Bureau  WaBbingrton  D.  C«" 
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Q.  This  letter  is  dated  March  19, 1S91.  In  this  letter  he  states  that  the  nukt- 
ter  will  have  to  he  attended  to  hy  the  12th  of  April,  and  asks  if  you  cao  do  any- 
thing^ in  the  matter  to  let  him  hear  from  you.  Did  you  answer  this  letter?— A. 
I  wrote  to  him  and  told  him  that  I  would  see  him  between  then  and  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him?— A.  I  saw  him  on  the  15th;  no.  I  saw  him  before  that  and 
asked  him  if  he  would  guarantee  my  promotion  to  $1,200  within  a  year,  and  he 
said  he  would  see  Green  and  if  it  could  be  done  that  he  would  do  it;  that  he 
would  not  tell  me  anv  lie  about  it,  if  he  could  hot  do  it  he  would  not  take  a  cent: 
said  that  I  had  paid  him  very  well  for  what  he  had  done  for  me.  I  suppose  he 
saw  Green ;  he  said  it  was  all  right. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  any  money?; — A.  I  gave  him  the  $50.  Mr.  Johnson  knows 
about  that  too. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  the  money  ? — A.  I  saved  the  money  myself. 

Q.  It  was  money  that  you  saved  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Strachan  since  then?— A.  No,  sir ;  I  called  to  see  him  the 
night  I  had  S3en  you,  but  he  was  not  at  home. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  other  transactions  with  Strachan  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  that  is 
all. 

<|.  You  have  told  me  all  about  it  now,  have  you  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  all  that  I  can 
oall  to  mind  now. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  letters  from  Strachan? — A.  I  do  not  know  as  I  have; 
I  may  have  destroyed  one  or  two  of  his  letters. 

Q.  If  you  have  any  others  will  you  let  me  take  those  also  ?— A.  Here  is  the 
last  one  I  got  from  him,  April  15,  the  day  I  paid  him  the  money. 

Letter  produced  as  follows: 

Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 

Washingtonf  ApL  IS,  1891. 
W.  P.  Smith  Esqs 

My  Dear  Sir   I  saw  Parties  late  vesterday  Evening  an  Matters  All  Rite  PleaB 
meAtie  this  Evening  at  7  &  F.  at  4.30 
Respectfully 

B  Strong 

Envelope  addressed :  "W.  P.  Smith  Esq  Pension  Olfioe  Washington  D.  C* 

Q.  You  paid  him  the  money  when  you  met  him ;  you  met  him  in  aooordanoe 
with  his  request  in  this  letter  dated  April  15,  at  the  corner  of  Seventh  and  F,  at 
4:30  in  the  afternoon,  and  you  paid  him  the  $50  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  haven't 
seen  him  since  that  time.  Here  is  another  note  I  got  from  him.  I  made  an  en- 
gagement with  him  one  evening  and  could  not  go.  It  is  all  about  the  same 
matter. 

The  letter  produced  is  as  follows : 

Treasury  Department', 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 

Washington,  Dec,  t,  1S90 

Mr.  SiOTH  I  went  to  the  Cot  of  7  &Fbut  could  not  leave  the  office  till  4  30  or 
neear  it  Ide  gone  to  your  home  but  did  Not  think  you  ware  their  Name  a 
nuther  Place  &  time 

Strong 

Envelope  addressed :  "Mr  W.  P.  Smith  No  1225  8  St  Washington  D.  G." 

Q.  He  seems  to  have  used  you  for  all  your  place  was  worthy— A.  Yes,  sir ;  but 
he  did  what  he  said  he  would  do. 

Q.  But  you  are  out  $50  now  on  an  unfulfilled  promise  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  letters  from  Strachan  in  relation  to  the  payment  of  the  $200?— 
A.  No,  sir  ;  because  I  paid  him  that  right  down.  About  that  application  and 
Its  being  sworn  to  before  a  notary  public,  Mr.  Johnson  says  that  he  told  you  that 
both  of  us  went  and  had  it  done. 

Mr.  Lyman.  That  is  what  he  said. 

Mr.  Smith.  I  did  not  go ;  I  am  sure  I  didn't.  He  said  he  did  not  remember, 
but  after  I  had  told  him  he  did  it  he  said  there  was  no  swearing. 

Q.  You  knew  he  was  going  to  do  it,  did  n't  you  ?— A.  I  didn't  think  about  it  at  all, 
sir.  I  suppose  if  I  had  examined  the  thing  and  thought  it  over  I  would  have 
known  it;  of  course  I  cC)uld  not  help  but  have  known  it. 
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Q.  Do  you  want  to  say  anything  else  about  anjr  matter  that  we  have  talked 
about  y — A.  I  would  just  like  to  tell  you  why  I  denied  having  taken  that  examina- 
tion. I  did  it  just  simply  to  save  my  friend,  Mr.  Johnson.  I  didn't  care  about 
myself,  because  I  knew  it  was  all  up  with  me,  and  I  didn't  want  to  bring  him 
into  it. 

(Note. — The  four  letters  produced  by  Smith,  purporting  to  have  been  written 
by  Strachan,  are  all  in  the  same  handwriting.) 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  wanted  to  inqnire  if  you  knew  an3rthing  of  any  aflS- 
davits  being  filed  there,  either  before  yourself  or  Gen.  Bussey  or  Mr. 
Chandler,  by  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  preferring  charges  against 
young  Mr.  KaumT 

Secretary  Noble.  I  went  to  Hot  Spiings,  as  I  say,  on  account  of  my 
physical  condition,  and  I  do  not  know  anything  personal  about  it,  but 
I  will  say  I  understood  there  were  some  subsequent  charges  made. 

Mr.  Patson.  You  mean  after  his  connection  with  the  Bureau  had 
ceased,  subsequent  to  May  9th  T 

Secretary  Noble.  About  a  week  elapsed  between  the  time  I  ordered 
this  resignation  and  the  time  it  was  given,  and  during  that  time  I  was 
not  present  in  the  Department.  Now,  whether  these  subsequent  mat- 
ters occurred  in  that  period  I  am  not  sure.    My  impression  is  they  did. 

Mr.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.  I  think  Mr.  Enloe  has  reference  to  affi- 
davits filed  inore  recently,  and  by  Messrs.  Engle  and  Howard,  of  the 
Pension  Office,  in  Septemoer  or  October.  These  are  now  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Secretary  Noble.  Who  is  the  gentleman  who  spoke t 

A  BYSTANDER.  That  is  Mr.  Eaum,  jr. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Eaum.  This  is  the  first  time 
I  have  ever  seen  him. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  understand  from  Mr.  Baum's  statement  there  are  some 
affidavits  on  file  in  your  office,  filed  by  Messrs.  Engle  and  Howard! 

Secretary  Noble.  There  were  some  affidavits  filed  a  long  time  after 
Mr.  Eaum  ceased  to  be  connected  with  the  office 

Mr.  Enloe.  Gould  you  furnish  this  committee  with  copies  of  those 
affidavits! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  later. 

Mr.  Little.  What  length  of  time  was  given  Mr.  Eaum,  jr.,  to  resign 
after  you  had  determined  you  had  sufficient  cause  for  his  resignation! 
How  much  time  did  you  give  him! 

Secretary  Noble.  My  orders  when  I  left  the  office — I  was  on  the  eve 
of  departure  when  this  thing  sprung  up — my  orders  were  to  require  his 
resignation  in  a  day  or  two.  I  have  forgotten  the  exact  date,  but  it 
was  within  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  Enloe.  These  affidavits  would  have  been  filed  in  your  absence 
with  Gen.  Bussey  or  Mr.  Chandler! 

Secretary  Chandler.  Yes,  sir;  the  Assistant  Secretary  has  more 
immediate  charge  of  the  pension  business.  It  is  necessary  in  the  De- 
partment there,  having  eight  bureaus  in  it,  to  give  each  Assistant  Sec- 
retary supervision  over  a  particular  portion,  and  Assistant  Secretary 
Bussey  has  more  immediate  control  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  among 
others. 

Mr.  Little.  I  understood  the  Secretary  to  say  originally  when  he 
determined  to  require  this  resignation  that  he  gave  sufficient  time  for 
liiin  to  find  other  occupation.  I  want  to  ascertain  how  much  time  he 
gave. 
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Secretary  Noble,  I  think  it  was  twenty  or  thirty  days;  I  do  not 
speak  by  the  book,  but  that  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  what  date  his  resignation  actnally  took 
effect  f 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  I  have  got  that  here;  let  me  see.  [Ex- 
amining papers.]  His  resignation  took  effect  on  June  15, 1891,  accord- 
ing to  memoranda  famished  me  by  the  appointment  clerk. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  length  of  time  were  you  absent,  Mr.  Secretaryt 
Do  you  remember  f     What  is  the  date  of  the  charges  there  f 

Secretary  Noble.  The  date  of  the  examination  and  report  by  Mi. 
Lyman,  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  was  May  9,  1891,  and  that 
came  to  me  some  time  after  that. 

Mr.  LiND.  Ms^  I  ask  a  qnestion  at  this  point f  Is  it  castomary,  Mr. 
Secretary,  in  your  office  to  give  an  employ^  who  resigns  the  unexpired 
leave  at  the  tune  of  the  resignation! 

Secretary  Koble.  It  is. 

Mr.  LiND.  Not  exceeding  thirty  days! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  given  any  person  leave 
exceeding  thirty  days.    This  is  castomary. 

Mr.  LiND.  There  was  no  different  rule,  or  rather  that  was  all  that  was 
done  in  this  case  substantially  1 

Secretary  Noble.  That  was  my  understanding.  I  gave  him  leave  of 
absence  before  his  resignation  took  effect. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Mr.  Secretary,  I  desire  to  know  the  fact  whether  Mr. 
Oreen  B.  Baum,  jr.,  after  these  accusations  were  made  against  him,  had 
any  notice  from  your  Department  or  any  opportunity  to  answer  the 
statements  made  against  him  previous  to  the  time  when  his  resignation 
took  effect! 

Secretary  Noble.  No. 

Mr.  Little.  I  would  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  a  rule  of  the  Depart- 
ment when  a  clerk  resigns  by  order,  to  use  the  Secretary's  definition, 
whether  he  is  entitled  to  thirty  days  the  same  as  a  person  who  resigns 
by  his  own  free  will. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  have  not  had  many  such  cases,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  rule  about  it.  I  have  explained  why  I  did  it  in  this 
case. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  a  mfktter  within  your  discretion,  as  you  regard 
it,  that  an  order  for  a  resignation  made  peremptorily  to  take  immediate 
effect  did  not  carry  with  it  leave  of  absence,  but  you  could  grant  a  leave 
of  absence  with  the  resignation  to  take  effect  in  so  many  daysl 

Secretary  Noble.  On  this  occasion  I  took  some  responsibilily.  I 
believe  there  might  be  some  criticism  about  it,  but  the  man  being  a 
young  man  I  was  willing  to  let  him  go  out  under  such  conditions,  and 
I  took  the  responsibilty. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  would  like  to  inquire  why  the  matter  was  not  investi- 
gated in  the  office  before  Mr.  Baum  retired  from  officef 

Secretary  Noble.  Because  I  thought  the  charge  was  of  such  a  char- 
acter, affected  the  service  so  deeply,  and  because  an  examination  had 
been  made  by  a  Bureau  of  the  Government,  and  brought  to  me  by  one 
of  its  officers  and  the  statement  therein  contained  was  apparently 
truthful,  that  I  desired  to  rid  myself  of  that  question  at  once. 

Mr.  Patson.  Without  investigating  the  question  as  a  matter  offiEictf 

Secretary  Noble.  I  thought  the  good  of  the  service  demanded  he 
should  go,  and  I  sent  him. 

Mr.  ENLOEk  Did  you  have  any  conversation  or  conmmnication  with 
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he  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  reference  to  this  matter  while  the 
nestion  of  his  resignation  was  pending! 

Secretary  Nobl.b^  Not  a  word, 

Mr.  ENiiOE.  I  believe  yon  stated  yonr  action  was  based  entirely  on 
his  paper,  without  reference  to  the  second  set  of  charges  to  which  al- 
osion  has  been  madef 

Secretary  I^oblb.  What  is  thati 

Mr.  ENL.OK.  Without  regard  to  any  additional  charges  which  may 
lave  been  filed  with  the  Assistant  Secretary  f 

Secretary  ]^obls.  I  acted  on  the  insta^ut,  you  may  say. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  there  any  suggestion  made  in  this  communication 
f  the  Civil  Service  Commission  in  regard  to  the  propriety  of  instituting 
proceedings  by  the  court  against  Mr.  Baum,  jr.1 

Mr.  Payson.  I  suppose  the  paper  will  show  for  itself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  get  his  opinion  of  the  paper  as  we  go  along ;  we 
lave  not  got  time  at  present  to  read  this  paper. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  they  looked  to  me  to  take  care  of  Mr.  Baum, 
jid  they  would  take  care  of  the  more  immediate  offense  against  their 
bureau.  I  think,  however,  and  I  may  say,  I  know  that  proceedings 
rere  commenced,  out  they  were  not  commenced  by  me  against  Mr.  Baum. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Now^  I  wish  to  ask  you  the  question  as  to  who  filed  these 
affidavits  against  Mr.  Baum,  which  were  filed  later,  in  October,  perhaps. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  state  that  to  you  partly. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  would  like  to  know  what  you  remember  there. 

Mr.  Patson.  Excuse  me  a  moment  right  there.  1  desire  to  submit 
it  the  proper  time  and  emphasize  what  I  said  yesterday,  that  I  repre- 
sent the  Commissioner  here,  but  I  shall  make  no  objections  of  any  tech- 
tical  character,  but  I  shall  insist,  if  the  occasion  arises,  that  what  may 
lave  occurred  with  reference  to  charges  against  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  long 
kfter  his  connection  with  the  Department  had  ceased,  is  entirely  foreign 
inless  coupled  with  the  statement  made  by  the  prosecutor  that  he  in 
^ood  faith  exx)ects  to  connect  the  Commissioner  with  it.  If  he  makes 
hat  statement,  I  shall  not  interpose  an  objection  now.  It  is,  however, 
[uite  clear  to  me  in  this  investigation  that  whatever  occurred  or  any 
bction  taken  by  any  person  after  Mr.  Baum,  jr.'s  connection  with  the 
Department  ceased,  has  nothing  to  do  and  is  entirely  foreign  to  this  ex- 
amination. The  Secretary  says  these  affidavits  are  under  his  control 
fcnd  he  is  ready  and  will  produce  them  to  the  committee.  When  they 
lave  presented  this  matter,  it  may  again  come  in  later;  but  at  the  pres- 
ent I  think  it  is  entirely  improper  to  ask  the  substance  of  an  affidavit 
>T  affidavits,  when  the  affidavit  itself  will  be  probably  shown  to  the 
^mmittee. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  care  about  his  repeating  the  substance  of  the 
affidavit  because  the  affidavits  themselves  may  be  produced  before  the 
committee;  but  he  made  a  suggestion  in  which  I  was  willing  to 
icquiesce,  that  he  might  repeat  the  subst.ance,  and  I  would  like  to  know 
•ight  now  what  the  substance  of  the  affidavits  were. 

Mr.  Payson.  This  is  going  into  the  record,  and  of  course  the  best 
mdence  is  writing. 

Mr.  Enloe.  By  these  affidavits  I  expect  to  show  in  this  examina- 
lon,  as  you  will  see  ft-om  the  course  of  the  examination,  that  I  think  I 
jrill  connect  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  with  the  filing  of  these  affi- 
iavite  and  the  result  following  the  filing  of  the  affidavits.  (To  Secre- 
:ary  l^oble.)  Do  your  remember  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who 
dgned  those  affidavits  f 

Secretary  Noble.  I  will  tell  you  now  the  fact  as  I  can  now  recall  it. 
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As  I  remember,  it  was  a  long  time  after  the  matter  I  have  already 
spoken  of,  after  Mr.  Baom,  jr.,  had  ceased  to  be  connected  with  the 
service  in  our  Department.  I  was  told  one  day  when  I  was  in  my 
office  that  there  were  two  men  ont  in  the  hall  who  wanted  to  tell  me 
something  about  the  Pension  Bureau,  and  I  said:  ^'Let  them  come  in." 
They  came  in.  Their  names  were  Howard  and  Engle,  and  they  were 
both  at  the  time  employes  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  and  when  they  came 
in  I  invited  them  to  sit  down  and  tell  me  what  they  had  to  say,  and 
they  began  to  tell  me  about  Mr.  Baum 

Mr.  Payson.  The  young  man. 

Secretary  Koble.  The  young  m!an,  of  coarse,  having  demanded  some 
money  of  them  for  some  kind  of  service  he  wanted  to  render  them,  and 
I  immediately  said  to  them:  <<Now,  men,  I  can  not  take  an  oral  state- 
ment on  matters  of  such  importance  as  this,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  hear 
anything,  and  I  think  you  had  better  make  me  an  affidavit,  as  I  will 
not  receive  any  statement  except  under  oath."  I  stated:  ^'If  yon 
choose  to  do  that,  you  can  do  sp;  if  you  do  not,  you  can  let  it  go."  I 
did  not  care  to  go  into  a  mere  talk  about  this.  They  said  they  would 
send  me  the  affidavits,  and  with  that  that  interview  substantially  ended. 
I  did  not  go  into  an  extended  statement  upon  that.  They  went  off  and 
I  did  not  hear  of  them  for  a  number  of  days.  Finally  they  sent  me 
each  one  an  affidavit.  I  think  that  is  the  substance  of  it.  Of  course  I 
can  not  detail  the  whole  of  it,  but  I  will  furnish  you  a  copy  of  it  as 
soon  as  I  can  have  it  transcribed. 

The  following  copies  of  affidavits  were  offered  in  evidence: 

On  this  17th  day  of  September,  1891,  at  Washington,  D.  C,  personally  ap- 
peared before  me  James  G.  Engle,  who  being  first  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says, 
that  while  in  the  United  States  service  during  the  late  war,  he  received  five 
wounds  (May  20,  18(>4)  two  of  which  caused  the  amputation  of  his  left  arm. 

That  in  February,  1871,  he  was  appointed  to  a  clerkship  of  class  1.  in  the 
United  States  Pension  Office^  and  was  dismissed  about  April,  1890,  wnlle  as- 
sistant chief  of  the  record  division  of  said  office. 

That  he  has  never  been  ofiioially  informed  as  to  the  cause  or  caiises  of  hiB 
dismissal,  but  believes  that  it  was  due  to  false  charges  preferred  by  one  Theo- 
dore Smith,  formerly  chief  of  division,  and  William  T.  Ford,  now  assistant c  )ie! 
of  division  of  said  office,  in  connection  with  an  anonymous  communication,  sent, 
without  doubt,  through  the  instrumentality  of  said  Smith  and  Ford,  to  the  wife 
of  the  pr  sent  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

That  since  the  removal  of  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  from  the  Pension  Office,  this 
afflant  has  had  frequent  interviews  with  him  relative  to  his  (affiant's)  dismissal, 
and  has  been  told  by  the  said  Mr.  Raum  that  a  short  time  after  said  dismissal 
he  (Raum)  became  satisfied  that  the  charges  causing  the  same  were  groundless. 

That,  upon  one  occasion  during  the  month  of  August,  1891,  this  affiant,  while 
in  conversation  with  Mr.  Raum  relative  to  the  matter,  obtained  from  him  the 
promise  that,  in  view  of  the  fact  of  his  knowint^  that  affiant  had  been  wrong- 
fully dismissed,  ho  (Raum)  would  endeavor  to  use  his  influence  with  his  father, 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  have  affiant  promoted  to  the  grade  of  clerk- 
ship he  held  when  dismissed,  he  having  been  reappointed  some  three  months 
after  said  dismissal  to  a  clerkship  of  a  lower  grade. 

That,  on  or  ab  )iit  September  4, 1891,  affiant  received  a  telephone  message  from 
the  said  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  to  meet  him  on  the  corner  of  Ninth  and  F  streets, 
NW.*,  which  request  affiant  complied  with,  at  which  time  Mr.  Raum  suggested 
that  as  he  had  promised  todo  this  atHant  a  ''  favor"  by  having  him  *'  promoted,** 
he  (Raum)  would  like  to  have  said  favor  returned  by  the  loan  of  $M)  for  a  few 
days. 

That  affiant  informed  Mr.  Raum,  that  while  he  had  just  drawn  his  x>en8ioii 
money,  he  could  not  afford  to  spare  the  amount  requested. 

The  promotion  referred  to  has  not  been  received. 

That  one  Horace  G.  Stover  of  the  said  Pension  Office  had  been  on  duty  as  a 
special  examiner  in  the  field,  but  was,  upon  a  recent  date  recalled.  That  it  was 
a  current  rumor  in  said  office  that  the  said  Stover  had  stated  he  would  again  be 
returned  t:>  duty  in  the  field,  through  the  agency  of  the  said  Theodore  Smith. 
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That  on  or  about  Friday,  September  11, 1891,  while  afBant  and  Maj.  Edward 
Howard  of  said  office  were  standing  near  the  entrance  to  the  rooms  of  the  special 
examination  division  of  the  Pension  Office,  in  which  division  they  are  employed, 
they  both  saw  the  said  Smith  meet  the  said  Stover,  the  latter  handing  the  former, 
what  was  without  doubt,  a  roll  of  bills  (money).  That  about  September  14„  1891, 
some  three  days  after  thisoGcurrenoe,an  order  was  issued  sending  Uie  said  Stover 
to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  as  special  examiner. 

James  E.  Enole, 
Late  Brevet  Captahiy  (Jompany  J,  Ntnet^Beventh  Pennaylvania  Valunteera. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  17th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1891. 
[SEAJU]  BBNJ.  F.  Carey, 

Notary  PubUc. 


Edward  Howard,  beinpf  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  is  an  employ^  of 
the  Pension  Bureau,  assigned  to  duty  in  the  special  examination  division ;  that 
he  was  formerly  on  duty  as  special  examiner  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  and  was  re- 
called at  his  own  written  request ;  that  in  August  last,  for  family  reasons,  he 
desired  to  be  again  sent  to  the  field,  and  meeting  Mr.  Green  B.  Kaum,  jr.,  at 
lunch,  asked  him  to  speak  to  the  honorable  Commissioner  of  Pensions  on  his 
behadf ,  which  he  said  ne  would  do. 

On  September  4,  about  11  a.  m.,  he  (deponent)  was  approached  by  Mr.  J.  E. 
Engle,  wno  wished  to  borrow  from  deponent  $50,  to  loMi  to  Mr.  Green  B.  Raum, 
jr.,  whom,  Engle  stated,  had  promised  to  have  him  promoted  to  $1,800.  This  loan 
deponent  refused.  At  about  12:30  p.  m.  of  the  same  day,  while  going  to  lunch 
on  G  street,  deponent  was  stopped  oy  Green  ,B.  Raum,  jr.,  who  stated  that  de- 
ponent had  asked  him  to  do  a  favor  (viz,  to  get  deponent  sent  to  the  field  as 
special  examiner),  and  in  return  he  wanted  deponent  to  loan  him  $50,  and  asked 
deponent  to  meet  him  with  the  money  at  northwest  corner  of  Franklin  Square, 
at  7:30  p.  m.,  but  afterwards  asked  him  to  send  it  to  room  59,  Loan  and  Trust 
building,  F  street. 

Deponent  did  not  loan  him  the  money. 

On  Friday,  the  11th  instant,  or  Saturday,  the  12th  instant,  while  in  the  corri- 
dor of  the  special  examination  division,  in  company  with  Mr.  Engle,  deponent 
saw  Mr.  H.  C.  Stover  meet  Mr.  Theodore  Smith,  and  hand  to  said  Smith  a  roll, 
as  deponent  believes,  bank  notes.  At  that  time  said  Smith  and  Stover  were  not 
10  yards  from  them.  On  Monday  said  Stover  was  again  sent  to  the  field  as  special 
examiner. 

Edward  Howabd. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  18th  day  of  September,  1891. 
[seal.]  Georoe  J.  Bond, 

Notary  Public^ 

Mr.  ETOiOE.  I  would  like  to  ask  yon  if  it  is  customary  with  you,  as 
Secretary,  you  having  charge  of  the  Pension  Office,  to  ask  your  em- 
ployes there,  who  may  have  any  information  bearing  upon  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Pension  Office,  to  communicate  such  facts  to  youl 

Secretary  Noble.  It  is  not.  I  do  not  invite  that  kind  of  knowledge, 
or  information,  I  had  better  say. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  discourage  itt 

Secretary  Xoble.  I  do  not.  I  did  not  know  that  these  men  were  in 
the  Pension  Office  until  they  came  in  and  told  me  so.  I  am  the  <<  com- 
municator," as  you  may  say,  between  the  Bureau  and  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive,  and  administer  the  business  of  the  office,  and  I  can  say  all  knowl- 
edge that  comes  to  me  of  one  kind  and  another  and  one  way  and 
another,  and  I  received  this  information  just  as  I  have  told  you,  and  it 
was  formulated  in  these  affidavits.  My  disposition,  as  far  as  that  is 
concerned,  if  that  makes  any  diflference  in  this  investigation,  is  to  do 
iust  what  a  man  would  do  in  his  own  business — receive  everything  that 
comes  and  sift  it,  and  what  I  think  valuable  I  act  on,  and  what  I  think 
is  chaff  I  throw  aside.  It  takes  a  pretty  active  man  to  run  eight 
Bureaus  in  that  way,  but  I  try  to  do  it. 
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Mr.  Enloe,  To  go  back  a  little,  Mr,  Secretary,  do  yon  know  whether 
or  not  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  when  you  demanded  the  resigna- 
tion of  Green  B.  Banm,  jr.,  appealed  to  the  President  to  intervene  for 
the  p^rotection  of  his  soni 

Secretary  !Nobl£.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  never  heard  of  it  if  he 
did,  and  I  have  forgotten  it  if  I  ever  heard  of  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yonr  attention  was  not  called  to  the  matter  at  the  time 
by  tiie  President! 

Secretary  Koble.  Fo;  when  yon  say  "csJled,''  I  may  have  talked 
with  him  as  I  have  talked  with  him  very  freely  about  my  Department, 
and  it  may  have  come  up,  but  I  do  not  remember  that  I  did.  It  never 
affected  me,  and  I  went  on  my  course  without  anybody  interrupting  or 
interfering  with  me. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  these  gentlemen  who  were 
supposed  to  have  famished  information  to  you  were  subsequently  dis- 
charged from  the  Pension  Office,  any  or  aJl  of  them  f 

Mr.  Payson.  You  refer  now  to  Howard  and  Euglel 

Mr.  Enloe.  To  Howard  and  Engle  or  anybody  who  made  a  conunn- 
nication. 

Secretary  Noble.  That  matter  took  this  form:  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  being 
out  of  the  service,  and  these  charges  being  a  little  on  the  same  order  as 
the  one  I  had  acted  on  previously  in  his  case,  I  felt  that  the  Commifi- 
sioner  ought  to  be  told  that  this  thing  existed;  at  least  that  this  charge 
was  made^  so  I  asked  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey,  who,  as  I  have  be- 
fore explained,  is  more  particularly  connected  with  the  Pension  Bureau, 
to  tell  it  to  the  Commissioner,  or  go  and  say  to  him  that  I  thought  he 
ought  to  look  into  this  matter,  which  was  beyond  my  control  as  far  as 
young  Baum  was  concerned;  and  I  think  I  may  say  properly  that  Sec- 
retary Bussey  informed  me  that  he  had  done  so.  Thereupon  the  Com- 
missioner took  a  position  against  these  two  employes  and  another  man 
by  the  name  of  Taylor,  who  was  a  special  examiner  in  the  Pension 
Bureau,  and  insisted  that  they  should  be  removed,  and  he  produced, 
or  at  least  there  were  produced — I  do  not  know  whether  he  produced 
them  or  young  Baum  produced  them — a  number  of  other  affidavits  in 
coDuection  with  these  same  men,  countercharges,  and  thereupon  there 
was  a  good  deal  of  a  case  made  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Will  you  produce  these  alsot 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes;  and  I  found  the  charge  of  the  two  men  who 
came  to  me  and  whose  amdavits  I  had  received,  and  a  man  by  the  name 
of  Taylor. 

The  following  are  the  papers  referred  to: 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  fi,  IS91. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior : 

Sm:  We  have  been  informed  by  the  honorable  Commissioner  of  Pensions  that 
in  a  recent  interview  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey  stated  that  certain  statements 
had  been  made  to  the  Dapartment,  formulating  the  following  charge  against  us: 

That  we  had  combined  and  confederated  together  for  the  purpose  of  controlling 
the  appointments  and  promotions  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  as  a  means  of  private 
gain;  that  the  place  of  rendezvous  for  our  unlawful  meetings  was  the  house  of 
the  undersigned  William  C.  Carroll,  where,  it  is  alleged,  the  plans  were  laid  for 
the  appointment  and  promotion  of  certain  people  who  were  willing  to  pay  for 
that  service,  and  that  in  pursuance  of  this  unlawful  combination,  letters  were 
secured  from  the  heads  of  the  proper  divisions  recommending  the  promotion  of 
such  parsons,  and  upon  these  letters  of  recommendation  the  favorable  action  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  were  secured. 

Your  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  at  the  time  this  charge  was  made  the 
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igned,  William  C.  Carroll,  was  assi^ed  to  duty  in  connection  with  the 
tment  division  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  the  undersigned,  H.  E.  Linea- 
%  was  the  stenographer  at  the  desk  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
ihe  undersigned  Theodore  Smith  and  Green  B.  Kaum,  jr.,  i^ere  tiot  con- 
with  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  any  capacity. 

itate  to  you  in  the  broadest  terms  that  this  charge  is  absolutely  false  in 
[MurticuLar.  We  have  no  doubt  that  it  has  been  preferred  by  some  evil- 
1  person  or  persons  who  have  endeavored  to*  injure  us  and  bring  odium 
he  appointees  of  the  Bureau  and  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  as 
;  to  bring  the  genercd  administration  of  the  Bureau  into  reproach  before 
mtry. 

have  already  on  file  in  the  Department  sworn  statements  from  Maj.  Wil- 
.  Carroll  and  Mr.  Smith  si)ecincally  denying  this  charge  and  denoimcing 
itigators  as  perjurers. 

ire  unwilling  to  remain  silent  under  this  grievous  assault  upon  our  private 
ters,  and  we  respectfully  request  information  as  to  the^parson  or  persons 
*ing  the  charge  in  question,  and  that  we  be  brought  face  to  face  with  them 
ir  that  we  may  refute  it. 
/ery  respeotf  ullyi 

William  C.  Carroll. 

Theo.  Smith. 

Grben  B.  Raum,  Jr. 

H.  E.  lilNKA WEAVER. 


in  B.  Raum,  Jr.,  being  duly  sworn,  states  that  he  has  been  informed  that 

Engle  and Howard  have  made  a  statement  in  writing,  under  oath 

hich  statement  affiant  has  not  seen),  in  which  said  parties  seek  to  create 
pression  that  this  affiant,  for  a  money  consideration,  was  engaged  by  H. 
ver,  an  employ6  of  the  Pension  Office,  to  aid  him  in  securing  his  assign- 
is  a  special  examiner  in  the  field,  and  that  as  a  result  of  such  employment* 
>over  was  assigned  to  duty  at  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

sply  to  such  statements  this  affiant  characterizes  the  same  as  absolutely 
a  every  particular.  Said  Stover  never  at  any  time  either  directly  or  in- 
ly offered  to  pay  or  paid  this  affiant  any  sum  of  money  or  other  valuable 
whatever  for  any  purpose,  nor  did  Theodora  Smith  or  aiy  other  person 
or  after  Mr.  Stover  was  assigned  to  duty  in  the  field  pay  or  offer  to  pay 
mise  to  pay  this  affiant  because  of  any  service  or  supposed  service  that 
Sant  rendered  said  Stover  in  securing  his  assignment  to  the  field.  Nor 
ly  sum  of  money  ever  handed  to  or  conveyed  to  affiant  by  letter  or  other- 
>r  or  on  account  of  any  service  or  supposed  service  by  affiant  for  said 

* 

suggestion  that  there  has  been  any  financial  transaction  between  Mr. 
*  and  affiant  has  no  fact  whatever  to  rest  upon,  and  if  said  Engle  and  said 
-d  have  made  a  statement  under  oath  by  which  they  convey  the  idea  that 

has  been  guilty  of  any  misconduct  whatever  in  connection  with  the  as- 
ent  of  said  Stover  to  duty  in  the  field,  they  have  been  guilty  of  willful  and 
»t  false  swearing. 

Green  B.  Raum,  Jr. 

m  and  subecribed  to  before  me,  a  notary  public,  this  24th  day  of  Septem- 

391. 

J-.]  W.  P.  Thomas. 

m  B.  Raum,  jr.,  being  duly  sworn,  states  on  oath  that  he  has  understood 

Engle  and Howard,  clerks  in  the  Pension  Bureau,  have  made 

statements  in  writing  to  the  effect  that  said  Engle  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
:  a  promotion  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  said  Howard  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
:  an  assignment  as  a  special  examiner  in  the  field,  had  undertaken  to  secure, 

secured  a  promise  from  this  affiant  to  aid  them  respectively  in  securing 
>jectB  which  they  sought,  and  that  for  any  service  affiant  should  render 
in  that  behalf  he  was  to  raceive  a  money  consideration  from  either  or  both 
n.  In  reply  to  such  statements  of  said  Engle  and  Howard,  if  any  such 
lents  have  ever  been  made  by  them  under  oath,  affiant  says  that  he  never 

time  undertook,  or  agreed  with  either  of  said  parties  to  aid  them  or  either 
n  in  securing  a  promotion,  or  an  assignment  to  duty  in  the  field  as  a  spe- 
:aminer. 
dd  Engle  and  Howard,  or  either  of  them,  have  made  a  statement  as  above 
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set  foi  th  undo*  oath,  the  x)er8on  or  persons  making  said  statement  or  statementt 
were  guilty  of  willful  and  deliberate  false  swearing,  and  if  such  false  affidsTita 
have  been  made  by  them,  or  either  of  them,  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  injuring  the 
present  Ck)mmissioner  of  Pensions,  and  it  is  highly  probable  that  said  parties 
are  in  league  with  one  George  E.  Fleming  and  one  F.  M.  Taylor  as  conspiraton 
to  destroy  the  official  character  of  the  Commissioner,  and  my  name  is  brought 
into  the  connection  simplv  because  I  am  the  son  of  the  Ck)mmis8ioner,  and  they 
no  doubt  suppose  that  if,  by  false  swearing,  they  can  make  it  appear  that  I  have 
been  guilty  of  some  misconduct,  it  will  brmg  discredit  upon  him. 

Affiant  states  on  oath,  wfthout  reserve,  that  he  did  not  undertake  to  aid  them, 
ox  either  of  them,  nor  did  he  attempt  to  render  them  any  service  to  secure  the 
promotion  of  the  one,  or  the  assigpiment  to  duty  in  the  field  of  the  other,  and 
any  stat3ment  by  either  of  them  under  oath  or  otherwise  to  the  contrary  of  thb 
is  absolutely  false. 

Green  B.  Ratth,  Jr. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  a  notary  public,  this  24th  day  of  Septem- 
ber,  1891. 
[SEAL.]  W.  F.  Thomas. 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  anotary  public  for  and  within  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, Theodore  Smith,  who,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  under- 
stands that  one Engle,  and  one Howard,  have  made  affidavit  to  tie 

efTect  that  he,  Theodore  Smith,  wrote,  or  caused  to  be  written,  a  letter  to  the  Hon. 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  making  charges  against  the  said  Engle  and  Howard,  hav- 
ing sworn  that  both  of  them  saw  Mr.  H.  G.  Stover,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension 
Bureau,  hand  affiant  a  sum  of  money  in  the  corridor  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  for 
the  purpose,  as  stated  by  them,  of  having  affiant  aid  Stover  in  securing  a  detail 
as  special  examiner,  and  of  using  his  influence  with  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  to  have 
^  the  said  Stover  assigned  to  duty  as  a  special  examiner,  and  affiant  also  under- 
stands that  said  Engle  and  Howard  charge  that  the  said  Theodore  Smith  had  used 
his  influencd  to  cause  the  promotion  or  detail  of  persons  connected  with  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau,  by  importuning  either  Green  B.  Raum,  jr..  lata  appointment  clerk, 
Mr.  Hallam,  the  present  appointment  clerk,  or  Maj.  Carroll,  the  assistant  ap- 
])ointment  clerk  or  the  Ck)mmissioner  of  Pensions. 

The  said  Theo.  Smith  swears  that  any  such  statements  contained  in  affidavits 
made  by  Engle  and  Howard  are  absolutely  false  in  every  particular ;  that  he  has 
no  acquaintance  with  Mai.  Carroll,  never  having  been  introduced  to  him;  thaA 
he  has  never  spoken  to  Mr.  Hallam  more  than  two  or  three  times,  and  upon  none 
of  those  occasions  has  the  conversation  related  to  anything  or  anybody  con- 
nected with  the  Pension  Buieau  ;  that  Mr.  Stover  or  any  other  person  did  never, 
at  any  time,  hand  him  any  money  or  anything  of  value  upon  the  corridor  of  the 
Px^nsion  Bureau  ;  that  he  never  at  any  time  received  any  money  or  anything  of 
value  from  Mr.  Stover,  nor  does  be  believe  that  Mr.  Stover  ever  gave  Mr.  Stover 
anything  to  secure  his  detail  as  a  special  examiner.  He,  the  said  Theo.  Smith, 
bases  his  judgment  as  to  his  belief  as  to  Mr.  Stover  upon  Mr.  Stover's  well-known 
record  for  efficiency  and  his  irreproachable  character  as  a  man ;   that  within  the 

last  two  weeks Howard,  on  two  occasions,  called  upon  the  said  Theo.  Smith 

for  the  alleged  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  get  the  said  Theo.  Smith  to  go  with 
him  (Howard)  to  tho  offi  e  of  Gen.  W.  W.  Dudley  to  endeavor  to  secure  a  more 
vigorous  indoi-sjment  from  Gen.  Dudley  -on  Howard's  application  for  assign- 
ment to  duty  as  a  sp.^eial  examin3r.  The  said  Theo.  Smith  does  further  swear 
that  he  has  no  parsonal  knowledge  of  the  character  of  the  said  Howard,  but  from 
observation  and  from  general  reputation  he  would  not  believe  any  statement  made 
at  any  time  by  the  said  Engle,  whom  he  considers  to  be  one  of  the  most  disrep- 
utable men  in  the  employ  of  the  Government. 

Theo.  Smith, 

Deponent 

nf^rnZt^iJ'''^  ?v??^oo5®^  ^  ^1?"^  ""^^  *  °^^^  V^^^^o  in  and  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  on  this  23d  day  of  September,  1891. 

[SEAL.]  j^^    ^     EASTERDAY, 

Notary  Public,  District  qf  CotunOna. 
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William  C.  Carroll,  being  duly  sworn,  on  oath  states  that  he  is  a  second-class 
clerk  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  during  the  past  month  has  been  assigned  to 
duty  with  the  assistant  chief  clerk  at  his  desk.  Affiant  states  that  during  that 
time  a  number  of  appointments  and  promotions  have  been  acted  upon  by  the 
Commissioner,  the  papers  in  each  case  being  ]2i^PAi^  hy  direction  of  the  as- 
sistant chief  clerk  for  the  consideration  and  action  of  the  Commissioner,  and 
since  the  absence  of  Mr.  O.  T.  Hallam  for  one  week  I  have  acted  in  his  stead.  I 
understand  that  some  evil-minded  person  has  reported  that  during  my  connec- 
tion with  the  appointment  division  I  have  been  under  the  undue  influence  of 
Theodore  §mith  and  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  whom  it  is  idlep^ed,  as  I  am  informed, 
seek  to  secure  the  appointment  and  promotion  and  assignment  to  duty  in  the 
field  of  persons  in  the  JPeasion  Office. 

In  reply  to  these  statements,  I  have  to  say  that  they  are  absolutely  false  in 
every  particular.  I  have  no  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Smith  whatever,  we  having 
never  spoken  to  each  other  in  our  lives.  Mr.  Smith  has  not  visited  the  appoint- 
ment division,  that  I  am  aware  of,  since  my  assignment  to  duty  there. 

In  regard  to  Mr.  Green  B.  Kaum,  jr.,  I  will  say  he  has  not,  to  my  knowledge, 
attempted  to  secure  the  i)romotion  of  anyone  since  my  connection  with  the 
division,  nor  of  the  selection  for  appointment  of  any  persons  reported  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  nor  have  I  any  knowledge  of  any  attempt  on  his  part 
to  secure  the  assignment  of  anyone  to  field  duty  as  a  special  examiner. 

Any  x)er8on  who  by  innuendo  or  direct  statement  seeks  to  connect  me  with  any 
improper  act  in  connection  with  the  appointment,  promotion,  or  assignment  of 
any  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office  is  a  falsifier,  and  if  such  statements  have  bien 
sworn  to  the  parties  making  such  statements  are  perjurers.  My  duties  have 
been  performed  with  fidelity  and  with  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
service. 

I  further  understand  that  it  has  been  stated  that  Mr.  H.  E.  Linoaweaver,  of 
this  office,  has  probably  exercised  undue  influence  in  the  appointment,  promo^ 
tion,  and  assignment  to  duty  of  clerks  in  the  Pension  Office. 

In  reply  to  this  charge  I  state,  on  oath,  that  I  have  no  knowledge  or  informa- 
tion that  said  Lineaweaver  has  at  any  time  since  my  connection  with  the  ap- 
pointment division  attempted  to  exert  any  influenoe  for  the  appointment,  pro- 
motion, or  assignment  to  duty  of  any  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Wm.  C.  Carroll. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  24th  day  of  September,  1891. 
[SEAL.]  £.  L.  White^ 

Notary  PubHc^  District  of  CoiuiMa, 


City  op  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  sa: 

Cornelius  W.  Okey,  a  resident  of  Washington,  D.  C,  being  first  duly  sworn 
according  to  law,  deposes  and  says: 

First.  That  during  the  month  of  August  last,  Edward  Howard,  of  the  special 
examination  division  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  approached  him,  and  among 
other  things  stated  that  an  employe  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  had,  prior  to  his 
appointment  been  a  partner  of  one  H.  C.  Power,  of  the  State  of  Mississip})i,  in 
the  pension  claim  business;  that  while  temporarily  insane,  said  employe  had 
transferred  all  right,  title,  and  interest  in  said  partnership  to  H.  C.  Power  above 
mentioned,  upon  certain  conditions  which  have  not  been  nilfilled. 

Second.  That  Howard  further  stated  that  he  knew  said  assignment  to  be  il- 
legal, and,  being  so,  could  be  readily  set  aside;  that  he  had  great  influence  with 
the  employ^  above  mentioned,  and  that  he  would  aid  in  having  the  transfer  set 
aside  in  the  interest  of  the  firm  which  affiant  represents,  provided  he  would  as- 
sist him  in  a  matter  in  which  he  (Howard)  was  interested. 

Third.  Affiant  further  says  that  he  understood  that  Howard  was  an  applicant 
for  assignment  to  field  duty  as  a  special  examiner  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
and  in  consideration  of  aiding  the  affiant  in  setting  aside  the  assignment  above 
mentioned  and  securing  a  new  assi^rnment  of  the  business  now  controlled  by  H. 
O.  Power,  in  favor  of  the  firm  which  affiant  represents,  affiant  understood  that 
he  was  to  see  Henry  £.  Lineaweaver,  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  prevail 
upon  him  to  remain  silent  when  said  Howard's  application  for  detail  to  auty  in 
the  field  came  before  the  Commissioner  for  action. 

Fourth.  Affiant  also  states  that  he  was  left  under  the  impression  that  Linea- 
weaver was  cognizant  of  some  idleyed  intrigue  in  whiQh  Howard  had  been  en- 
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g>a^edf  and  that  he  was  fearful  the  Commissioner  would  be  advised  of  that  (act, 
and  thereby  defeat  his  application  for  assignment  to  the  field. 

Fifth.  Amant  further  says  that  he  advised  the  parties  that  he  would  not  be- 
come a  party  to  any  such  transaction;  that  he  subsequently  saw  Mr.  Lineawcftyer, 
explained  the  situation  to  him, .and  that  Mr.  Lineaweaver  said  that  when  the 
proper  time  came  the  Commissioner  would  be  advised  fully  in  the  premises. 

Lastly,  affiant  states  that  he  has  since  learned  from  reliable  authority  that 
Howard  has  endeavored  to  enter  into  similar  negotiations  with  others. 

C.  W.  Okey. 

Sworn  to  and  subsoribed  before  me  this  28th  day  of  September,  1891. 

OcTAvius  Knight, 

Notary  Public 

Mr.  Enloe.  Had  Taylor  any  connection  with  these  charges  against 
Baum,  jr.,  as  far  as  you  knowt 

Secretary  Noble.  Kot  as  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  was  suspected  of  itt 

Secretary  Xoble.  I  do  not  know  that  he  was;  he  bad  made  no  com- 
munication to  me. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  understand  in  these  proceedingssubsequently  against 
Howard  and  Engle  that  Taylor  was  suspected  also  of  having  participated 
in  the  matter! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  had  my  self  before  heard  of  Mr.  Taylor  on  account 
of  previous  conflicts,  and  while  there  was  no  serious  charge  brought 
one  way  or  another  I  concluded  that  Mr.  Taylor  was  not  the  best  man 
I  should  have  for  the  place  he  occupied  and  1  thought  the  good  of  the 
service  would  be  advanced  by  his  resignation. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  would  like  to  ask  right  there,  did  that  impression  grow 
out  of  any  improper  conduct  or  any  charges  alffecting  Mr.  Taylor's  char- 
acter, or  out  of  relations  which  you  knew  existed  between  the  Commis- 
sioner and  himt 

Secretary  Noble.  It  grew  out  of  the  general  impression  I  had  re- 
ceived that  he  and  the  Commissioner  were  not  getting  along  well  to- 
gether, and  the  Commissioner  should  be  sustained  rather  than  Mr. 
Taylor.    I,  in  a  short  time,  or  within  a  reasonable  time,  requested  Mt. 
Taylor's  resignation,  but  I  did  not  request  either  Howard's  or  Engle's,  a* 
I  did  not  think  I  ought  to  do  it.    I  thought  these  men  having  appeared 
at  the  Department  and  made  charges  1  ought  not  to  turn  around  aa^ 
dismiss  them  on  affidavits  which  in  my  opinion  were  rather  a  stand  otf* 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  it  not  occur  to  you  that  you  should  protect  thc^ 
against  the  persecutions  of  their  immediate  superior f 

Secretary  Noble.  Well,  not  that  exactly.  I  did  not  think  it  was  ^ 
persecution ;  I  thought  it  was  a  charge  and  a  countercharge,  and  as  ^ 
balanced  up  the  evidence  one  was  just  about  as  strong  as  the  othe:^ 
I  would  take  occasion  to  add  that  Mr.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  was  not  i 
the  service  in  the  first  place.  There  was  quite  a  bundle  of  these  a^ 
davits,  and  I  for  a  long  time  stood  fast  and  did  nothing.  I  did  no 
consider  it  was  necessary  to  do  anything.  Mr.  Howard,  however,  afte 
a  while  determined  that  he  would  resign.  That  was  entirely  voluutar^^ 
on  his  part,  and  he  did  resign  and  went  o&  Mr.  Engle  is  in  the  offic^^ 
yet,  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  In  reference  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Taylor,  do  you  kno^;i^^ 
whether  he  was  appointed  originally  by  the  choice  of  the  CommissionetT^ 
of  Pensions  or  whether  you  ordered  his  appointmentf 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  not  tell  you;  I  do  not  remember,  as  I  di(S- 
not  bring  any  papers  on  that  point. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Were  there  any  charges  filed  against  Mr.  Taylor  t 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes;  by  the  Commissioner^  at  the  time  I  speak  of^ 
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^  had  been,  as  I  recollect  it,  generally  some  cnlicism  you  might 

'  charges,  or  commotion  about  Taylor. 

TLOE.  I  particularly  want  to  know  if  those  charges  affected 

iCter. 

u-y  KoBLE.  I  think  not,  except  you  may  say  the  one  made  by 

nissioiier.    The  Commissioner  charged  that  they  were  conspira- 

Inst  him:  that  this  charge  against  young  Eaum  was  a  con- 

0  injure  him,  the  Commissioner. 

ii.O£.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Taylor  having  at  any 

ferred  charges  against  one  Theodore  Smithi 

aryKoBLE.  Yes. 

<fLOE.  Do  you  remember  the  character  of  these  charges  f 

ary  NobI/E.  I  remember;  but  you  had  better  get  the  document. 

iLOE.  I  will  ask  if  you  have  that  document  1 

ary  Koble.  I  have.    I  have  a  transcript  of  Mr.  Smith's  military 

L  the  appointment  division;  at  least  I  think  so. 

!7LOE.  And  these  charges  were  filed  in  a  formal  manner,  I  un« 

,  against  Mr.  Smith  by  Mr.  Taylorl 

ary  Noble.  I  can  not  say  that  they  were  filed  by  Taylor. 

<(LOE.  But  they  were  perhaps  furnished  by  Taylorl  • 

ary  Noble.  Mr.  Smith  was  discharged. 

rLOB.  Do  you  know  what  position  Mr.  Smith  occupied  in  the 

Office  t 

ary  Noble.  Well,  he  was  in  the  Pension  Office  as  an  employ^ 

^iud,  a  clerk  at  the  time  he  was  discharged,  and  since  that  he 

outside.    I  believe  he  has  been  practicing  more  or  less  about 
ion  Bureau,  as  I  understand  it. 

NLOE.  I  understand  the  master  relating  to  Smith's  military 
r  charges  preferred,  that  such  matters  as  you  have  you  will 
;o  the  committee  1 

ary  Noble.  Yes;  but  that  is  quite  a  lot  of  matter.    1  can  have 
ript  made;  of  course  I  could  not  send  my  records  up  here,  but 
^*e  you  a  transcript,  but  it  will  take  a  good  while  to  make  it. 
llowing  transcript  from  the  records  of  the  Adjutant-General's 
lating  to  the  military  record  of  Theodore  Smith,  a{ta«  Theodore 

alias  Bansom  A.  'Davis,  formerly  chief  of  the  special  exam- 
rision,  Pension  Office,  is  offered  in  evidence: 

nv,  iS7.   Thea  Smith  alias  Ransom  A.  Davis.    Three  years  prior  sendoe  in  K,  2nd 
U.  S.  Art*7,  as  Theo.  Stevens,  1868, 1860,  and  1870.] 

Jackson  Barracks,  La., 
June  Sy  1873^10  o'ciocfc  a.  m. 

The  court  met  pursuant  to  foregol^e  orders  and  to  adjournment. 
b:  Capt.  N.  S.  Gentry,  19th  Infty.;  Capt.  R.  H.  Jackson,  Ist  Arty.; 
J.  Lyste,  19th  Infty.;  Capt.  A.  H.  Remmgrton,  19th  Infty.;  IstLt.  Thos. 
t  Arty.;  1st  Lt.  John  Harold,  19th  Infty.;  Ist  Lt.  Chas.  B.  Hall,  19th 
apt.  A.  W.  AUyn,  16th  Infty.,  judge-advocate  of  the  court, 
urt  then  proceeded  to  the  trial  of  Sergt.  Ransom  A.  Davis,  of  Co.  1, 19th 
,  who  was  brought  before  the  court  and.  having  heard  the  order  which 

1  it  read,  was  asked  if  he  had  any  objection  to  any  of  the  members  n^med 
to  which  he  replied: 

)urt  was  then  duly  sworn  by  the  judge-advocate,  and  the  judge-advo- 

the  president,  which  oaths  were  administered  according  to  law,  and  in 

ence  of  the  accused,  Sergt.  Ransom  A.  Davis,  Co.  1, 19th  Infty.,  who 

1  arraigned  on  the  following  charge  and  specification : 

SE— Desertion. 

cafton— That  Sergt.  Ransom  A.  Davis,  Co.  I,  19th  Infty.,  being  a  duly 

soldier  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  did  desert  the  said 


i 
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Bervioe  at  Jackson  Barracks,  La.,  on  or  about  the  twenty-third  day  of  Mardi, 
A.  D.  1873;  and  remained  absent  until  arrested  at  Louisyille,  Ky.,OD  or  about 
the  ninth  day  of  April,  1873. 

All  this  at  Jackson  Barracks,  La.,  and  Louisville.  Ky.,  on  or  about  the  days 
and  dates  above  mentioned. 

To  which  charge  and  specification  the  accused,  Sergt.  Ransom  A.  Davis,  Com- 
pany  1, 19thlnfty.,  plead : 

To  the  Specification— GuHtj. 

To  the  Charge— Ouilty. 

The  prosecution  here  closed. 

1st  Lieut.  Chas.  B.  Hall,  19th  Infty.,  a  witness  for  the  defense,  being  duij 
sworn  in  the  presence  of  the  accused,  testifies  as  follows : 

Question  (by  accused).  What  has  been  my  character  as  a  soldier  from  the  time 
of  my  joining  the  regiment  until  my  desertion  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  the  accused  since  his  enlistment  in  the  19th  Infty.  I 
have  always  considered  him  an  excellent  sol^'er  and  he  was  so  considered  by 
the  officers  at  his  post,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge.  I  have  never  known  of  his 
being  in  any  trouble  before  this.    He  was  1st  sergt.  of  I  Company,  19th  Infty. 

The  defense  here  closed  with  a  statement  of  the  accused,  which  is  hereto  ap- 
pended and  marked  A. 

The  court  was  then  cleared  and  closed  for  deliberation;  and  having  maturely 
considered  the  evidence  adduced,  find  the  accused,  Sergt.  Ransom  A.  Davis,  GcL 
1, 19th  Infty.: 

Of  the  Specification— Guilty. 

Of  the  Charge — Guilty;  and  does,  therefore,  sentence  him,  Sergt.  Ransom  A» 
Davis,  Co.  1, 19th  Infty.,  to  forfeit  to  the  United  States  all  pay  and  idlowanoe» 
which  are  or  may  become  due  him,  to  b3  dishonorably  discnarged  the  service 
and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  such  military  prison  as  the  proper  authority 
may  direct  for  the  period  of  two  years. 

W.  T.  Gentry. 
CapL  19th  Infty.,  PresidaO. 
Arthur  W.  Allyn, 
CapL  16th  Infty.,  Judge-AdvooaU. 

At  11  a.  m.  the  court  adjourned  until  Thursday,  June  5, 1873,  at  11  a.  m. 

Headquarters  Dept.  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  La.,  June  10, 1873. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Sergt.  Ran- 
som A.  Davis,  Co.  1, 19th  N.  O.  Infty..  are  approved.  On  the  recommendation 
of  a  majority  of  the  court,  based  upon  the  previous  good  character  of  the  prisoner, 
the  sentence  is  mitigated  to  read  as  follows:  To  be  reduced  to  the  grade  of  a 
private  soldier,  to  forfeit  his  nay  for  six  months,  acd  to  be  oonfinc^  at  hard 
labor  under  charge  of  the  guara  at  the  post  where  the  headquarters  of  his  regi- 
ment may  be  serving  for  the  same  period.  Thus  modified,  the  service  will  be 
duly  executed. 

W.  H.  Emory, 
CoL  Commanding. 


Appendix  A. 

GEN*L  court-martial.,  JACKSON  BARRACKS,  LA. 

Gentlemen  :  I  would  respectfully  request  that  the  following  statement  may 
be  incorporated  in  the  proceedings  of  my  trial,  although  the  larger  portion  is 
foreign  to  the  charge  on  which  I  have  been  tried. 

In  reference  to  my  desertion  I  have  plead  guilty,  and  can  only  hope  through 
my  former  good  character  and  faithful  service  that  the  honorable  court  may  ex- 
tend to  me  mercy  and  save  me  from  the  stain  of  the  penitentiary. 

I  made  an  application  previous  to  my  trial  to  be  returned  to  duty,  and  from  the 
endorsement  of  the  acting  judge -advocate  of  the  department  infer  that  it  would 
have  l)een  successful  had  I  not  been  misrepresented  at  department  headquar- 
ters. 
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.t  I  ran  away  with  the  wife  of  a  regimental  comrade,  who,  upon  dis- 
)  fact,  started  in  pursuit,  and  was  himself  apprehended  and  arrested 
7  court-martial  for  desertion,  which,  if  true,was  calculated  to  preju- 
horities  against  me. 

)uest  the  captain  of  my  company  preferred  a  charge  of  desertion 
embodying  the  above  endorsement  in  the  specification,  and  I  was 
disprove  the  statement,  together  with  another  made  by  the  same 
trial,  viz,  that  I  advised  and  persuaded  him  to  desert,  thereby  lead- 
rt  to  infer  that. I  might  succeed  in  an  assignation  with  his  wife.  But 
ly  for  me  the  charge  has  not  been  brought  before  this  court.  I  un- 
iS  afterwards  destroyed.  The.  regimenUd  records  will  show  that  he 
w\y  four  months  before  I  did ;  therefore,  it  is  evident  he  could  not 
ji  pursuit  of  me.  He  well  knew  of  my  wl^ereabouts,  being  in  cor- 
>  with  Private  Thompson,  Co.  C,  19th  Infty,  during  his  absence,  both 
ti  and  mail,  who  informed  him  that  I  was  in  New  Orleans. 
)ived  a  telegram  from  him  asking  for  money  about  a  month  before  I 
my  advising  him  to  desert,  I  could  have  proven  by  Lance  Sergt. 
d  Private  Thompson,  Co.  C,  19th  Infty.  that  he  made  up  his  mind  last 
lile  he  was  in  Pascagoula,  Miss,  (and  I  in  Md.  on  furlough),  and  only 
3  moment  by  his  departure  until  he  had  secured  sufficient  money, 
d  both  of  the  above-named  men  to  go  with  him,  and  Thompson  prom- 
3ut  being  a  general  prisoner,  Lt.  Crews,  his  company  commander, 
>t  him  draw  his  pay. 

:urn  last  summer  he  came  to  me  and  asked  me  to  go  and,  in  the  pres- 
)oral  Scarf,  Company  1, 19th  Infty.,  offered  to  share  his  money  with 
Id  accompany  him.  I  declined,  advised  him  to  wait  the  return  of 
D,  when  I  would  endeavor  to  have  him  transferred  to  Co.  I,  Lieut, 
favorably  regarding  his  request  for  the  same.  Finally,  when  he  did 
IS  without  my  advice  or  knowledge. 

itended  to  leave  was  known  to  nearlv  every  man  in  his  company,  the 
his  company  informing  me  se ve ral  days  before  that  evenCapt.  Crews 

» 

s  I  hope  for  mercy  from  the  court,  that  I  never  advised  him,  nor  did 
t,  influence  him  to  tak6  the  step ;  on  the  contrary,  endeavored  to 
a  from  it,  and  he  promised  he  would  wait  until  the  next  pay  day. 
eft  I  was  seen  with  his  wife  and  have  no  doubt  that  was  the  basis  of 
it,  which,  according  to  his  admission  to  me  since  my  arrest,  was  oon- 
iiard-house  lawyers.  Had  I  been  allowed  the  opportunity  I  could 
proved  the  falsity  of  his  statement  and  the  impression  it  created. 
1  of  my  conduct  is  now  merely  a  question  of  veracity  between  two 
d  without  offering  any  corroborative  evidence  and  I  also  without 
ough  no  fault  of  mine. 

^hat,  if  my  statement  is  discredited,  I  may  have  the  opportunity  of 
Qg  its  truthfulness,  and  reiterating  my  prayer  of  clemency,  I  am, 

respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

Ransom  A.  Davis, 
SergL  Co.  J,  19th  Infty, 


General  Court-Martial  Room, 

Jackson  Barracks^  La,,  June  J,  187S. 

raided  members  oC  the  general  court-martial  now  in  session  at  this 
Lpliance  with  Par.  1,  S.  O.  No.  83,  C.  S.,  from  Headquarters  Depart- 
a  Gulf,  respectfully  recommend  to  the  clemency  of  the  reviewing 
lergt.  Ransom  A.  Davis,  Co.  1, 19th  Inftv.,  on  account  of  his  previous 
ct,  as  testified  to  by  1st  Lieut.  Chas.  B.  Hall,  19th  Infty. 

W.  T.  Gentry, 

Capt.  19ih  Infty. 
R.  H.  Jackson. 
OapU  Ist  Artv.  and  Bt,  Brig,  Ghnl. 
Thos.  Waid, 

l8t  LieM,  1st  Arty, 
Chas.  B.  Hall, 
M  Ueul,  19th  Infty. 
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Jackson  Barracks,  AprU  6ih,  ms, 

*  ♦  ♦  The  court  proceeded  to  the  trial  of  Private  Frederick  Ruhl,00)  C.  IWh 
Infty. 

Charge— Desertion. 

Svedfication — Desertion . 

Plead  guilt;^. 

Sentence — Dishonorably  dischai^ged  the  service,  with  loss  of  all  pay  and  allow- 
ance now  due  or  may  become  due,  and  confined  at  such  military  prison  as  tbe 
proper  authority  may  direct  for  two  years. 

Proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  approved.  On  recommendation  of  sevenl 
members  of  court  the  sentence  is  remitted. 

W.  H.  Emory, 

Col.Gomd/g* 

STATEMENT  OF  PRIVATB  FRED.  RUHL,  CO.  C,  19TH  INFANTRY. 

Jackson  Barracks,  La.,  Mdrdi  s,  187S. 

1  have  the  honor  to  submit  this  statement  of  my  case  for  the  consideration  of 
the  court  with  the  hope  that,  in  view  of  the  facts  narrated,  they  may  be  induced 
to  show  me  such  clemency  as  the  circumstances  seem  to  warrant. 

While  my  company  was  stationed  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  I  married  and mv  wife 
became  a  laundress  in  the  company,  but  whilst  serving  at  this  post  a  difficulty 
arose  by  which  my  wife  was  deprived  of  her  rations  by  the  company  commander. 

From  that  time  I  had  no  peace.  My  wife  was  urging  me  to  obtain  a  transfer 
to  another  company  in  which  she  could  draw  rations. 

I  could  not  get  transferred  and  she  became  dissatisfied,  and  continually  pressed 
on  me  to  desert,  in  which  she  was  supported  by  the  first  sergeant  Company  I 
(Davis),  whose  acquaintance  I  had  formed,  and  who  I  at  that  time  thought  to  be 
a  warm  friend  of  mine.  He  was  constantly  saying  to  me  that  it  was  a  shame  to 
see  me  treated  so,  and  that  if  he  was  in  my  place  he  would  desert,  and  many 
more  suggestions  of  like  import. 

In  an  evil  hour  I  took  his  advice  and  yielded  to  the  entreaties  of  my  wife  and 
left.  She,  intending  to  return  to  her  family  at  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  left  this  city 
for  Baton  Rouge,  where  she  was  followed  by  Sergt.  Davis,  and  on  my  arrival  at 
Pine  Bluff,  where  I  expected  to  meet  her,  I  was  astonished  to  find  that  she  had 
not  arrived  there.  I  wrote  to  a  person  at  Baton  Rouge  about  her,  who  informed 
me  that  she  had  returned  to  New  Orleans  with  Davis.  I  received  a  letter  from 
Davis  telling  me  of  it  and  daring  me  to  come  back,  when  I  decided  to  return, 
notwithstandin|f  his  threat,  and  did  return  to  find  that  Davis  deserted,  taking 
my  wife  with  him.  On  my  arrival  in  this  city  I  came  up  to  the  barracks.  I  met 
a  man  of  my  company  who  informed  me  of  Davis'  desertion,  and  on  hearing  qI 
it  I  determined  to  surrender  myself,  but  was  prevented  from  doing  so  by  the  man 
informing  mv  first  sergeant  of  my  whereabouts,  who  came  out  and  arrested  me. 

I  have  nothing  further  to  add,  but  that  I  have  served  six  years  under  Ldeut 
Crews,  who  can  testify  to  my  service. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obdt.  servt., 

Fred.  Rxjhl, 
Private  Co.  C,  19th  Infty, 

1  solemnly  swear  that  the  foregoing  are  true  extracts  from  the  records  on  file 
in  the  office  of  the  Judge- Advocate-General  of  the  Army  at  Washington,  D.  C, 
relative  to  the  court-martial  in  the  cases  of  lUinsom  A.  Davis,  sergt.  Ck>.  1 19th 
Infty,  and  Frederick  Ruhl,  private  Co.  C,  19th  Infty. 

F.  M.  TAYIiOR, 

Special  Exanwnex. 
Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  10th  day  of  June,  1890. 

Sarah  S.  Sampson, 

Notary  BvbUc, 

Note.— Hugh  McBride,  a  watchman  in  the  United  States  Treasury,  and  his 

wife  ,  2405  H  street  N.  W.,  knew  Mr.  Smith  in  the  service  and  served  in 

the  same  regiment  with  him. 

P.  M.  T. 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  35 

Mr.  Enlo£.  Do  yon  know  whether  these  charges  or  matters  affect- 
ing Mr.  Theodore  Smith  had  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  before  the  matter  was  brought  to  your  attention  f 

Secretary  Koble.  Well,  I  can  not  go  back  so  far  and  give  such  de- 
tails as  that.    I  do  not  remember,  but  I  think  they  were. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Who  removed  Mr.  Smith  1  Was  it  done  on  your  order 
or  by  the  order  of  the  Commissioner  1 

Secretary  Noble.  It  was  done  by  my  order,  I  think;  whether  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioner  or  not,  I  do  not  remember.  These 
papers  are  all  there.  There  is  in  my  Department  proi)er  an  appoint- 
ment division,  of  which  there  is  a  chief  clerk,  and  it  is  the  business  of 
that  clerk  to  record  every  man  and  woman  who  is  in  tiie  Department, 
and  each  one  separately. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  considerable  pres- 
sure on  the  part  of  members  of  Congress  or  others  for  Smith's  removal 
on  account  of  this  record  f 

Secretary  Noble.  I  tbinknot.  I  do  not  act  that  way.  There  is  not 
much  pressure  about  these  things  in  my  Department.  I  try  to  act  on 
my  own  judgment. 

Mr  Enloe.  Have  you  a  copy  in  your  office  of  a  letter  which  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Taylor,  asking  his  resignation,  dated  December  30, 1891! 

Secretary  Noble.  If  I  wrote  one,  the  copy  is  there. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  remember  using  in  that  letter  any  expression  of 
this  kind :  ^^  I  had  concluded  before  the  letter  of  the  Commissioner  that 
your  relations  toward  the  pension  service  had  been  such  and  your  use- 
fulness so  greatly  impaired,  that  you  would  do  better  in  some  other 
field  r 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  I  did.  Just  as  I  have  been  saying,  I  had 
arrived  at  that  conclusion,  and  I  am  not  surprised  that  I  expressed  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  letter  of  the  Commissioner  to  which  you  refer,  have 
you  a  copy  of  that  on  filet 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe,  Will  you  produce  thatt 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe,  Have  there  not  been,  during  your  administration  as  Sec- 
retary, a  large  number  of  removals  from  the  Pension  Bureau  without 
any  statement  of  the  cause  of  removal  f 

Secretary  Noble.  Well,  I  should  tell  you  there  are  seven  thousand 
five  hundred  clerks  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  the  city  of 
Washington. 

Mr.  Enloe.  But  I  spoke  of  the  Pension  Bureau. 

Secretary  Noble.  In  the  Pension  Bureau  I  have  the  largest  number, 
and  to  speak  for  that  and  say  what  the  record  shows,  I  could  not  do 
it.  The  record  is  there,  and  everybody  who  has  been  removed  or  ap- 
pointed appears. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  ask  you  particularly  in  reference  to  a  tele- 
graphic order  issued  early  in  your  administration  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  discharging  some  eighty  special  examiners  who  were  in  the 
field  at  that  time.  I  think  it  was  about  April  25,  1889.  Were  you 
aware  of  the  issuance  of  such  an  order  t 

Secretary  Noble.  Indeed  I  could  not  tell  you,  as  that  is  a  good  while 
ago.  I  can  have  that  looked  up  for  you,  and  the  record  is  there,  so  you 
can  see  just  how  it  happened. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  be  glad  if  you  will  furnish  this  committee  with 
the  information.  I  want  to  know  whether  that  was  an  order  which 
passed  under  your  observation  or  whether  it  was  an  order  issued  by 
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the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  which  yoor  attention  has  not  been 
called. 

Secretary  Noble.  Since  you  have  been  talking  my  memory  recurs  to 
the  subject  which  you  mentioned.  I  remember  during  the  time  Mr. 
Tanner  was  Commissioner  to  have  myself  issued  an  order  that  no 
removal  should  take  place  in  the  Pension  Bureau  without  cause  wag 
assigned  to  me.  I  remember  to  have  returned  occasionally  a  recom- 
mendation because  it  did  not  assign  a  cause.  I  think  you  will  find 
there  for  a  long  while  a  series  of  that  kind  of  correspondence  in  which 
I  insisted  I  should  know  why  men  were  removed,  and  that  I  should  not 
remove  them  unless  cause  was  assigned. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  was  commenced  when  Mr.  Tanner  administeied 
the  Pension  Bureau  t 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  think  that  order  was  a  standing 
order.    I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  facts  about  it  since. 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  fact  I  would  like  to  get  before  the  committee,  if  you 
(5an  recall  it,  I  will  be  glad  if  you  can  give  it  now^  and  if  you  can  not 
that  you  will  investigate  and  furnish  the  information;  I  ^ould  like  to 
know  if  there  were  not  a  large  number  of  those  men  who  had  been  ap^ 
pointed  and  commissioned  for  the  year,  as  they  are  usually  commiB- 
sioned,  I  believe 

Secretary  Koble.  You  mean  sx)ecial  examiners  in  the  field;  yes. 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  commissions  expire  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  and 
have  to  be  renewed? 

Secretary  !N^oble.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  warn  to  know  if  in  this  particular  batch  of  cases,  to 
which  I  refer,  you  can  tell  us  whether  or  not  these  men  were  removed 
before  the  expiration  of  their  commission,  and  without  any  cause  being 
assigned  to  themf 

Secretary  Noble.  I  was  trying  to  recall  that  instance.  This  waa  in 
Tannei^s  time,  that  is  what  you  are  talking  about t 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir;  we  are  investigating  the  management  of  the 
Pension  Office. 

Secretary  Noble.  That  is  all  right;  it  has  been  managed.  In  Mr. 
Tanner's  time  there  was  an  instance  connected  with  these  special  ex- 
aminers in  the  field,  whereby  the  eftect  would  have  been  to  have 
dropped  at  the  end 'Of  the  fiscal  year  a  number  of  men  who  were  in  the 
field,  but  I  refused  to  do  it.  I  said  that  that  was  not  the  way  to  do  it, 
and  if  he  had  a  good  reason  to  remove  them  I  would  remove  them,  but 
I  was  not  going  to  put  them  out  on  a  plank  and  let  that  plank  fail 
them  on  the  1st  of  July,  and  I  did  not  do  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Now,  I  am  informed  that  there  were  a  large  number  of 
these  special  examiners  who  had  been  appointed  and  were  in  the  field 
at  the  time  who  had  served  what  is  known  as  the  six  months'  proba- 
tion. 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes. 

Mr.  Enloe.  And  that  some  time  in  April,  I  think  it  was  on  or  about 
April  25,  they  were  peremptorily  dismissed  from  the  service  without 
any  cause  being  assigned. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  remember  the  fact. 

Mr.  Enloe.  On  information  furnished  that  it  was  done  by  your 
order,  and  I  suppose  in  the  usual  way  of  dismissal. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  remember  the  fact. 

Mr.  Payson.  Will  it  interrupt  you  if  I  inquire  just  there,  do  you  re- 
member an  instance  occiu^ring  about  that  time  where  the  Amd  for  the 
payment  of  si)ecial  examiners  was  practically  exhausted,  and  a  large 
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ntunber  were  called  in  from  the  field  for  that  reason,  but  not  discharged 
from  service*    Do  you  remember  such  an  instance  as  that! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  remember  the  incident  in  detail. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  will  say  that  this  is  the  fact  about  it,  and  if  it  is  nec- 
essary and  material,  I  will  furnish  evidence  to  show  that  they  were 
simply  called  in  from  the  field  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business,  be- 
cause of  the  practical  exhaustion  of  the  fund  for  the  payment  of  their 
services.  If  that  is  regarded  as  material,  I  will  take  it  upon  myself  to 
fhmish  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  take  it  upon  myself  to  furnish  the  evidence  of 
some  gentlemen  who  were  discharged  at  that  time  to  prove  they  were 
discharged  in  that  manner. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  will  say,  as  a  matter  of  criticism,  it  was  custom- 
ary when  an  appropriation  was  insufficient  to  say  so,  and  give  that  as 
a  ground;  audi  tiiunk  you  will  find  the  record  of  that  more  reliable 
than  my  memory,  and  if  you  wish  it  I  will  have  that  matter  looked  up. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  would  like  to  make  an  inquiry  whether  the  gentleman 
who  is  assisting  the  prosecution  is  still  the  clerk  of  the  committee! 

The  Chaibman.  He  is  still  the  clerk. 

•  Mr.  Payson.  I  should  say  I  think  it  is  hardly  proper,  and  I  should 
simply  say  I  should  not  assume  that  as  a  rule  it  is  the  duty  of  a  clerk 
to  assist  the  prosecution. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  state  for  the  information  of  the  committee  that 
the  information  the  clerk  volunteers  is  not  bearing  on  this  point. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  was  only  acting  on  the  prima  facie  case. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  there  had  been  such  removals  under  the  state  of  facts 
which  I  have  stated,  without  any  cause  being  assigned,  and  the  parties 
had  asked  a  hearing  from  you  as  to  the  reason  for  their  removal,  would 
you  have  furnished  a  reason  for  that  removal! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  I  would.  1  do  not  know  of  any  removals 
in  my  Department  made  secretly  or  clandestinely.  What  has  been 
done  there  has  been  done,  as  far  as  I  know,  for  the  good  of  the  service 
and  for  no  other  reason.  I  have  never  acted  on  the  purpose  of  remov- 
ing a  body  of  men  without  giving  them  any  cause  for  it,  or  without 
there  being  a  cause  for  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  giving  personal  attention  to  mat- 
ters of  that  character  which  have  been  brought  before  your  Depart- 
ment, where  one  has  been  removed  from  service  and  asks  for  the  cause, 
directing  that  the  information  shall  be  furnished ;  does  that  pass  under 
your  personal  supervision  ! 

Secretary  Noble.  My  disposition  is  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  that  rule  strictly  adhered  to  in  your  office! 

Secretary  Noble.  Well,  sometimes  I  do  not  do  all  that  work,  but  my 
assistant  secretaries  attend  to  it,  and  if  there  is  a  case  of  unjust  treat- 
ment I  am  pretty  apt  to  do  that  for  myself  and  find  out  if  it  is  right. 
That  is  what  I  try  to  do. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  you,  if  you  can  recollect  it,  is  it  not  a  fiict  that  these 
removals  to  which  I  have  referred  were  based  upon  charges  preferred  by 
one  George  W.  Wayson  and  this  man  Theodore  Smith,  who  was  after- 
wards discovered  to  be  an  ex-convict  and  deserter? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  remember  anything  of  that  sort.  It  may 
be,  but  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  there  were  such  charges  filed  by  these  persons,  or  any 
other  persons,  upon  which  these  wholesale  removals  were  made,  will 
you  plejise  look  them  up! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  will ;  the  record  is  there  unimpaired. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  I  believe,  Mr.  Secretary,  you  ordered  an  investigation 
also  into  the  matter  of  rerating  in  the  Pension  Bureau. 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  also  back  in  Mr.  Tanner's  time. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  furnished  a  report  to  Congress. 

Secretary  Koble.  I  did,  and  it  became  an  executive  docum^t  I 
have  a  copy  of  it  here,  I  believe.  It  is  Executive  Document  No.  360, 
first  session.  Fifty-first  Congress,  entitled  ''Investigation  as  to  the  Be- 
rating of  Pensions.''    It  is  a  book  containing  290  pages. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  be  glad  if  you  will  turn  to  page  20  of  that  report 
and  allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  the  recommendation  of  this 
special  board  of  examiners,  which  you  appointed  of  course,  in  regard 
to  the  revision  of  the  methods  of  administration  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Secretary  Noble.  Which  section  do  you  refer  to? 

Mr.  Enloe.  Page  20,  commencing  with  section  2  and  going  down  to 
the  conclusion.  I  want  to  know  if  any  action  was  taken  by  you  or  any 
order  issued  to  the  Pension  Office  conforming  its  practice  to  the  recom- 
mendations made  by  this  special  board  of  examiners  in  that  regard, 
and  I  will  ask  that  this  be  made  part  of  my  question,  unless  the  com- 
mittee desire  to  have  it  read. 

Secretary  Noble.  There  were  a  number  of  orders  Issued  by  me  in 
connection  with  that  rerating,  and  I  think  that  covers  pretty  much  all 
the  recommendations  made.  I  speak  from  memory,  but  there  is  a 
record,  a  complete  record,  to  be  found. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  in  connection  with  my  question  that  this  part 
be  copied  in  the  testimony. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  be  no  objection  it  will  be  placed  in. 

The  section  referred  to  was  as  follows : 

2.  While  the  rule  purports  to  be  that  which  calls  for  the  correction  of  a 
palpable  error  by  reason  of  which  manifest  injustice  has  been  done,  such  rule  has  • 
not.  as  matter  of  fact,  been  followed  in  any  proper  sense  or  use  of  the  term  "pal- 
pable error"  or  ''manifest  injustice,"  the  actual  practice  being  the  rerating  of 
pensions  on  the  judgment  of  to-day  against  that  of  years  ago  when  the  claims 
were  deliberately  and  officially  adjudicated. 

3.  The  practice  of  rerating  pensions  in  cases  the  papers  in  which  do  not  dis- 
close an  error  in  the  original  or  former  adjudication  Which  is  patent,  manifest, 
and  palpable,  thus  leaving  as  the  real  basis  for  the  rerating  a  mere  opinion  on 
the  weight  of  the  evidence  as  now  viewed,  and  allowing  that  opinion  to  annul 
and  change  a  former  adjudication  based  on  the  same  evidence,  is  violative  of  the 
spirit,  if  not  the  letter  of  the  law,  as  contained  in  section  4698^  Revised  Statutes; 
and  even  if  this  were  not  so.  is  inconsistent  with  good  practice  and  contrary  to 
well-established  rules  of  evidence. 

4.  The  practice  of  taking  cases  out  of  their  order  and  making  them  forty- 
eight-hour  caijes,  that  is,  directing  that  they  be  finally  adjudicated  within  fortv- 
eight  hours,  is  specially  mischievous,  in  that  it  is  apt  to  be  construed  as  the 
equivalent  of  an  order  to  allow,  and  because  it  may  for  want  of  sufficient  timd 
prevent  the  deliberate  and  proper  consideration  which  the  case  to  which  it  ap- 
plies  should  have. 

.5.  The  decisions  of  the  Department  are  not  always  followed  by  the  F',,a- 
sion  Ollice  as  they  should  be  in  points  of  law  and  practice.  A  rule  of  practice 
furnished  by  a  departmental  decision  should  be  recognized  and  followed  by  the 
Pension  Oflic^  so  long  as  it  is  not  overruled  or  modified  by  the  authority  which 
made  it:  and  a  construction  or  interpretation  of  law  by  the  Department  should 
be  ace  ipted  by  the  Pension  Office  as  binding  and  as  applicable  not  only  in  the 
case  in  which  it  is  made,  but  in  all  cases  involving  the  same  legal  question. 

As  a  result  of  the  investigation  and  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at  herein,  and 
with  a  view  to  the  correction  of  errors  which  have  crept  into  the  practice 
thi'ough  the  lax  methods  which  are  found  to  prevail  in  the  matter  of  rerating 
])ensions.  we  have  the  honor  to  recommend  that  instructions  issue  to  the  Pension 
Office  to  the  effect  that  rerating  be  allowed  in  no  case  except  after  concurrent  favor- 
able action  of  the  legal  and  m»  dical  branches  of  the  office,  such  action  to  set  out  dis- 
tinctively wherein  con^sts  the  manifest  error  to  be  corrected;  and  that  in  no 
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case  shall  rersting  be  allowed  unless  it  shall  dearly  appear  that  the  pensioner 
for  the  period  for  which  he  claims  a  rerating  received  less  than  others  for  the 
same  degree  of  disability  under  the  practice  which  prevailed  covering  the  period 
or  periods  to  be  embraced  in  the  proposed  rerating. 

If  the  alleged  error  in  original  or  former  rating  is  in  fact  an  error,  palpable 
and  manifest,  it  can  be  discerned  in  the  legal  as  well  as  in  the  medical  branch  of 
the  office,  and  there  is  no  good  reason  for  Growing  the  entire  responsibility  for 
the  action  upon  the  medical  division,  as  is  being  done  under  present  practioe. 

If  there  he  dissent  in  any  case  on  the  part  of  either  branch  it  will,  in  such 
case  be  apparent  that  palpable  and  manifest  error  in  former  adjudications  does 
not  exist. 

It  18  further  recommended  that  orders  making  cases  special  be  limited  to 
those  cases  in  which,  upon  request  and  a  satisfactory  showing,  it  is  made  to  ap- 
pear that  the  reasons  are  potent  and  urgent,  such,  for  instance,  as  that  prompt 
action  under  the  order  would  be  necessary  to  prevent  suffering  as  a  result  of  des- 
titution, or  to  reach  an  adjudication  in  advance  of  the  expected  and  probable 
earlv  death  of  the  claimant. 

Also,  that  hereafter  no  order  be  issued  by  the  Ck)mmissioner  or  in  his  office 
requiring  the  adjudication  of  a  pension  claim  within  forty-eight 'hours,  nor  any 
order  cauing  for  such  hastv  action  as  to  endanger,  for  the  want  of  sufficient  time 
for  prox>er  consideration,  the  correctness  of  the  judgment  in  any  case. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  certainly  say,  without  any  hesitation,  that  the 
main  purpose,  I  say  now  in  reading  this  hastily,  embraced  therein  is 
that  rerating,  not  conforming  to  the  Bevised  Statutes,  4698^  section, 
was  prohibited,  a  determination  not  only  made  but  expressed  in  dif- 
ferent forms  or  orders  and  correspondence,  that  what  I  considered  a 
great  evil  should  be  terminated. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  ask  you  what  conclusion  did  your  mind  reach 
upon  examining  this  report  in  reference  to  the  responsibility  for  the 
abases  which  you  sought  to  correct  when  you  ordered  this  investigation  t 

Secretary  Noble.  I  thought  the  resi)onsibility  rested  on  Commissioner 
Black  for  having  introduced  a  precedent  and  having  followed  it  up  with 
some  1,700  cases,  which  were  at  war  with  the  best  interests  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  was  practically  unauthorized  by  law;  and  that  Commis- 
sioner Tanner,  who  followed  him,  had  adopted  that  precedent  and  was 
proceeding  to  carry  it  into  effect  to  a  degree  that  would  have  been 
highly  injurious  to  the  Government,  and  that  it  had  to  b^  stopped  right 
where  it  was,  and  I  think  I  did  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  According  to  this  report  here  it  appears  that  a  large 
number  of  employes  of  that  ofSce  were  rerated  during  the  time  covered 
oy  this  investigation,  and  particularly  it  seemed  during  Mr.  Tanner's 
administration  there  were  a  large  number  of  employes  who  were  rerated 
and  a  great  many  cases  put  tln*ough  on  the  foi:ty-eight  hour  schedule, 
as  it  is  called;  also  that  the  Commissioner  occasionally  took  the  respon- 
sibility of  rising  superior  to  the  medical  board  or  legal  board  and  order- 
ing certain  actions  to  be  taken,  what  I  undei  stand  to  have  been  a  per- 
emptory order.  Has  there  been  any  reform  in  the  administration  of 
that  ofBce  which  would  prevent  the  Commissioner  now  from  taking 
away  from  the  regular  boards  matters  which  belong  to  them  in  the 
adjudication  of  the  rights  of  claimants,  and  to  order  that  peremptory 
action  should  betaken! 

Secretary  KoBLE.  Unquestionably;  I  issued  an  order  in  Mr.  Tanner's 
time;  you  will  find  the  order. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  has  been  done  since  then  t 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  any  man  would  hold  his  commission  very 
lightly  who  attempted  to  return  to  that  old  system  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Enloe.  After  this  investigation  was  had,  did  you  order  the  dis- 
missal of  any  of  these  officers  who  were  connected  in  this  business,  this 
rerating  episodet 
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Secretary  Noble.  I  turned  out  all  the  men  at  the  head  of  the  divi- 
sions, and  clerks  in  the  Pension  Bureau  who 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  you  get  inlbrination  that  they  had  been  engaged  in 
itf 

Secretary  I^oble.  AU  at  the  time  who  were  recognized  as  being  en- 
gaged in  it.  Let  me  say  here,  if  it  is  not  out  of  order,  that  my  assault 
was  made  upon  those  men ;  I  thought  that  was  a  condition  ^f  affairs 
which  was  intolerable,  that  men  in  the  office  should  undertake  to  rerate 
themselves,  and  that  rerating  as  I  considered  illegal,  and  they  were  the 
first  ones  to  feel  the  effect  of  their  act. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  not  these  reratings  in  a  great  many  instances  date 
back  to  the  disability  or  to  the  original  allowances! 

Secretary  Noble.  That  is  what  it  amounted  to,  and  that  is  what  made 
it  such  a  large  amount  of  money.  You  see  the  rerating  itself,  that  is, 
the  increased  rate  was  not  so  very  large,  but  when  yon  extended  it  hat^ 
for  a  number  of  years  and  brought  it  along,  you  broughtup  to  the  front 
a  very  considerable  amount^f  money  amounting  to  $2,000,  $3,000,  and 
$3,500  for  a  man's  payment  in  hand  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  it  as  much  as  $5,000 ! 

Secretary  Noble.  What  one  man  would  get  in  a  case  was  not  so  very 
large,  and  it  took  a  good  many  years  to  make  up  these  large  amounts. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  whether  any  portion  of  this  money  was 
ever  recovered  from  those  persons  who  received  illegal  rating  in  that 
way? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  not  tell  you  about  that;  I  have  not  investi- 
gated that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Whose  duty  would  it  have  been  to  investigate  and  re- 
cover that  money? 

Secretary  Noble.  It  would  be  the  Commissioner's  duty,  I  should 
think. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Would  it  not  be  proper  to  order  the  Commissioner  to  do 
that? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  I  did  have  some  action  on  that,  but  what 
it  was  I  do  not  remember  now.  There  has  been  a  considerable  amount 
of  correspondence  about  it,  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  there  not  a  way  by  which  a  portion  of  it  could  be  re- 
covered by  taking  it  gradually  from  employes  who  were  still  retained 
in  the  service?    Would  that  have  been  a  practical  way  to  recover  it? 

Secretary  Noble.  Very  few  were  retained  you  see;  I  turned  them 
out. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  you  will  find  there  are  several  who  have  been 
retained. 

Secretary  Noble.  There  has  been  one  restored;  I  know  that,  and 
that  is  the  man  Engle,  whose  affidavit  I  have  referred  to.  He  was  re- 
stored a  long  time  afterwards,  or  at  least  some  time  afterwards.  Now, 
the  difficulty  was,  you  see,  very  considerable.  The  men  who  had  got 
the  salary  were  turned  out,  and  of  course  we  could  not  take  it  off  a 
salary  as  he  had  his  salary  up  to  date ;  and  taking  it  from  the  fees  on 
his  pension  could  only  be  done  by  an  examination  of  witnesses  and  a 
reduction  of  pensions,  etc. 

Mr.  Lind.  Could  it  be  done  at  all  without  special  legislation? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  doubt  it.  It  was  a  very  difficult  and  doubtful 
question. 

Mr.  Payson.  In  that  immediate  connection,  if  it  will  not  interrupt 
the  course  of  the  examination,  let  me  sn*i\i:^est  this:  Was  not  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Attorney-General  of  the  United  States  asked  in  regard  to 
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the  qtiestion  t^rhether  or  not  there  coald  be  a  withholding  of  a  pension 
from  a  soldier  in  order  to  make  good  this  money  he  had  got  from  the 
rerating,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Department  of  Justice  was  against  its 
legality  f 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  an  investigation  and  an  opinion 
and  considerable  correspondence  about  it  in  regard  to  getting  back 
some  of  that  money. 

Mr.  Little.  Do  you  know  approximately  what  amount  of  money 
was  paid  out  for  this  illegal  rating! 

Secretary  Koble.  I  can  not  tell  you.  In  my  report  you  will  find  how 
much  was  paid  out  to  these  men  I  turned  out. 

Mr.  Little.  Was  there  any  attempt  to  obtain  legislation,  if  that  was 
necessary,  whereby  it  might  be  recovered! 

Secretary  Noble.  In  my  annual  report  of  that  year  I  made  a  fall 
statement  about  that  whole  matter,  and  in  the  appendix  the  cases  are 
given  for  the  purpose  of  having  it  brought  to  the  attention  of  Congress. 

Mr.  LiNB.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  rex)ort;  does  that  show  sSl  the 
amounts  that  have  been  paid  out  under  this  rerating  system! 

Secretary  Noble.  No,  sir;  even  this  big  book  only  covers  a  portion 
of  time  of  the  preceding  administration,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  call  it 
the  Democratic  administration,  and  a  corresponding  portion  of  time  of 
the  present  administration,  showing  how  the  present  administration 
compared  with  the  previous  administration.  That  was  the  purpose 
chiefly  of  it.  I  am  sure  if  that  thing  had  gone  on  at  the  rate  at  which 
it  started  it  would  have  amounted  to  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  LiND.  Would  it  be  practical  for  your  office  to  fornish  the  com- 
mittee with  a  statement  of  the  entire  amount  paid  out  by  l^e  Pension 
Office  under  this  rerating  system  since  its  inauguration! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  think  it  is  within  the  powe^  of  the  force 
at  my  command  and  the  time  I  would  have  to  do  it  in.  Itrwoold  re- 
quire a  vast  examination  extending  over  years.  Berating  in  itself  is  an 
accepted  and  reliable  principle.  There  are  many  men  who  ought  to  be 
rerated  according  to  law.  The  evil  was  in  not  regarding  the  limitation 
of  the  law  and  hurrying  those  cases  through  on  that  forty-eight  hour 
process  and  being  influenced  by  favoritism.  The  evil  was  twofold;  it 
exhausted  the  public  money  for  men  who  were  not  proven  according  to 
law  to  be  entitled  to  it,  and  the  other  was  a  system  of  favoritism,  caus- 
ing i>eople  to  hurry  them  through  on  that  account  before  I  was  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  but  it  has  stopped  since  I  have  been  there.  I  be- 
lieve I  have  put  an  end  to  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Have  you  the  power  to  order  the  reduction  of  a  pension 
which  has  been  illegally  raised  and  rated  higher  than  it  should  be! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  think  I  have,  except  upon  an  examination 
through  the  Commissioner  according  to  the  statute. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Has  the  Commissioner  the  power  to  order  a  reduction  of 
the  rating! 

Secretary  Noble.  He  has  not,  arbitrarily.  He  must  have  a  long  ex- 
amination of  witnesses,  etc. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Has  there  been  any  such  special  action  in  connection 
with  these  rerated  cases! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  not  tell  you,  but  I  do  not  think  there  has 
been  any  extended  action  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Where  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the  rating,  do  you 
think  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  reform  such  practices  to  restore  the 
pension  to  the  original  rating  or  to  the  proper  basis,  and  would  that 
not  save  the  Government  a  considerable  amount  of  money ! 
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Secretary  Noble.  As  to  saving  money,  that  was  one  of  the  questions 
of  the  problem  to  go  through  that  process  with  each  man.  You  see,  the 
rate  was  not  usually  large,  and  when  you  reduce  it  back  you  would  not 
reduce  it  back  very  much.  It  was  not  the  great  increase  of  rating,  and 
when  you  reduce  it  you  only  got  that  much,  but  if  that  has  been  stand 
ing  for  a  long  time  it  amounts  to  a  considerable  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  this  continues  to  an  indefinite  x>eriod  in  the  futoie 
would  not  the  result  be  a  considerable  saving  if  a  board  were  properly 
constituted,  not  to  take  every  case,  but  to  take  cases  that  were  mani- 
festly rated  too  high  and  to  reduce  them  to  their  proper  basis? 

Secretary  Noble.  It  would  be,  but  whether  as  an  administratiTe  act 
it  would  be  valuable  I  very  much  doubt,  because,  having  stopped  tlie 
evil,  as  I  believe,  and  having  controlled  that  evil,  I  do  not  think  there 
was  any  great  future  danger.  As  I  say,  it  might  have  been  done,  bat 
whether  it  would  have  been  of  administrative  value  or  not  I  doubt 

Mr.  Payson.  To  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear,  as  I  understand 
you,  Mr.  Secretary,  the  evil  growing  out  of  the  rerating  system, 
which  practically  began  in  the  administration  of  G^en.  Black  and  then 
continued  under  the  administration  of  Mr.  Tanner,  was  not  so  much 
from  the  fact  of  being  rerated,  but  the  fact  of  being  rerated  carried 
arrears  with  it  from  the  date  of  the  disabihty  down  to  the  time  of  the 
rerating,  which  in  many  cases  aggregated  a  large  amount  of  money 
because  of  the  lapse  of  time! 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  I  say. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  understand  the  nature  of  the  abuse  in  so  far  as  the 
arrears  is  concerned  grew  out  of  the  fact  of  the  rerating  dating  back  to 
the  beginning  of  the  pension.  That  created  arrears.  Now,  if  the  effect 
of  doing  that  was  to  produce  a  large  amount  of  money  to  be  turned 
over  to  these  individuals  going  back  twenty-five  years,  suppose  they 
live  twenty  years  longer,  will  not  the  criticism  be  the  samef 

Secretary  Noble.  Allow  me  to  express  to  you  just  exactly  where  the 
evil  was  and  where  the  violation  of  the  law  was.  Section  4898 J  reads: 
"Except  in  ca«es  of  permanent  specified  disability" — ^by  which,  of 
course,  is  meant  the  disability  specified  in  the  statute — "no  increase  of 
pension  shall  be  allowed  to  commence  prior  to  the  date  of  the  examina- 
tion and  surgeon  certificate  establishing  the  same.''  Now,  of  course,  a 
man  to  get  an  increase  "must  have  a  surgeon's  certificate  and  it  must 
be,  outside  of  that,  specific.  That  surgeon's  certificate  can  not  be  back 
very  far  because  it  is  on  that  he  is  getting  the  increase.  Now,  the  vio- 
lation was  to  disregard  this  and  put  the  increase  back  years  before, 
back  of  the  date  of  the  examination  and  surgeon's  certificate,  and  that 
was  a  distinct  violation  of  the  law.  "Made  under  a  competent  claim 
of  increase."  Now,  it  was  apparent  if  you  obeyed  that  law  you  could 
not  go  back  so  far.  That  is  not  done  any  more,  and  now  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions  rejiorts  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  with  every 
weekly  report  from  his  office  exactly  what  cases  are  rerated  and  the 
name,  date,  and  amount,  and  all,  so  that  it  can  be  seen  at  once  whether 
that  evil  is  going  on  or  has  stoppecl,  and  you  can  see  these  reports  show 
a  very  mejiger  rerating,  two  or  three  6ccasionally,  but  small  amounts, 
based,  as  I  think,  upon  proper  basis. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  be  very  glad  if  you  will  explain  to  the  committee 
the  nature  of  the  board  of  pension  appeals  and  its  relation  to  the  Pen- 
sion Office  and  to  your  Department. 

Mr.  Payson.  Before  you  ask  that,  and  in  this  connection,  would  yon 
Btate  to  the  committee  what  is  the  practice  of  the  office  in  regard  to 
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these  reports  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  J^s  to  rerating  wliea 
there  is  any  that  carries  any  large  amount! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  have  them  examined. 

Mr.  Payson.  Do  you  send  for  the  papers  and  examine  them! 

Secretary  Noblb.  I  send  for  the  Assistant  Secretary  immediatoly, 
and  generally  I  endeuvor  through  my  AssistAnt  Secretary,  Gen.  Busse.v, 
to  keep  pretty  close  sui)ervision  of  the  bureaus,  and  particularly  tlie 
Pension  Bureau.  I  recognize  the  fact  that  the  Pension  Bureau  is  an 
^ormoas  Bureau,  dispensing  vast  sums  of  money,  and  that  it  sliouM 
[)e  supervised,  and  it  is  supervised.  Now,  if  you  will  aUow  me  to  say 
t,  I  would  just  like  to  say  right  here,  that  as  far  as  the  efficiency  of  the 
[^mmissioner  is  concerned,  I  think  that  he  has  run  that  Bureau  with 
^eat  efficiency. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Now,  I  want  you  to  inform  the  committee  of  the  nature 
)f  the  board  of  pension  appeals  and  its  relation  to  the  Pension  Office 
md  to  your  Department.  I  want  the  committee  to  understand  exactly 
rhat  part  it  plays  in  your  Department. 

Secretary  Noblic.  Now,  in  the  ftrst  place,  there  is  no  provision  of  law 
or  an  appeal  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  from  pensions,  but 
)ased  upon  the  supervision  of  a  Secretary,  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
3oiirt  of  the  United  States,  and  the  administration  there  almost  l)egin- 
iing  with  the  Government,  there  is  an  appeal  from  other  bureaus  to  the 
Secretary  in  regard  to  questions  of  value  and  administration.  Based 
ipon  that  is  an  appeal  taken  by  the  pensioner  from  a  decision  of  the 
dommissioner  in  regard  to  his  pension  to  the  Secretary,  and  the  Sec- 
netary  has  assigned,  as  I  have  told  you,  certain  bureaus  to  the  direct 
md  more  immediate  supervision  of  his  assistants,  the  assistants  having 
>een  given  lor  that  purx)08e  as  expressed  in  the  law.  These  api)eals 
t^hus  coming  to  the  Secretary  have  to  be  examined.  They  involve  ques- 
tions of  law  and  fact,  and  the  records  as  to  whether  the  pension  has 
[>eeii  prox)erly  allowed  or  not,  or  refused.  I  have  maintained  since  I 
liave  been  Secretary  that  the  Government  has  as  much  right  of  appeal 
us  the  pensioner,  and  if  I  think  he  is  gettingmore  pension  than  he  ought 
bo  have,  I  take  an  appeal.  Whenever  they  think  they  are  not  receiving 
justice  they  apx)eal  to  the  Secretary,  and  that  comes  before  the  Assist- 
Boit  Secretary,  and  directly  and  under  me  I  have  a  board  of  pension 
appeals;  that  is,  a  numbM*  of  lawyers  selected  with  great  care  after  a 
careful  examination  by  the  Civil  Service  Conunission,  who  have  become 
entirely  familiar  with  the  pensionlaws  and  are  under  my  general  super- 
vision, and  often  I  direct  the  supervision  of  these  decisions  which  are 
made.  They  control  these  decisions  there,  and  if  I  say  that  a  man  has 
received  a  pension  he  is  entitled  to,  he  has  to  take  it,  unless  he  can  go 
elsewhere  and  get  relief,  as  he  does  sometimes  to  Congress,  and  if  I 
tMnk  he  has  been  dealt  with  uiyustly  I  rectify  it,  and  these  decisions 
are  published  in  volume  and  now  amount  to  quite  a  library. 

'l£r.  Enlge.  This  board  of  pension  appeals,  I  understand,  does  not 
exist  by  virtue  of  any  statute,  but  as  an  administrative  feature! 

Secretary  Noble.  WeU,  it  does  exist  by  virtue  of  a  general  statute 
which  gives  me  authority.  I  have  had  quite  a  discussion  on  that  in  an 
opinion  given  by  the  Assistant  Attorney-General,  and  it  is  quite  a 
legal  question,  and  there  is  quite  a  number  of  sections  of  the  law  which 
bear  upon  that,  and  while  I  might  concur  with  you  in  a  general  way 
that  there  is  no  special  provision  for  it,  yet  it  exists  by  a  very  strong 
law  and  is  an  administrative  feature  just  as  would  be  in  the  Land 
Office. 

Mr.  ElTLOB.  la  there  any  provision  in  the  law  by  which  you  can  add 
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another  feature  to  a  bureau  in  tlie  nature  of  an  attorney  to  represent 
the  Government's  side  of  the  case,  and  call  the  attention  of  the  board 
to  cases  where  it  may  be  apparent  that  too  much  pension  has  been 
granted,  or  a  pension  has  been  granted  illegally? 

Secretary  Noble.  Well,  I  have  an  attorney  in  the  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Enlob.  He  is  your  attorney  in  the  matter. 

Secretary  Noble.  He  is  my  subordinate  and  he  is  representing  the 
Oovemment,  but  I  do  not  want  to  make  a  captious  answer.  I  tlnnk  I 
might  take  a  lawyer  to  sit  by  his  side ;  he  is  the  man  who  makes  the 
allowances. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  ft  a  rule  in  selecting  Commissioners  of  Pensions,  from 
your  observation  and  knowledge  of  men  who  have  fllled  that  position 
previously,  that  they  are  selected  on  account  of  their  legal  ability? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  only  answer  for  myself  and  my  own  Com- 
missioner.   I  think  they  are  selected  for  general  fitness  for  the  place,  J 
everything  considered. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Who  appointed  the  present  board  of  pension  appeals! 

Secretary  Noble.  They  are  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior; he  appoints  them  all. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Then  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  resjMjnsible  for  the 
opiiuons  of  that  board! 

Secretary  Noble.  The  Secretary  is  responsible  himself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  ask  if  you  know  anything  of  an  opinion  which, 
I  am  informed,  has  been  prepared  recently,  that  is  quite  comprehen- 
sive in  its  scope,  looking  towards  the  admission  of  Sti^te  militia  to  the 
pension  rolls. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  had  that  case  before  me,  and  I  took  the  opinion 
of  the  Department  ot  Justice  on  it. 

Mr.  ]<jNLOE.  I  was  anxious  to  hear  what  that  was. 

Secretary  Noble.  That  is  another  part  of  this  Department  of  the  In- 
terior; there  is  assigned  not  only  to  my  Department,  but  to  others 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  me  interrui)t  you  there.  Is  that  question  in  refer- 
ence to  a  decision  of  your  office  which  has  been  promulgated! 

Mr.  Noble.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Payson.  How  do  these  things  become  public  property! 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  think  I  am  on  the  witness  stand. 

Secretary  Noble.  If  there  is  any  evil  in  that  we  had  better  know  it 
beforehand,  and  I  will  be  glad  to  know  it.  * 

Mr.  Payson.  This  not  a  promulgated  decision  as  yetf 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  this  has  not  been  promulgated  so  far. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  think  not,  but  Secretary  Bussey  can  tell  yon. 
Has  that  been  promulgated  (to  Secretary  Bussey)! 

Mr.  Bussey.  No,  sir. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  will  say  in  answer  to  that  question,  that  that 
question  was  before  me,  and  that  I  took  the  advice  of  the  Assistant 
Attorney-General. 

'Mr.  Enloe.  Have  you  any  objection  to  stating  to  the  committee  what 
the  advice  was  as  to  the  legality  of  that  decision! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  produce  it,  but  I  would  not  undertake  to  state 
it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  it  confirming  the  opinion  or  adverse  to  it! 

Secretary  Noble.  That  would  depend  upon  the  use  of  the  word  con- 
firming in  its  bearing  on  the  question,  you  might  use  it  one  way  or  the 
other,  you  could  not  tell ;  but  I  have  no  objection  to  giving  his  opinion, 
howeverj  it  is  on  file  in  my  office. 
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Mr.  ENL.OE.  Gan  not  you  fdmisb  both  opinions  to  this  conanittee  and 
the  opinion  of  the  board  of  appeals  which  was  prepared 

Se<jretary  Noble.  There  is  no  opinion  of  the  board  of  appeals. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  is  not  the  practice — ^you  do  not  write 
all  decisions  of  the  board,  but  some  one  else  does  that  work? 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir;  all  the  opinions  of  the  Department  ol 
the  Interior  have  to  be  written  up  by  diiterent  people,  because  they 
amount  to  a  good  many  in  the  course  of  a  day,  and  no  one  man  living 
could  do  it. 

hir,  Enloe.  Who  prepares  them  for  this  board  t 

Secretary  Koble.  I  do  not  think  that  opinion  has  been  passed. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  understand  it  has  been  passed. 

Secretary  Koble.  It  is  nothing  until  it  is  passed. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  it  is  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  approval  of  the 
board  I  want  to  know  that,  and  I  want  to  know  what  the  decision  at 
the  Department  of  Justice  was  in  regard  to  the  legality  of  it. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  will  give  the  decision  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  because  that  is  a  fixed  thing.  • 

Mr.  Enloe.  How  did  the  Department  of  Justice  pass  upon  that 
question! 

Secretary  Noble.  I  asked  them. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  did  not  submit  any  opinion  prepared  by  this  board 
for  him  to  review  or  pass  upon  thatf 

Secretary  Noble.  No,  not  an  opinion;  I  submitted  a  written  state- 
ment. 

3fr.  Enloe.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  at;  have  you  a  copy  of 
thatf 

Secretary  Noble.  I  am  talking  about  the  Pennsylvania  militia;  are 
yout 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir.    . 

Secretary  Noble.  That  ca«e  was  before  me,  on  which  I  got  the 
opinion  of  the  Assistant  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  would  like  to  have  for  the  information  of  this  committee 
the  opinion  prepared  by  the  board  of  pension  appeals  and  then  the 
opinion  of  the  Department  of  Justice  on  that. 

Secretary  Noble.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Can  you  furnish  both  of  these  papers  to  ust 

Secretary  Noble.  I  can  furnish  you  the  opinion  of  the  Assistant 
Attorney-General,  but  the  other  thing  is  not  a  document  proper,  it  is 
merely  for  my  own  use,  just  say  as  so  much  blank  paper. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  opinion  referred  to  in  testimony  of 
witness: 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Attornby-Genebal, 

Waahingtoni  D.  C,  January  f7, 189g. 

m 

ptfiemoraiida:  Docket  No.  10,482.    Randolph  M.  Mauley,  Co.  1, 47th  Pa.  MiUUa.    Oertlflcate  Na 

284,442.    On  appeal.    Restoration.    Action  reversed.] 

Mr.  Secretary:  In  a,pcordaxice  with  your  verbal  direction,  I  have  examined 
the  paperjprepared  for  the  signature  of  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey,  upon  the 
appeal  of  Randolph  M.  Manley,  late  of  Company  1, 47th  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Muitia,  from  the  action  of  the  Commissioner  of  >^ension8  adverse  to  him,  and 
submit  the  following  memoranda : 

It  is  stated  in  said  paper  that  said  Manley  was  pensioned  at  the  rate  of  $24  per 
month,  for  disability  arising  from  sunstroke,  and  on  June  13,  1891,  his  pension 
was  discontinued  because  *'  it  had  been  ascertained  that  the  regiment  to  which 
he  belonged  was  not  in  theUnite'd  States  service,  but  in  the  service  of  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania." 

It  is  further  stated  that  said  regiment  was  mustered  into  the  servioe  of  said 
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State  for  a  period  of  ninetv  days,  under  General  Order  No.  43,  issued  orx  June  15, 
1863,  by  Governor  A.  G.  Curtin,  commander-in-chief  of  the  State  militia,  in  re- 
sponse to  the  President's  proclamation  on  the  same  day,  calling  upon  the  chief 
executive  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  for  50,000  volunteers  to  serve  for  a  period 
of  six  months,  imless  sooner  discharged;  that  said  Manley  was  a  member  of  Com- 
pany I  of  said  regiment;  was  mustered  in  at  Bradford,  Pa.,  on  June  27, 1863,  and 
was  mustered  out  of  his  company  at  Reading,  Pa.,  on  August  13th  of  the  same 
year. 

It  is  further  stated  that  the  only  rolls  of  said  company  on  file  in  the  office  ol 
the  Adjutant-General  of  the  United  States,  according  to  his  report,  are  the  rolls 
of  said  muster  in  and  muster  out,  and  that  upon  these  rolls  the  members  of  said 
company  were  paid  by  the  United  States  for  the  time  they  were  in  actual  serr- 
ice. 

Reference  is  also  made  in  said  paper  to  "The  War  of  the  Rebellion,  Official 
Records  of  the  Union  and  Confederate  Armies,"  vol.  21,  series  1,  part3,  pab- 
lished  by  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  showing  that  said  regiment  **  was 
on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1863,  a  part  of  the  United  States  Army,  in  the  3rd 
brigade  of  General  Dana's  (2nd)  Division,  Department  of  the  Susquehanna,  com- 
manded by  Major-Geueral  D.  N.  Couch,  U.  S.  Army: "  that  the  general  com- 
manding said  division  was  ordered  by  General  Couch  to  move  his  troops  to 
Hagerstown,  Md.,  and  advised  General  Meade,  commanding  the  Army  of  the 
Potomac,  that  they  *'  would  be  at  his  disposal; "  that  on  July  3l8t,  1863,  said  regi- 
ment was  at  Hagerstown  and  belonged  to  the  first  division  commanded  by  Gen- 
eral Wm.  F.  Smith. 

It  is  also  stated  that  the  appellant  concedes  that  he  was  never  actually  mus- 
tered into  the  United  States  military  service,  but  he  contends  that  although  not 
mustered  in,  yet  he  was  actually  in  the  *'  military  service  of  the  United  States,^ 
and,  under  the  provisions  of  the  first  paragraph  of  section  4693  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  is  entitled  to  be  restored  upon  the  pension  rolls. 

On  the  other  hand  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rules  that  since  **  it  had  been 
ascertained  that  the  re;:»-inient  to  which  he  (Manley)  bslonged  was  not  in  the 
United  States  service,  but  in  the  service  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,"  the  ap- 
pellant is  not  entitled  to  a  pension  under  said  paragraph,  and  his  rights  must  be 
determined  under  the  provisions  of  the  third  paragraph  of  said  section. 

The  first  paragraph  of  said  section  declares  that — 

*' Any  officer  X)f  the  Army,  including  ragulars,  voluntears,  and  nodlitia,  or  any 
oflScer  in  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps,  or  any  enlisted  man,  however  employed,  in 
the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States,  or  in  its  Marine  Corps, 
whether  regularly  mustered  or  not,  disabled  by  reason  of  any  wound  or  injury 
received,  or  disease  contracted  while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  and  in 
the  line  of  duty  " — 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  4692,  R.  S.  U.  S. 

The  third  paragraph  includes  as  beneficiaries  under  said  last-named  section— 

*'Any  person  not  an  enlisted  soldier  in  the  Army,  serving  for  the  time  being 
as  a  member  of  the  militia  of  any  State,  under  orders  of  an  officer  of  the  United 
States,  or  who  volunteered  for  the  time  b^ing  to  serve  with  any  regularly  organ- 
ized military  or  naval  force  of  the  United  States,  or  who  otherwise  volunteered 
and  rendered  service  in  any  engagement  with  rebels  or  Indians,  disabled  in  con- 
sequence of  wounds  or  injury  received  in  the  line  of  duty  in  such  temporary 
service.  But  no  claim  of  a  State  militiaman,  or  non-enlisted  person,  on  account 
of  disability  from  wounds  or  injury  received  in  battle  with  rebels  or  Indians, 
while  temporarily  rendering  service,  shall  be  valid  unless  prosecuted  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue  prior  to  the  fourth  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
four." 

From  the  conceded  facts  in  the  case  at  bar,  it  is  manifest  that  the  applicant 
can  not  be  placed  upon  the  list  of  invalid  pensioners  of  the  United  States  under 
the  third  paragraph  for  the  obvious  reason  that  he  has  not  prosecuted  his  claim 
**to  a  successful  issue  prior  to  the  fourth  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-four."  The  question  then  recurs,  was  said  Manley,  by  any  reasonable 
construction  of  law,  within  any  of  the  classes  mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph, 
and  was  he  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  when  he  received  the 
injury  for  which  he  was  pensioned  ? 

That  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  one  of  enumerated  powers,  which 
are  found  in  the  Constitution  and  amend raent>s  thereto ;  and  that  the  Constitu- 
tion in  all  of  its  parts  contemplates  "an  indestructible  Union  composed  of  inde- 
structible States."  has  been  fully  settled  by  the  decisions  of  the  highest  iudiciai 
tribunal  of  this  country.  ' 
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n  the  oase  of  Martin  v.  Hunter's  lessee  (1  Wheaton,  304-326),  Mr.  JusUoe 
>ry ,  speaking  for  the  Court,  said : 

^  Tlie  Government,  then,  of  the  United  States,  can  claim  no  powers  which  are 
;  gr^knted  to  it  l)y  the  Constitution,  and  the  powers  actually  granted  must  he 
ill  as  are  expressly  given,  or  given  hy  necessary  implication.  On  the  other 
id,  this  instrument,  like  every  otlier  grant,  is  to  have  a  reasonahle  construe- 
a,  acMX>rding  to  the  import  of  its  terms ;  and  where  a  power  is  expressly  given 
general  terms  it  is  not  to  be  restrained  to  particular  cases,  unless  that  con- 
action  grows  out  of  the  context  expressly,  or  by  necessary  implication.  The 
rds  are  to  be  taken  in  their  natural  and  obvious  sense,  and  not  in  a  sense  un- 
sonably  restricted  or  enlarged."  Gibbons  v.  Ogden  (9  Wheaton,  1),  United 
•tea  V.  Cruikshank  (92  U.  S.,  542). 

?uniin^  now  to  the  Constitution,  we  find  that  in  paragraphs  15  and  16  of  arti- 
1,  section  8,  Congress  is  empowered  *'  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia 
execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasions; 
provide  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia,  and  for  govern- 
;  such  parts  of  them  as  may  be  employed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
erving"  to  the  States  respectively  the  appointment  of  the  oflBcers,  and  the  au- 
>rity  of  training  the  militia  according  to  the  discipline  prescribed  by  Con- 

3S8. 

^y  virtue  of  the  authority  thus  conferred,  on  May  2,  1792  (1  Stats.,  264),  an 
«  was  paraed  *^  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of 
3  Union,  suppress  insurrection,  and  repel  invasions.''  This  act  by  its  express 
'ins  (section  10)  was  to  ^'continue  and  be  in  force  for  and  during  the  term  of 

0  years,  and  from  thence  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  thereafter, 
d  no  longer." 

By  the  act  of  May  8,  1792  (1  Stats.,  271),  Congress  made  provision  for  the 
lational  defense  by  establishing  an  uniform  militia  throughout  the  United 
iates,"  and  by  section  nine  thereof  declared — 

*'"  That  if  any  person,  whether  officer  or  soldier,  belonging  to  the  militia  of 
ly  State  and  called  out  into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  be  wounded  or 
sabled  while  in  actual  service,  he  shall  taken  care  of  and  provided  for  at  the 
iblic  expense." 

Said  section  nine  is  embodied  in  section  1639  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
□ited  States. 

The  act  of  Congress  approved  February  28, 1795  (id.,  424-425),  expressly  re- 
galed said  act  of  May  2, 1792,  but  re-enacted  substantially  its  provisions.  The 
■St  section  provides — 

**  That  whenever  the  United  States  shall  be  invaded  or  be  in  imminent  danger 
invasion  from  any  foreign  nation  or  Indian  tribe,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
iresident  of  the  United  States  to  call  forth  such  number  of  the  militia  of  the 
ate  or  States,  most  convenient  to  the  place  of  danger,  or  scene  of  action,  as  he 
ay  judge  necessary  to  repel  such  invasion,  and  to  issue  his  orders  for  that  pur- 
»se,  to  such  officer  or  officers  of  the  militia,  as  he  shall  think  proper." 
Tliis  clause  has  been  embodied  in  section  1642  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
nited  States. 

In  the  case  of  Martin  v.  Mott  (12  Wheaton,  19-30),  Mr.  Justice  Story,  speaking 
r  the  court,  relative  to  the  question  who  was  to  decide  when  the  militia 
LOU  Id  be  called  forth,  said — 

'*  "We  are  all  of  opinion  that  the  authority  to  decide  whether  the  exigency  has 
-isen  belongs  exclusively  to  the  President,  and  that  his  decision  is  conclusive  upon 

1  persons.  We  think  that  this  construction  necessarily  results  from  the  nature  of 
le  power  itself  and  from  the  manifest  object  contemplated  by  the  act  of  Congress, 
be  power  itself  is  to  be  exercised  upon  sudden  emergencies,  upon  great  occa- 
ODS  of  state,  and  under  circumstances  which  may  be  vital  to  the  existence  of 
le  Union.  A  prompt  and  unhesitating  obedience  to  orders  is  indispensable  to 
le  complete  attainment  of  this  object.  The  service  is  a  military  service,  and 
le  command  of  a  military  nature;  and  in  such  cases  every  delay  and  every  ob- 
acle  to  an  efficient  and  immediate  compliance  necessarily  tend  to  jeopard  the 
ublie  interests.  While  subordinate  officers  or  soldiers  are  pausing  to  consider 
hether  they  ought  to  obey  or  are  scrupulously  weighing  the  evidence  of  the 
\ct8  upon  which  the  commander-in-chief  exercises  the  right  to  demand  their 
^rvices,  the  hostile  enterprise  may  be  accomplished  without  the  means  of  re- 
istance." 

It  is  further  stated  by  the  court  that  "  a  requisition  calling  forth  the  militia  is 
I  legal  intendment  an  order  and  miist  be  so  interpreted."  To  the  same  effect 
re  the  rulings  of  the  supreme  courts  of  the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  New 
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York.    (Duffleld  v.  Smith,  3  Serg.  &  Raw.,  589 ;  Vanderheyden  v.  Young,  11 
Johns,  50. 

There  can  be  no  serious  contention,  in  my  Judgment,  that  said  regiment  was 
not  "called  forth  "  by  the  authority  of  the  President,  as  required  by  law;  but 
the  question  next  arises,  although  duly  called  out,  was  said  regiment  in  the  mil- 
itary service  of  the  United  States  ? 

In  the  case  of  Houston  v.  Moore  (5  Wheaton,  1-20),  decided  in  1820,  the  Su- 
preme Court  considered  the  question  "at  what  time  and  under  what  circum- 
stances does  a  portion  of  militia,  drafted,  detached,  and  called  forth  by  the  Pres- 
ident, enter  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  and  change  their  character 
from  State  to  national  militia,''  and  made  the  following  answer: 

**  From  this  brief  summary  of  the  laws,  it  would  seem  that  actual  service  was 
considered  by  Ck>ngress  as  tne  criterion  of  national  militia,  and  that  the  eernce 
did  not  commence  until  the  arrival  of  the  militia  at  the  place  of  rendezvoos. 
That  is  the  terminus  a  quo,  the  service,  the  pay,  and  subjections  to  the  Articles 
of  War  are  to  commence  and  continue.  If  the  service,  in  particular,  is  to  con- 
tinue for  a  certain  length  of  time  from  a  certain  day,  it  would  seem  to  follow 
almost  conclusively,  that  the  service  commenced  on  that,  and  not  on  some  prior 
day.  And,  indeed,  it  would  seem  to  border  somewhat  upon  an  absurdity  to  say 
that  a  militiaman  was  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  at  any  time,  who,  so 
far  from  entering  into  it  for  a  single  moment,  had  refused  to  do  so,  and  who 
never  did  any  act  to  connect  him  with  such  service.  It  has  already  been  ad- 
mitted, that  if  Congress  had  pleased  so  to  declare,  a  militiaman  called  into  the 
service  of  the  United  States  might  have  been  held  and  considered  as  being  con- 
structively in  that  service,  though  not  actually  so,  and  might  have  been  treated 
in  like  manner  as  if  he  had  appeared  at  the  place  of  rendezvous.  But  Congress 
has  not  so  declared,  nor  have  they  made  any  provision  applicable  to  such  a  case; 
on  the  contrary,  it  would  appodr  that  a  fine  to  be  paid  by  a  delinquent  militisr 
man  was  deemed  an  equivalent  for  his  services,  and  an  atonement  for  his  diso- 
bedience." 

On  July  17, 1862,  Congress  declared  (sec.  1,  V.  12,  p.  597)— 

**  That  whenever  the  President  of  the  United  States  shiU  call  forth  the  mili- 
tia of  the  States,  to  be  employed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  he  may 
specify  in  his  call  the  period  for  which  such  service  will  be  required,  not  ex- 
ceeding nine  months;  and  the  militia  so  called  shall  be  mustered  in  and  continue 
to  serve  for  and  during  the  term  so  specified,  unless  sooner  discharged  by  com- 
mand of  the  President." 

Said  provision  is  carried  into  section  1648  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States.  But  it  is  very  evident  that  said  section  must  not  be  construed  to  declare 
that  no  soldier  can  be  in  the  "  military  service  of  the  United  States"  unless  he 
has  been  mustered  in  as  therein  directed.  And  especially  is  this  true  with  ref- 
erence to  the  first  paragraph  of  said  section  4093,  for  the  obvious  reason  that  the 
latter  section  expressly  declares  that  if  the  person  within  the  classes  specified 
therein  is  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  he  shall  be  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  the  preceding  section  (4692)  *' whether  regularly  mustered  or  not." 
Bub  it  is  suggested  that  the  Djpartment  of  War  is  charged  with  the  manage- 
ment of  military  affairs,  and  the  Secretary  of  War  being:  charged  by  law  with 
the  custody  of  all  the  records  of  the  Department,  and  having  declared  that  the 
records  of  the  War  Department  fail  to  show  that  said  regiment  was  in  the 
United  States  service,  therefore  it  must  be  conclusively  held  that  the  regiment 
was  not  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  consequently  not  within 
the  first  paragraph  of  said  section.  But  this  contention  can  not  be  maintained. 
It  may  be  conceded  that  the  Secretary  of  War  is  charged  by  law  with  the  cus- 
tody of  the  departmental  records,  showing  who  belong  to  the  military  service  of 
the  United  States,  but  it  by  n j  means  follows  that  the  absence  of  such  record  is 
conclusive  that  the  person  alleging  such  military  service  was  not  actually  therein. 

The  Secretary  of  War  may  certify  what  is  shown  by  the  records  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  War,  but  what  that  record  shows  so  far  as  relates  to  the  status  of  the 
applicant  for  pension  must  be  determined  finally  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, who  is  by  law  charged  with  the  sujiervision  of  public  business  relatinsrto 
pensions  and  bounty  lands.    (Secticn  441,  R.  S.  U.  S.) 

My  attention  has  been  called  to  two  opinions  of  the  Acting  Judge- Advocate- 
Gen  .^ral  of  the  Army,  dated,  respectively.  January  23,  1890,  and  September  12th, 
same  year,  relative  to  the  status  of  the  lath  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Militia,  and 
also  in  answer  to  the  question  whether  "the  36th  and  55th  Regiments  were  mus- 
tered into  the  United  States  service." 

In  his  firat  opinion  reference  is  oiade  to  a  statement  of  facts  prepared  in  thd 
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cord  and  x)en8ion  division  of  the  War  Department,  which  the  Judge- Advo- 
te-Oeneral  did  not  deem  necessary  to  recapitulate,  but  states  the  question  to 
determined/*  Was  the  regiment  at  the  time  referred  to  national  militia  in  the 
Qse  Uiat  it  had  as  militia  Income  a  part  of  the  national  forces,  or  purely  State 
illtia?"  and  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  said  section  1642,  Bevised  Statutes  o' 
e  United  States,  **  should  properly  be  regarded  as  directory  only,  and  that  in 
e  case  under  consideration  tne  fact  that  there  was  no  muster-in  would  not 
itself  absolutely  preclude  its  being  held  that  the  13th  Regiment  Pennsylvania 
llitia  was  in  the  actual  service  of  Uie  United  States."  But  the  opinion  finds, 
a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  governor  of  Pennsylvania  refused  to  allow  the  regi- 
snt  to  be  mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  that  *^  there  ap- 
tars  to  be  no  evidence  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  did  after  this 

any  way  attempt  to  exercise  any  control  over  the  organization,  either  by 
aclng'  it  under  the  command  of  any  officer  of  its  own  or  in  any  way  attempting 

control  its  movements.''  It  is  also  stated  in  the  opinion  that  a  year  later 
tbe  regiment  was  paid  bv  a  United  States  paymaster  upon  the  authority  of  the 
30ond  Comptroller,  which  is  printed  on  the  pay  roll,''  but  that  said  action  was 
le^al  and  can  not  be  recognized  as  establishing  the  fact  that  ^*  the  regiment  was 
.  the  service  of  the  United  States." 

In  the  report  referred  to  in  said  opinion  relative  to  the  status  of  the  13th  Regi- 
ent  of  Pennsylvania  Militia,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereto  attached,  is  quoted 
le  letter  of  the  President  to  the  governor,  dated  September  11. 1862,  in  response 
» the  application  of  the  adjutant-general  of  the  State,  for  authority  to  call  out 
le  State  militia,  which  letter  states:  **  I  sanction  the  call  that  you  have  made, 
id  will  receive  them  into  the  service  and  pay  of  the  United  States  to  the  extent 
ley  can  be  armed  and  equipped  and  usefully  employed."  Reference  is  also  made 
>  tne  telegraphic  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  through  the  Adjutant-General 
I  tbe  n.  S.  Army,  directing  that  the  men  responding  to  said  call  '*  be  mustered 
ato  tbe  United  States  service  for  three  months,  unless  sooner  discharged;"  the 
eply  of  the  mustering  officer,  dated  the  19th  of  the  same  month,  reporting  that 
be  governor,  when  shown  said  order,  said:  *'  It  can  not  be  done;  the  men  did  not 
»ome  out  for  three  months,  and  are  not  prepared  for  the  term.  They  will  not  sub- 
nit  to  it ;  besides,  this  win  break  up  the  draft  entirely,"  and  the  response  of 
be  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army,  September  26, 1862,  containing  the  statement 
bat  "Ab  the  case  now  stands,  a  muster  in  and  out  of  service  will  be  necessary 
i^ore  the  troops  can  be  paid  by  tiie  General  Got'ernmenf ."  It  is  further  stated  in  said 
■eport  that  no  muster  rolls  of  said  troops  have  ever  been  received  at  the  War 
>epartment ;  that  no  mention  is  made  of  them  by  any  officer,  and  they  are  not 
aken  up  in  the  strength  of  any  brigade,  division,  corps,  or  department.  The 
Second  Comptroller,  on  September  5, 1863,  prepared  the  form  of  roll  for  the  pay- 
nent  of  said  troops,  as  follows : 

**  This  form  of  roll,  when  projwrly  filled,  will  be  a  sufficient  voucher  at  the 
Dreasury  for  the  payments  made  to  the  Pennsylvania  troops  called  out  by  proo- 
amation  of  thego\%rnor,  by  authority  of  the  President's  letter,  dated  Septem- 
ber 11, 1862.  The  proof  of  actual  service  will  thereby  be  furnished,  though, 
from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  the  formality  of  mustermg  in  has  been  omitted. 
The  payments  should  be  made  by  United  States  paymasters,  and  not  by  the 
igents  of  the  State.  The  rolls  when  made  out  should  be  sent  to  the  adjutant* 
general  of  Pennsylvania  for  bis  examination  and  approval,  and  his  official  cer- 
tificate should  be  placed  on  the  rolls  that  the  officers  were  duly  commissioned. 

"J.  M.  Brodhead, 

"iSecond  Comptroller." 

The  report  further  shows. the  action  of  the  governor  by  general  order  No.  46, 
dated  September  7, 1863,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  great  delay  has  occurred  in 
the  i>ayment  of  the  militia  called  out  by  him  under  the  authority  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  dated  September  11,  1862,  because  ^*  the  formalities 
of  muster  *  *  *  had  necessarily  been  omitted  in  putting  them  into  serv- 
ice, and  a  form  of  roll  having  now  been  approved  by  the  proper  departments  at 
Washington,  as  a  sufficient  voucher  at  the  Treasury  for  their  payment."  The 
State  officers  should  **  immediately  make  application  to  this  department "  in 
order  "  that  printed  blanks  of  the  approved  roll  and  proper  instructions  may  be 
at  once  furnished." 

The  report  also  stetes  that  on  September  15, 1863,  the  Paymaster-General  for- 
warded to  the  Adjutant-General,  U.  S.  Army,  a  communication  relative  to  the 
payment  of  said  troops,  which  was  referred  to  the  Second  Comptroller,  whose 
attention  was  called  to  section  4  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1863  (12  Stats.,  "tbO)^ 

4  PEN* 
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Btating  that  **  It  would  seem  that  the  act  cited  is  intended  to  cover  all  expenses, 
including  pay  of  the  forces  in  question.  All  vouchers  to  be  Hied  and  paawd 
upon  by  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury.'' 

Further  correspondence  between  the  Paymaster-General  and  the  Second  Comp- 
troller's Office  is  given,  and  it  is  stated  that  "The  records  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment fail  to  show  the  orders  of  the  Secretary,  but  from  subsequent  oommunica- 
tioDS  ot  the  Paymaster-General  to  Major  Brice  paymaster,  U.  S.  Army),  it  would 
appear  that  the  decision  of  the  Second  Comptroller  to  pay  the  troops  through 
the  Pay  Department  (of  the  United  States)  was  concurred  m." 

The  report  further  states  that  on  March  22, 1864,  the  U.S.  Paymaster-General 
advised  Major  B.  W.  Brice,  paymaster,  U.  S.  Army,  stationed  at  Baltimore: 

"  That  it  has  baen  decided  that  the  Pennsylvania  militia,  called  out  by  the 
governor  in  the  summer  and  fall  of  1862,  should  be  paid  by  the  paymasters  of  the 
U.  S.  Army,  in  the  manner  agreed  to  by  the  Second  Comptroller,  and  directed 
him  to  communicate  with  the  proj^er  authorities  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
and  ascertain  the  number  of  men  to  be  paid:  in  what  manner  the  various  com- 
panies and  regiments  were  organized;  whether  with  the  United  States  or  State 
organizations;  whether  with  the  rank  or  grade  of  officers  not  recognized  in  the 
U.  S.  service;  the  average  time  these  troops  served  and  claim  pay  for,  and  any 
other  points  necessary  to  know  in  order  to  act  understandingly." 

On  April  4, 1864,  Major  Brice  reported  to  the  U.  S.  Paymaster-General  the  num- 
ber of  regiments  aud  the  average  strength  thereof  in  the  '^Penn.  Emergency 
Militia,"  and  requested  that  the  sura  of  $400,0(X)  be  placed  to  his  credit  to  pay 
said  troops.  On  April  5,  1864,  this  request  was  referred  by  the  U.  S.  Paymaster- 
General  to  the  Second  Comptroller,  for  information  as  to  tiie  manner  of  payment 
of  said  troops  which  would  satisfy  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury,  and  in 
said  reference  it  was  suggested  by  the  U.  S.  Paymaster-General — 

**That  all  officers  and  men  appearing  on  the  rolls  as  having  rendered  service 
should  be  paid  for  the  time  they  so  appear,  without  regard  to  the  question 
whether  they  had  men  or  companies  enough  to  have  i  dmittedthem  into  the  U.S. 
service  undeV  the  rules  for  the  organization  of  the  U.  S.  volunteers." 

On  the  same  day  the  U.  S.  Paymaster-General  advised  Major  Price  that  he 
had  requested  that  the  sum  of  $400,000  be  deposited  in  the  **Military  Treasury 
at  Philadelphia,"  to  the  credit  of  Major  Brice,  for  the  pay  of  the  Penn.  Emer- 
gency Militia,  called  into  service  in  the  summer  of  1862,  and  directed  to  be  paid  6y 
order  of  the  War  Department, 

The  report  also  sets  forth  a  communication  of  the  adjutant-general  of  Penn- 
sylvania to  its  military  agent  at  Washington,  D.  C,  dated  April  9, 1864,  stating 
(infer  alia) — 

**  The  Pennsylvania  militia  called  into  service  by  the  proclamation  of  the  gov- 
ernor of  11th  September,  1862,  which  call  was  sanctioned  by  communication  of 
the  President  of  same  date,  and  receiving  them  into  the  service  and  pay  of  the 
United  States,  were  never  mustered  into  either  the  State  or  United  States  serv- 
ice, and  consequently  could  not  be  mustered  out.  They  wero«also  discharged  bv 
Eroclamation  of  the  governor  on  the  24th  of  the  same  month,  but  did  not  reacn 
ome  or  get  out  of  servica  for  several  days  thereafter.  No  formal  discharges  on 
their  disbandment  were  issued  to  them.  I  inclose  you  herewith  a  copv  of  the 
blank  roll  apprf»ved  by  the  Second  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  whose  indorse- 
ment refers  to  the  omission  of  muster  in,  etc." 

It  thus  appears  that  in  the  case  of  the  13th  Regiment,  whose  statue  is  not  ex- 
actly like  that  of  the  47th  Rc'giment,  the  proper  Executive  Department,  after  a 
full  consideration  of  all  the  facts,  adjudged  that  said  regiment  was  in  the  mili- 
tary service  of  the  United  States,  and  directed  that  the  Paymaster-General  pay 
the  troops.  It  may  be  seriously  doubted  if,  after  the  lapse  of  nearly  a  quarter 
of  a  century,  the  decision  of  the  War  Department  and  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
directing  the  payment  of  these  troops,  can  now  be  held  to  be  illegal.  United 
States  V.  Bank  of  Metropolis,  15  Peters,  401;  5  Op.,  29  and  240;  9  Op.,  300  and 
387;  12  Op.,  169;  13  Op.,  33,  226,  3S7,  457;  16  Op.,  489;  17  Op.,  27  and  315. 

The  opmion  of  the  .Judge-Advocate-General,  upon  an  application  for  "a state- 
ment showing  whether  the  36th  and  55th  Regiments,  Pennsylvania  Militia,  were 
mustered  into  the  United  States  service,"  dated  September  20, 1890,  finds  that 
"There  is  no  record  of  the  War  Department  of  the  United  States  showing  that 
any  such  regiments  were  ever  in  the  United  States  service,"  and  states  that  in 
the  opinion  of  said  officer  it  is  a  "  well-established  rule  of  this  War  Department 
that  no  one's  claim  of  having  performed  military  service  can  be  established  un- 
less it  can  be  shown  that  the  United  States  authorities  made  some  record  of  the 
lervice,'*    He  also  finds  that  the  records,  with  the  papers  submitt-ed  to  him, 
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DOt  TTniti^d  States  records,  but  records  made  by  authority  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
that  said  regiments  were  paid  by  the  State  of  Fennsyivania,  and  afterwards  the 
United  States  refunded  to  the  State  such  payment. 

While  it  may  be  conceded  that  such  is  the  rule  in  the  War  Department,  yet  it 
does  not  follow,  as  we  have  seen,  that  the  rule  is  conclusive  upon  this  Depart* 
ment,  when  considering  an  application  for  pension  under  said  section  4693. 

In  the  case  of  the  enrolled  militia  of  Missouri  (16  Op.,  147)  Attorney- General 
Ddvens  held  that  they  were  not  '*  soldiers  who  served  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,"  and  were  not  entitled  to  the  privileges  of  section  2304,  R.  S.  U.  S., 
because  ''they  were  soldiers  who  served  in  a  force  which  cooperated  with  the 
Army  of  the  united  States.  The  Government  could  not  exercise  over  them  any 
control  in  regard  to  its  general  military  operations.  The  only  service  they  were 
required  to  render  was  m  the  immediate  defense  of  their  State,''  and  they  were 
aever  mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  but  '*  were  paid  oy  the 
State  whose  troops  they  were."  Conceding,  arguendo,  that  the  Attorney-Gen- 
eral's opinion  is  a  correct  interpretation  of  said  section,  which  confers  a  privi- 
lege upon  **  every  private  soldier  and  officer  who  has  served  in  the  Army  of  the 
Unitea  States  during  the  recent  rebellion  for  ninety  days,  and  who  was  honor- 
Ably  discharged,"  yet  it  can  not  bo  considered  decisive  of  the  effect  of  a  statute 
which  expressly  provides  for  soldiers  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States, 
'*  whether  regularly  mustered  or  not." 

Again,  Solicitor^Ueneral  Chapman,  in  an  opinion  dated  November  19,  1889, 
approved  by  Attorney-Greneral  Miller  (19  Op.,  434),  held  that  a  member  of  the 
military  organization  known  as  **  Quartermaster's  Volunteers,"  who  served  in 
the  war  of  the  rebellion,  and  was  honorably  discharged  from  the  service,  is  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  the  proviso  in  Departmental  Rule  X  of  the  Civil  Service 
Bs  one  who  *'  served  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  in  the  late  war 
of  the  rebellien  and  was  honorably  discharged,"  within  the  meaning  of  that 
rule.  The  opinion  states  (p.  437):  '*But  if  we  take  the  whole  clause  together 
we  see  an  apparent  intent  to  give  a  broader  meaning  to  these  words  tnan  is 
permissible  in  strict  military  parlance.  If,  in  place  of  the  words  *  military 
service,'  the  word  '  army '  had  oeen  used  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  deter- 
mining the  meaning  of  the  rule.  But  the  words  *  military  service 'and  *dis- 
ch^ged  therefrom '  are  not  as  sharp  in  definition  and  limitation  as  the  words 
^  army '  and  *  discharged  therefrom '  would  have  been,  and  the  use  of  the  more 
general  and  indefinite  phrase  is  indicative  of  an  intent  to  broaden  the  meaning." 

While  the  foregoing  is  not  cited  as  authority  for  the  contention  herein  men- 
tioned, yet  the  argument  is  very  persuasive  as  to  the  rights  of  the  applicant. 

After  a  careful  consideration  and  examination  of  the  whole  question,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  conclusions  in  said  paper  as  prepared  by  Assistant  Secretary 
Bussey  are  correct,  because  it  is  sufficiently  shown;  (1st)  that  said  Manley  was 
enlisted  and  mustered  into  Company  I,  47th  Pensylvania  Militia,  and  was  duly 
called  into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  served  under  the  command  of 
officers  of  the  United  States  Army  in  the  State  of  Maryland  when  he  received 
his  injury;  (2nd)  that  he  was  afterward  jxaid  by  the  United  States  for  such  mili- 
tary service  as  an  enlisted  man  upon  a  full  consideration  of  all  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  by  the  proper  officers,  and  this  action,  in  connection  with 
other  facts,  must  be  held  to  conclusively  show  that  he  was  in  the  military  serv- 
ice of  the  United  States,  although  not  '^regularly  mustered." 

As  you  suggested  that  you  might  send  t^is  question  to  the  honorable  Attorney- 
General,  I  have  put  these  views  in  the  shape  of  a  memoranda  to  aid  him  in  his 
investigfation  ratiier  than  a  formal  opinion. 

The  xjaper  submitted,  together  with  the  opinions  of  the  Judge- Advocate-Gen- 
-^ral  and  the  report  referred  to  herein,  are  returned  herewith. 
Very  respectfully, 

Geo.  H.  Shields, 
Assistant  AUomey-Generai, 

Mr.  LiXD.  It  is  in  the  nature  of  a  memorandum  for  information  t 

Secretary  Noble,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  is  a  prepared  decision,  but  not  adopted  by  you  and 
not  promulgated? 

Secretary  Noble.  There  is  nothing  in  it  that  I  should  not  just  as  lief 
you  should  see  as  not,  but  I  should  hardly  like  to  send  you  miscella- 
neous papers  which  were  not  documents  in  my  Department. 

Mr.  Enlos.  Suppose  it  becomes  important  to. inquire  into  the  deci- 
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siou — say  here  is  an  opinion  about  which  I  may  differ  with  you;  aayl 
do  not  have  confidence  in  that  legal  opinion  promulgated  by  tiiat  board, 
to  put  it  in  that  way,  and  I  want  to  show  by  this  opinion  that  I  think 
this  board  has  performed  a  function  wMch  instead  of  being  a  benefit  to 
the  public  is  a  disadvantage 

Secretary  Noble.  I  do  not  know  how  you  can  possibly  prove  that  by 
unaccomplished  work. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  this  action  of  the  board  as  fiea*  as  its  action  can  got 

Secretary  Noble.  No,  sir;  it  is  not,  because  both  the  Assistant  Sec- 
retary and  Secretary  have  a  great  deal  of  advice  to  give  that  board  if 
necessary. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Then  I  will  ask  this  question:  K  that  information  had 
been  promulgated  by  you,  what  additional  number  of  men  do  you  sup- 
pose could  have  been  admitted  to  the  rolls  and  what  additional 

Secretary  Noble.  That  is  a  hypothetical  question,  but  I  do  not  think 
they  are  so  numerous. 

Gen.  BussEY.  There  are  67  men  who  have  been  pensioners  apply- 
ing from  the  Pennsylvania  militia  where  pensions  are  stopped,  and 
the  question  is  simply  a  proposition  to  be  recognized  under  section  4693, 
third  clause,  and  it  is  not  probable  that  any  considerable  amount  could 
be  pensioners. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  would  depend,  I  believe,  on  how  many  could  bring 
themselves  within  the  provisions  of  that  decision. 

Gen.  BussEY.  It  would  not  pension  one  man  under  the  act  of  June 
27, 1890— not  one. 

Mr.  LiND.  For  my  own  information  let  me  inquire  if  this  is  under  the 
militia  provision  which  expired  in  1874  f 

Gen.  BiTSSEY.  No,  sir;  it  is  under  section  4693,  third  clause.  I  mean 
the  first  clause,  not  the  third;  the  third  expired,  and  there  are  57  men, 
according  to  the  report  by  the  Pension  Office,  who  have  been  pension- 
ers, and  as  I  understand  it  there  are  no  applicants  for  pensions  be- 
cause the  service  was  very  short  and  was  only  for  persons  called  into 
the  service  by  President  Lincoln. 

Secretary  Noble.  My  own  desire,  gentlemen,  was  to  administer  the 
law  without  regard  to  how  many  or  how  feW  got  a  pension. 

Mr.  Enloe.  1  understand  that;  but  I  want  to  know,  and  it  seems  1 
am  not  likely  to  get  the  information,  as  to  how  many  men  it  would 
likely  admit  to  the  pension  service  who  are  not  now  eligible  and  who 
are  not  legally  in  it. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  have  the  answer  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  that 
probably  not  one. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  says  there  were  57,  and  I  believe  when  President 
Lincoln  issued  that  proclamation  it  brought  out  more  than  57  men  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  was  going  to  say  this  service  was  for  perhaps 
less  than  two  months,  and  no  man  can  be  pensioned  under  that  with- 
out he  proves  that  the  disability  was  contracted  in  the  line  of  duty  of 
the  service,  and  in  such  a  short  service  a  very  few  men  contracted  a 
disability  that  can  be  proven  after  a  lapse  of  twenty-five  years,  and  it 
is  fair  to  presume  that  all  these  militiamen  who  were  to  be  brought  in 
under  this  decision  have  made  application. 

]Mr.  Enloe.  As  far  as  my  observation  extends  you  can  not  rightly 
estimate  how  many  men  under  a  construction  of  the  law  would  be  able 
to  prove  they  contracted  a  disability  after  the  lapse  of  twenty-five 
years.  I  think  recently  more  men  have  discovered  they  were  disabled 
at  that  time  than  any  othei:  time  in  the  history  of  the  Government. 
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Secretary  Noble.  I  want  to  agree  with  you,  Mr.  Enloe;  you  ought 
not  to  administer  the  law  on  numbers,  but  I  think  you  ought  to  admin- 
ister the  law  on  the  truth  and  merit. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  coming  to  the  point  in  regard  to  the  decisions  which 
affect  large  interests;  whether  there  might  be  large  interests  involved, 
as  to  whether  or  not  this  is  a  reliable  board  to  promulgate  and  prepare 
these  decisions,  and  p>erhaps  in  that  way  I  might  be  reflecting  upon 
your  legal  ability,  which  I  do  not  wish  to  do,  as  you  finally  have  to 
pass  upon  them ;  but  I  have  not  been  able  to  agree  with  the  conclusions 
reached  by  the  board  frequently. 

Secretary  Noble.  I  want  to  say,  gentlemen,  I  have  a  pretty  big  in- 
stitution, and  I  have  an  engagement  that  is  going  to  take  me  out  of 
town,  and  I  will  not  be  back  here  until  Wednesday,  and  if  you  are 
through  with  me  now  I  would  like  to  go. 

Mr.  Payson.  Just  a  single  question  in  order  to  make  it  a  little  more 
clear  on  the  record;  if  any  point  is  to  be  made  by  the  opposition  as  to 
the  administration  of  affairs  in  the  Pension  Office  as  to  what  was 
done  by  the  present  administration,  with  a  view  to  the  recovery  of  any 
money  that  had  been  illegally  collected  of  persons  who  had  been  re- 
rated,  you  may  state  as  concisely  as  you  choose  what  efforts  you  made 
to  ascertain  and  what  has  been  the  exposition  of  the  law  from  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  in  reference  to  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
make  reprisal,  so  to  speak,  upon  persons  so  benefited. 

Secretary#NoBLE.  While  that  work  was  warm  my  mind  was  a  good 
deal  wrought  up  about  the  whole  business.  I  wanted  to  stop  it  and  I 
wanted  to  recover  what  I  could,  and  I  took  the  opinion  of  the  Assistant 
Attorney -General  who  was  assigned  to  my  Department,  Gen.  Shields; 
and  I  had  correspondence  with  the  Commissioner,  and  I  remember  when 
Commissioner  Eaum  came  in  I  had  quite  a  conversation  and  interview 
with  him.  I  had  a  great  many  interviews  with  Assistant  Secretary 
Bussey  for  about  a  month  over  this  very  thing,  and  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, which  I  have  expressed,  that  having  put  the  men  out  I  had  no 
recourse  there,  the  amount  of  the  increase  of  pension  being  in  itself  not 
very  much  and  they  having  got  the  money,  that  is  the  arrears;  that 
while  it  was  x>ossible  to  have  forced  them  on  before  a  board  and  sum- 
moned these  pensioners  all  over  the  country  and  had  witnesses,  etc., 
that  as  an  administrative  measure  it  would  have  resulted  in  no  pecuniary 
benefit  to  the  Government;  and  I  thought  then  and  still  believe  that 
to  go  back  over  the  1,700  cases  of  Commissioner  Black  and  the  cases  of 
Mr."  Tanner,  would  cost  more  than  it  woidd  amount  to. 

Mr.  Payson.  About  how  many  cases  were  there  under  Commissioner 
Tanner! 

Secretary  Noble.  Thirteen  hundred. 

Mr.  Payson.  And  1,700  under  Commissioner  Black's  administration  1 

Secretary  Noble,  x es,  sir;  in  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Payson.  As  to  the  efforts  to  secure  legislation  giving  to  Con- 
gress the  right  to  recover  this  money  back,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  a 
recommendation  was  made  by  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey,  and  that  a 
bill  wiis  introduced  by  Senator  Davis  in  the  Senate  looking  to  that  eudf 

Secretary  K oble.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is,  that  the  money  be  recouped 

Mr.  Payson.  I  do  not  remember  myself  the  terms  of  the  bill,  but  I 
know  such  a  bill  has  been  introduced. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  would  like  to  inquire  in  that  connection,  which  I  did 
not  gather  from  the  statement  of  the  Secretary,  was  there  any  legal 


54  PENSION   OFFICE   I^'^ESTIGATION. 

opinion  given  as  to  tbe  right  of  withholding  the  salary  of  employfe  vho 
had  beea  employed! 

Gen.  BussEY  (to  Secietary  Noble).  Do  you  remember  I  prepared 
qnite  an  elaborate  plan  for  the  recovery  of  this  money  and  presented  it 
to  you  and  you  sent  tliat  paper  to  the  Assistant  Attorney-General,  who 
furnished  quite  a  long  line  of  decisions  from  the  Attorneys-General  ol 
the  United  States  that  there  was  no  power  to  stop  the  pension,  that 
even  if  a  man  was  indebted  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for 
any  purpose,  even  if  he  hapi)ened  to  be  a  collector  of  internal  revenne 
and  was  a  defaulter  for  $10,000  and  he  was  a  pensioner,  you  could  not 
stop  $1  of  that  pension  money,  and  all  pension  money  must  be  treated 
as  due  the  pensioner,  and  there  is  no  power  to  stop  it,  and  for  that 
reason  we  stopped  all  operations  in  this  respect. 

SecJretary  Noble.  I  remember,  as  I  have  stated,  that  our  interviews 
were  frequent,  and  you  will  find  the  case  engrossed  a  large  share  of  my 
attention.  I  do  not  undertake  to  state  other  people's  legal  opinions, 
but  I  will  i>roduce  these  opinions. 

Mr.  Enloe.  \STiat  I  want  to  get  at  is  whether  there  was  any  legal 
opinion  given  in  regard  to  this  thing. 

.  Gen.  BussEY.  There  was;  the  Assistant  Attorney-General  furnished 
that  opinion. 

Mr.  Payson.  One  question  farther  as  to  the  first  part  of  your  testi- 
mony, and  that  is  in  connection  with  the  resignation  of  young  Mr. 
Baum.  If  I  understand  you,  you  acted  upon  the  prima  fa%ie  or  ex  parte 
case  without  any  opportunity  of  the  young  man  to  present  his  side  of 
the  case,  and  without  any  examination  on  your  part  as  to  the  fact,  bnt 
simply  turned  him  out,  as  you  say,  for  the  good  of  the  service? 

Secretary  Noble.  I  acted  on  the  document  which  I  have  submitted 
and  on  the  principle  I  announced,  that  that  was  the  thing  to  do,  and  1 
did  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  still  think  it  was  right! 

Secretary  Noble.  1  do,  and  I  would  do  it  again. 

Thereupon  the  committee  adjourned  to  meet  again  at  10  o'clock  on 
Monday,  February  29. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Monday,  February  29, 1892. 

The  committee  met  at  1  p.  m. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Little,  Dungan, 
Lind,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon.  L.  E.  Payson. 

TESTIMOITT  OF  M.  B.  BAILET. 

M.  B.  Bailey,  chief  of  law  division.  Pension  Office,  sworn  and  ex- 
amined. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Please  state  to  the  committee  what  x>osition  you  occupy  at  the 
present  time. — A.  Law  clerk,  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  occupying  that  jwsitionf — ^A.  Since 
April,  1889. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  about  some  money  hav- 
ing been  received  at  the  Pension  Office,  from  Boston  perhaps,  I  am  not 
positive  about  the  place,  which  was  to  be  credited  to  the  conscience 
fund,  which  came  in  your  hands  there! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  do. 
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Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  money  f — A.  Seventy-two  dollars. 

Q.  Did  it  come  through  the  mail,  or  how  did  it  come  to  the  office f — 
1«  It  was  placed  on  my  desk;  I  do  not  know  by  whom,  perhaps  by  my 
stenographer  or  Gapt.  Lyon,  or  whoever  it  was,  but  it  was  placed  on  my 
leak  in  an  open  envelope. 

Q.  At  the  time  it  first  came  to  the  office! — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  received 
>y  somebody  else.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  came  through  the  mail 
livision,  through  Commissioner  Kaum,  or  how,  but  my  first  sight  of  it 
ras  when  it  was  placed  on  the  desk  by  somebody  who  called  my  atten- 
ion  to  it. 

Q.  When  money  comes  to  that  office  to  be  credited  to  the  conscience 
iind,  where  would  it  be  received  first! — ^A.  Under  the  methods  there 
low,  it  would  be  received  first  in  the  mail  division,  and  then  it  would 
3e  brought  to  me  and  I  would  receipt  for  it;  I  receipt  for  it  from  the 
nail  division.  When  I  first  came  in  the  money  would  be  sometimes 
sent  directly  to  me,  that  is  to  the  law  division,  but  sometime  ago,  I 
bhink  shortly  after  I  went  in,  it  was  sent  to  the  mail  division. 

Q.  J'rom  what  point  did  this  money  come! — ^A.  Concord,  K.  H. 

Q.  Was  there  any  communication  accompanying  it! — ^A.  There  was 
Ek  letter  with  it.  The  letter  stating  in  substance  that  the  writer  had 
received  this  sum  in  excess  of  what  he  thought  was  due  him,  and  in- 
closed the  $72,  signed  "  X.  Honesty." 

Q.  Did  the  envelox>e  in  which  the  money  was  inclosed  have  a  post- 
mark!— ^A.  The  envelope  had  Concord,  K.  H.,  on  it,  that  was  all. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  it  came  to  your  desk! — ^A.  It  was  placed 
there  either  by  Mr.  Lyon,  Mr.  Randolph,  or  Mr.  Pierson;  I  do  not 
recollect  who  placed  it  there. 

Q.  You  are  in  the  habit  of  receipting  for  money  on  that  account! — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whose  business  is  it  to  open  your  letters  there;  is  it  anybody's 
business  to  open  your  letters! — ^A.  Those  addressed  to  me,  none  but 
myself. 

Q.  This,  you  say,  was  opened! — A.  But  this  was  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  not  to  me. 

Q.  This  was  forwarded  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  opened 
in  his  office! — ^A.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  presume  it  was.  I  did  not  pay 
any  attention  to  it  at  the  time.  I  thought  it  went  to  the  mail  division 
and  came  up  afterwards. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  money! — ^A.  I  told  whoever  gave  it  to 
me  that  I  would  speak  to  the  Commissioner  about  the  disposal  of  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  after  consulting  the  Commissioner! — ^A.  I  did 
not  have  an  opi)ortunity  to  see  him  then,  but  I  told 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  money  in  the  meantime;  you  did  not 
leave  it  on  the  desk! — ^A.  As  I  said,  it  was  placed  there  by  either  Capt. 
Lyon  or  Mr.  Eandolph,  or 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  what'  disposition  was  made  of  it  after  that! — 
A.  It  was  put  in  the  safe. 

Q.  In  your  office! — A.  No;  the  safe  is  in  the  assistant  chief  clerk's 
room,  the  appointment  clerk. 

Q.  The  safe,  you  say,  is  in  the  room  occupied  by  the  appointment 
clerk! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  that  safe! — A.  Mr.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr. 

Q.  He  had  charge  of  the  safe! — A.  I  do  not  know  that,  but  I  pre- 
same  that  he  did.    He  was  chief  of  that  division,  and  it  was  in  his  office. 

Q.  This  money  was  dex>osited  in  that  safe! — ^A.  That  was  my  direc- 
tion to  my  stenographer. 
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Mr.  Patson.  Is  this  matter  materia]  ♦  I  do  not  know  yet,  but  1 
would  suggest  to  Mr.  Enloe  that  he  would  only  call  for  what  tiie  wit 
ness  may  know  rather  than  what  he  presumes. 

The  Witness.  I  say  my  direction  was  to  Mr.  Randolph 

Mr.  Enloe.  How  long  did  that  money  remain  in  the  safe  before  yon 
got  instructions  about  the  disposition  of  it! — A.  I  think  it  wassii 
weeks,  perhaps  two  months,  but  the  records  will  show  that. 

Q.  When  you  called  for  the  money  was  it  forthcoming  immediatelyt- 
A.  I  did  not  make  a  personal  call  for  that. 

Mr.  Payson.  We  simply  want  to  know  what  you  know  about  this. 
As  this  may  be  material,  T  object  to  hearsay  evidence  unless  it  is  state- 
ments of  either  the  Commissioner  or  the  young  man  Baum. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  it  is  proper  for  me  to  ascertain  what  direction 
the  witness  gave. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  have  no  sbjection  to  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  only  want  to  know  what  instructions  he  gave  them. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  all  right. 

The  Witness.  I  say  I  directed  them  to  bring  the  money  in  and  I 
would  have  it  sent  to  the  Treasury. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :  / 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  they  brought  the  money  in  inmiediately  when  yon 
ordered  it? — A.  No,  sir,  it  was  not. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  gave  that  order  was  it  before  they  brought 
the  money  in! — ^A.  I  think,  perha])s,  two  weeks  elapsed.  I  woxdd  say 
I  went  to  New  York  City  in  the  meantime. 

Q.  Did  you  find  it  when  you  returned! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  when  you  came  back  and  found  it  was  still  not 
returned!    What  order  did  you  give  then? — A.  I  directed  my  stenog- 
rapher to  go  and  ask  for  it  again  and  bring  me  a  reply. 
•  Q.  Well,  go  on  and  state  it. — ^A.  He  came  back  and  said  that  yonng 
Mr.  Baum  would  see  me. 

Q.  Did  young  Mr.  Eaum  see  you! — ^A.  He  came  in,  I  think,  a  short 
time  afterwards,  and  I  recollect,  I  think  it  was  Saturday,  and  he  said: 
"You  sent  for  that  money,  do  you  want  it  now!"  I  said,  "Tes.*^ 
"Well,"  he  said,  "I  am  going  away — ^"  and  I  forget  what  reason  he  as- 
signed, whether  it  was  the  combination  of  the  safe  or  what,  but  he  said 
"Do  you  want  it  immediately?  "  I  remember  turning  and  looking  at 
the  clock  and  seeing  it  was  about  noon,  and  I  thought  if  I  got  it  I 
would  have  to  keep  it  in  my  desk  until  Monday,  and  I  think  I  told 
him  Monday  would  do  just  as  welL  I  only  wanted  to  get  the  money 
off  my  mind  and  hands. 

Q.  Did  he  assign  to  you  any  reason  in  that  conversation  why  it  had 
not  been  furnished  on  the  previous  order! — A.  I  think  he  told  me  he 
had  been  out  or  away,  but  we  did  not  have  a  long  conversation.  He 
was  standing  there  with  an  overcoat  on  his  arm,  and  when  he  asked 
me  if  I  wanted  it  immediately  I  turned* and  saw  it  was  past  noon  and 
I  could  not  get  the  money  off  my  liands  then. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  the  money! — ^A.  I  think  it  was  the  following 
Wednesday. 

Q.  Whobrought  it  to  you! — A.  Mr.  Line  weaver. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Lineweaver! — A.  He  was  Mr.  Eiium's  private  secre- 
tary or  stenographer.    He  occupied  some  such  position  there. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Lineweaver  in  the  Pension  Office  at  this  time! — ^A.  Tes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  position  does  he  occupy  now! — A.  I  think  he  is  steuogra- 
phejc  to  the  Commissioner. 
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Mr.  DuNOAN.  Is  Mr.  lineweayer  a  young  manf — ^A.  Yes^  sir. 

By  Mr^ENliOS: 

Q.  When  yon  received  that  money  did  yon  pay  any  attention  to 
whether  it  was  in  the  same  envelope,  or  pay  any  attention  to  the  money 
i'hen  it  came  throngh,  before  it  came  back  to  yonf — ^A.  The  only  notice 
~  took  was  when  it  went  throagh  I  saw  it  was  in  three  bills — a  fifty- 
lollar  bill,  a  twenty-dollar  bill,  and  a  two-dollar  bill,  and  it  came  back 
n  the  same  shape  to  me.  Mr.  Lineweaver  handed  it  to  me  and  said, 
'Here  is  the  money  yon  wanted."  I  think  at  the  same  time  I  had  on 
oy  desk  a  large  sum  of  money  which  came  in  from  !N'ew  York,  and  I 
ost  called  Gapt.  Lyon  and  talked  it  over  with  him,  and  I  said  to  him, 
*  Yon,  send  this  np  to  the  Treasury." 

Q.  Yon  think  it  came  back  in  exactly  the  same  bills  as  when  it  went 
intf — A.  I  do  not  know,  sir,  because  I  did  not  take  sufficient  notice  of 
t  to  be  able  to  say. 

Mr.  Payson.  They  were  bills  of  the  same  denomination  f — ^A.  Yes, 
or;  it  came  back  one  fiity,  one  twenty,  and  one  two  dollar  bills. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Was  the  money  deposited  in  the  safe  in  the  original  wrapper  in 
vhich  it  reached  youf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Was  it  returned  to  you  in  the  original  wrapper? — ^A.  I  think  it 
sras.  The  enTelox>e  was  not  handed  to  me.  I  was  sitting  there  very 
[>n8y  and  Mr.  Lineweaver  came  in  and  handed  the  lot  to  me  and  said, 
''Here  is  the  money  you  are  after."  I  looked  up  and  said,  "  I  see  it  is." 
[  turned  it  over  to  Gapt.  Lyon  and  said,  <^Take  this  and  send  it  to  the 
Freasury,"  and  I  went  back  to  work.  There  were  two  or  three  people 
Rraiting  to  see  me  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  talked  to  anybody  about  this? — A.  Oh,  yes. 

Q.  How  did  it  become  the  subject  of  discussion? — ^A.  When  Monday 
^me  and  the  money  did  not  come,  I  was  uneasy  about  it. 

Q.  What  made  you  uneasy? — ^A.  Because  it  has  been  lying  there  in 
}he  office  for  six  weeks  or  two  months  and  there  was  no  excuse  for  it. 
Lt  was  held  for  the  reason  that  it  was  a  question  whether  we  should 
attempt  to  find  who  sent  it  and  why  it  was  sent  in.  It  has  been  lying 
ihere  for  that  length  of  time 

Q.  Who  did  you  talk  to  about  it? — ^A.  Gen.  Baum. 

Q.  Anybody  else? — ^A.  Kot  before  that  time,  of  course  we  all  talked 
)f  it. 

Q.  I  mean  about  that  time  or  just  after  that  time. — A.  Just  after 
that  time  I  was  sent  for  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and 
[  talked  to  him  about  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him  about  it? — ^A.  I  can  not  recollect  all  the 
conversation,  but  if  you  will  repeat  the  questions  he  asked,  I  will  answer 
;hem. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  it  was  not  in  the  same  envelope  it  was  when  it 
massed  through  your  office,  that  the  envelope  was  sealed  when  it  passed 
through  your  office? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Bid  you  tell  him  you  marked  any  of  the  bills  and  that  they  were 
lot  the  same  bills? — ^A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  anybody  else  that? — ^A.  !No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  do  not  remember  whether  it  came  back  in  the  same 
m  velope  or  not,  but  you  do  remember  it  came  back  in  bills  of  the  same 
lenomination? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  How  does  it  happen  that  you  remember  the  bills  particalarly ;  did 
you  make  any  memorandum  of  the  bills f — ^A.  When  you  say  denoim- 
nations,  a  description,  I  mean  I  did  not  take  that. 

Mr.  Payson.  One  was  a  fifty-dollar  biU  and  tiie  otiier  was  a  twen^- 
dollar  bill  and  the  third  was  a  two-dollar  bilL 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  not  necessary  to  prompt  tiie  witness. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  was  the  one  who  used  the  word  ^^  denomination,^  I 
meant  a  fifty-dollar  bUl,  a  twenty-dollar  bill,  and  a  two-dollar  bill 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  suppose  the  word  denomination  is  understood,  and  the 
witness  seems  intelligent  enough  to  be  understood. 

Q.  You  noticed  when  they  came  back  that  the  bills  were  of  the  saise 
denomination  as  when  they  passed  through  your  hands  going  into  the 
safe! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  noticed  where  the  envelox>e  came  from.  When  it  came  back 
you  did  not  know  whether  it  came  back  in  the  same  envelope,  but  yoa 
do  remember  they  were  bills  of  the  same  denomination  which  came 
back! — A.  Yes,  sir.    And  the  envelope  was  the  same. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Gen.  Bussey  you  had  a  doubt  whether  or  not  that 
money  had  been  taken  and  used  in  any  wayf— A.  I  do  not  recollect 
telling  him  that :  no,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  had  done  that  would  you  remember  HI — ^A.  I  did  not  tell 
him  that. 

Q.  You  know  whether  you  had  any  doubts  about  iti 

(Objection  was  here  made  by  Mr.  Payson  in  regard  to  the  admissibS- 
ity  of  such  evidence.) 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  Secretary  Chandler  in  reference  to  this  f— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  send  for  youf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  why  he  sent  for  youf — ^A.  Not  until  he  explained  it 

Q.  Did  he  explain  itf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  it  when  he  called  you  in;  state  that  as 
nearly  as  you  can! 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  About  when  was  this! — ^A.  That  was,  I  think,  Friday. 

Q.  After  the  money  had  been  returned! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaieman.  To  youf — A.  Yes,  sir.  Shall  I  state  what  he  said 
to  me! 

Mr.  Enloe.  As  nearly  as  you  can.— A.  He  started  out  by  saying,"! 
have  understood  there  has  been  some  crooked  work  in  &e  Pension 
Office  and  you  are  implicated  in  it;  what  do  you  know  about  it!"  That 
is  the  way  he  started  the  question.  I  said  that  I  did  not  know  wbftt 
he  meant,  and  he  repeated  the  question,  and  I  told  him  that  if  he  had 
any  questions  to  ask  that  I  would  answer  them,  but  I  did  not  know 
what  he  was  driving  at.  Then  he  said  it  was  a  question  of  some  money, 
$72,  and  I  think  he  said  that  the  newspaper  men  had  got  hold  of  it, 
and  he  wanted  information  about  it.  Then  I  told  him  the  story  I  have 
stated  here,  and  he  asked  me  a  good  many  questions  about  it. 

Q.  When  you  became  uneasy  about  the  "thing  and  wentto  G«n.  Bauffi 
what  did  you  tell  him  about  it  ? — ^A.  This  was  Wednesday — ^no,  I  think 
it  was  Tuesday. 

Q.  State  what  that  conversation  was. — A.  I  just  told  G^n.  Baum  the 
money  had  been  placed  there,  and  I  had  made  no  disposition  of  it^  and 
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h&t  I  had  made  application  to  his  son  on  the  preceding  Saturday  to 
Bturn  it  and  he  said  it  would  be  there  Monday,  and  it  had  not  come, 
nd  as  tiiat  was  Tuesday  I  felt  I  ought  to  tell  him  about  it. 

Q.  Why  did  you  thiiik  you  ought  to  tell  him  about  it! — A.  I  wanted 
o  relieve  myself  from  the  responsibility  of  the  case  if  anything  was 
nrong. 

Q.  Proceed  to  state  what  he  said  in  reply. — A.  He  said,  '*  You  have 
[one  just  right  and  I  will  talk  to  my  son  about  it,  and  if  there  is  any- 
hing  wrong  about  it  I  will  see  that  it  is  corrected."  I  think  he  said  then 
lis  son  was  sick,  but  I  would  not  be  positive  about  that;  but  he  said 
le  would  see  him  and  have  it  corrected. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  inquire  whether  anybody  carried  the  combination 
f  that  safe  except  Mr.  Baumf — ^A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Was  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Baum,  the  Commissioner,  on 
hie^ayf — A.  I  thiAk  it  was  Tuesday  evening  after  office  hours. 

Q.  And  the  money  was  returned  the  following  morning? — ^A.  Yes, 
ir. 

Q.  Do  you  handle  any  considerable  amount  of  money  coming  in  as 
his  money  came  in  or  otherwise;  is  there  any  considerable  sum  of 
loney  coming  to  you  there! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  it  is  usually  in  the  shape 
f  drafl^. 

Q.  Is  it  yonr  custom  to  keep  any  record  of  the  denomination  of  bills 
rhich  pass  through  there! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  does  it  hajiiHsn  you  remember  the  exact  bills  in  this  case! 
low  does  it  happen  that  yon  remember  the  exact  biUs  which  went 
hrough,  and  what  sort  came  back! — A.  I  presume  it  was  because  my 
ttention  was  called  to  it  when  they  were  placed  on  my  desk.  There 
ras  the  letter  with  that  signature  to  .it,  and  we  thought  if  we  could 
md  out  who  sent  it,  and  if  we  could  trace  it  and  find  out  who  he  was, 
re  ntfjght  find  out  he  was  not  entitled  to  a  good  deal  more  than  $12,  I 
emember  receiving  a  large  amount  of  money  about  the  time  it  was  re- 
amed, but  I  could  not  tell  a  single  bill  of  that  amount. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Have  you  expressed  an  opinion  to  anyone  in  conversation  that 
kf  r.  Baum,  jr.,  had  temporarily  used  this  money  and  had  paid  the  money 
)ack  through  your  visit  to  the  Commissioner,  that  that  was  the  cause 
tf  its  being  returned! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  such  conversation. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  would  be  likely  to  remember  any  such  conver- 
Ation  if  you  had  had  such  a  conversation! — ^A.  I  have  had  conversa- 
ions  there  with  two  or  three  people  in  regard  to  this  very  matter.  Some 
alked  to  me,  and  in  speaking  about  it  I  recollect  saying,  I  thiuk,  to 
3apt.  Lyon  and  Mr.  Pierson  that  the  result  of  my  visit  to  the  Commis- 
doner  brought  the  money. 

Q.  That  your  visit  brought  the  money! — A.  I  thiuk  I  stated  that  to 
hem,  perhaps  both  of  them. 

Mr.  BuNGAN.  When  you  spoke  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  you  all 
he  time  meant  Mr.  Chandler! — A.  No;  not  necessarily. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  talk  with  Gen.  Bussey  about  this  matter! — ^A. 
res,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  was  trying  to  get. awhile  ago,  and  I  will  try  and 
«je  if  you  can  remember  your  visit  and  that  (•oriversation. — A.  I  do 
Lot  know  whether  Gen.  Bussey — no,  I  think  I  happened  to  be  in  his 
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office  on  some  question,  and  he  asked  me  aboat  this  transaction,  and  I 
told  him,  or  undertook  to  tell  him,  what  I  had  said  to  Secretary 
Chandler;  I  undertook  to  repeat  what  I  said  to  Secretary  Chandler 
about  the  transaction. 

Q.  The  conversation  ended  with  your  simply  repeating  what  Chan- 
dler had  said  to  you  and  what  you  had  said  in  reply  ? — A.  Substantially; 
except  that  he  made  the  remark  that  it  was  a  great  stir  about  nothing; 
that  he  did  not  see  anything  in  that  to  make  such  a  stir.  I  think  be 
made  some  su'^h  remark,  and  talked  a  little  extendedly  to  me  about 
this  matter. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  that  occur  in  regard  to  Mr.  Banm's  resi^* 
nation ;  did  it  occur  before  his  resignation  f — ^A.  Do  yon  speak  of  t^ 
money  transaction! 

Q.  I  speak  ot  the  money  transaction  and  the  conversation.  How 
long  after  the  money  transaction  did  these  conversations  with  Assist-^ 
ant  Secretary  Chandler  and  Bussey  occur,  as  near  as  you  can  remem- 
ber f — A.  The  money  was  returned  Wednesday  and  I  was  sent  for  by 
Secretary  Chandler  Friday.  I  do  not  know  when  Mr.  Baum's  resig- 
nation took  efiect. 

Q.  It  had  not  then  taken  effect? — ^A.  It  had  not  when  we  received 
the  money,  and  1  do  not  know  whether  it  had  when  I  was  called  to  see 
Secretary  Chandler  or  not.  I  did  not  know  anything  at  all  aboat  tie 
resignation  then. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  at  that  time  of  charges  having  been  preferred 
against  Mr.  Raum,  jr.t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  not  heard  anything  of  the  kind  at  that  timet — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  not  heard  there  had  been  any  demand  for  his  resigna- 
tion?— ^A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  I  would  like  to  fix  the  date  of  the  month.  He  speaks 
of  Monday,  Friday,  and  Wednesday,  and  there  is  no  other  designation, 
and  I  would  like  to  know  the  month  and  the  day  of  the  month?— A  I 
believe  it  was  in  the  month  of  May.  '^ 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  the  date  of  your  visit  to  New  York? — A.  The 
9th  of  May,  I  think,  was  the  date  of  my  return,  as  near  as  I  can  recol- 
lect, but  the  record  will  show  the  date  of  the  transmission  of  this  moncT 
to  the  Treasury;  that  will  fix  the  date  exactly.  I  think  it  was  the  9th 
day  of  May  I  returned. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  state  to— but  I  will  ask  you  this  question :  Did  you 
ever  state  to  any  other  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  that  the  bills 
returned  were  not  the  same  bills  that  were  deposited? — ^A.  Not  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  that? — ^A.  I  do  not  remember  nm.irifig  gnoh 
a  statement. 

By  Mr.  Dung  AN : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  witness  what  he  means  by  Raying  "not of 
my  owTi  knowletlge?"  Did  you  state  to  some  one  else  what  you  had 
heartl,  and  if  so,  to  whom!— A.  I  think  I  have  stated  t6  one  or  mow 
people  because  I  have  had  probablv  one  hundred  different  conversa- 
tions with  different  people  at  that  time  talking  to  me  about  that. 

Q.  But  did  you  not  say  so  on  your  own  knowledge?— A.  No,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Who  was  present  and  received  the  money  and  gave  it  to  Green 
Mr  Bandar b^^^^^  remember!— A.  I  think  it  was  my  stenographer, 
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Q.  Was  it  not  Mr.  Lyon  who  received  it! — A.  Excnse  me — I  did  not 
answer  that  correctly,  because  you  asked  me  who  received  it  and  who 
^ve  it.  Mr.  Lyon  receipted  for  it  and  I  think  Mr.  Eandolph  took  it 
in.  Capt.  Lyon  signed  the  book  or  receipted  for  it,  and  I  think  Mr. 
Randolph  took  it  in  to  the  safe. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  in  the  assistant  chief  clerk^s  room t — ^A-  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  examine  that  money  before  it  went  in  there,  or  did  you 
get  your  statement  about  that  from  Mr.  Lyon's  statement  f — ^A.  When 
he  brought  it  to  me  and  put  it  down  on  the  desk  and  showed  me  the 
bills  there  was  a  fifty,  a  twenty,  and  a  two  dollar  bill,  and  a  letter 
signeil  »*X  Honesty." 

Q.  When  it  was  brought  back  was  the  money  brought  to  you  in  an 
envelope  for  your  inspection,  or  was  it  brought  back  open! — A.  Mr. 
Lineweaver  brought  it  to  my  desk  and  he  put  it  down  and  he  said, 
"  Here  is  the  money,''  and  I  called  to  Capi.  Lyon  to  step  over  to  the 
desk  aud  I  said,  '^ Here  is  that  money;  take  it  and  get  it  up  to  the 
Treasury  Department."    It  did  not  occupy  two  minutes. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Barclay  say  anything  to  you  about  the  propriety  of  your 
action  when  you  proposed  to  go  to  Green  B.  Eaum,  sr.,  and  demand 
this  money  or  inquire  after  it! — ^A.  Who  is  that! 

Q.  Mr.  Barclay. — A.  I  do  not  think  I  know  him. 

Q.  Or  Mr.  Barker !-^A.  The  chief  of  the  record  division! 

Q.  Yes, — ^A.  I  did  not  consult  anybody;  I  consulted  nobody;  I  went 
to  Mr.  Raum  on  my  own  motion. 

Q.  You  never  had  any  talk  on  the  subject! — A.  Yes;  afterwards. 

Mr.  Payson.  Is  that  competent,  Mr.  Chairman — a  conversation  be- 
tween two  employes  of  the  Bureau  after  the  money  had  been  received 
as  to  what  each  said  to  the  other — ^how  can  that  possibly  be  competent! 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  may  affect  the  reliability  of  this  man's  testimony. 

Mr.  Payson.  If  your  object  is  to  discredit  Mr.  Bailey's  testimony 
and  you  announce  that  as  your  purpose,  I  do  not  know  that  I  object 
to  that. 

Mr.  ENiiOE.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  discredit  Mr.  Bailey,  but  to  try 
to  get  at  what  occurred  at  the  time,  and  I  am  asking  him  if  he  had  this 
conversation  with  Mr.  Barker,  and  it  is  perfectly  proper  for  him  to  say 
whether  he  has  or  not. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  I  have  a  question  to  ask,  and  I  think  it  is  entirely  proper 
that  Mr.  Bailey  should  be  asked  whom  he  had  heard  say  that  the  bills 
were  not  the  same  bills,  not  because  his  answer  on  that  point  fixes  the 
fact,  but  because  his  answer  on  that  point  enables  us  to  send  for  another 
witness  simply.  I  think  we  are  acting  partly  as  a  court  and  partly  as  a 
grand  jury,  and  I  would  like  the  witness  to  state  who  he  heard  say 
these  were  not  the  same  bills,  not  because  the  statement  that  he  heard 
John  Smith  or  Thomas  Jones  say  so  and  so,  but  it  simply  enables  us 
to  send  for  the  witness. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  think  that  would  be  competent.  I  withdraw  my  ob- 
jection for  the  present. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  My  question  was  who  the  witness  has  heard  say^  if  any- 
body, that  the  bills  were  not  the  same  bills  which  had  been  onginally 
pat  upon  his  desk. — A.  I  would  like  to  make  a  statement  in  regard  to 
that.  The  first  time  that  that  question  or  that  idea  was  advanced  was 
Mr.  Chandler  asked  me  if  I  got  back  the  bills  I  sent  in  there,  and  I 
answered  that  I  had  no  reason  to  doubt  it.  I  think  that  is  about  my 
answer.     Afterwards,  in  repeating  that,  perhaps  a  week  or  two  after 
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the  transaction  was  over,  I  think  perhaps  Mr.  Pearson,  Capt  Lyon,  and 
Mr.  Eandolph  were  there,  and  I  stated  what  I  had  said  to  Mr.  Chand- 
ler, and  one  of  the  three  said,  "Do  you  know  whether  yon  got  back 
that  money  or  envelope f^  And  I  answered  that  I  got  back  both  I 
was  asked  if  it  came  back  sealed  np,  and  I  said  it  didn't,  that  it  came 
back  in  the  shape  of  these  bills  spread  ont  on  the  desk.  I  was  afked 
how  did  it  come  in  there,  and  I  said  I  suppose  I  directed  Mr.  Eandolph 
to  take  it  there.  There  is  where  the  doubt  was  in  my  mind  in  speak- 
ing of  the  whole  transaction. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Then  you  think  the  money  went  into  the  safe  sealed  np 
in  an  envelope! — ^A,  That  is  what  they  told  me.  I  think  my  stenog- 
rapher took  that  money  in  there  himself.  I  think  that  is  what  he  said 
to  me  afterwards — ^that  it  went  in  there  sealed  up. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  to  say  when  it  came  back  it  was  open  !— 

A.  It  was  spread  out  before  me  by  Mr.  Lineweaver. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  When  Mr.  lineweaverbrought  tliis  money  in  there  he  walked  np 
with  the  money  in  his  hands  and  spread  it  out  on  your  deskf — A«  I  do 
not  think  I  noticed  him  until  he  laid  it  before  me. 

Q.  And  he  just  laid  the  bills  before  you? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he 
came  around  the  far  side  of  the  desk  and  laid  them  down,  and  I  looked 
up  and  he  said,  "Here  is  the  money  you  wanted,'^  and  I  said,  "That  is 
all  right;''  and  I  called  Capt.  Lyon  there,  I  think. . 

Q.  He  just  had  the  money  in  his  hand,  and  he  came  up  and  spreadit 
out  betore  you! — A.  I  will  say  that  when  I  saw  him  he  came  around  to 
the  far  side  of  the  desk,  and  the  first  thing  I  knew  he  put  this  before  mei 

Q.  He  spread  it  out  before  you;  it  was  open! — ^A.  It  was  not  inclosed; 
he  may  have  had  the  envelope  in  his  hand. 

Mr.  Little.  Didn't  I  ask  you  earlier  in  the  examination,  and  didnt 
you  state  that  it  came  back  to  you  in  the  same  wrapper  it  was  placed 
in! — A.  If  you  recollect,  I  said  I  told  Mr.  Chandler,  in  answer  to  bis 
question,  that  I  had  no  reason  to  doubt  I  got  back  the  same  bills,  bnt 
that  I  did  not  know  about  the  other. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  you  know  where  Mr.  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.,  wasgoin/? 
when  he  left  the  office,  when  he  wanted  to  know  if  you  wanted  to  have 
the  money  immediately;  did  he  tell  you  where  he  was  going! — A  I 
think  he  said  he  was  going  out  of  the  city.  I  saw  afterwards  in  the 
paper  where  he  went. ' 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  do  not  quite  understand  who  brought  that  money  and  gave  it 
to  you! — ^A.  Mr.  Lineweaver. 
Q.  What  is  his  position! — ^A.  He  was  then  stenographer  to  Green 

B.  Eaum,  jr. 

Q.  When  he  brought  the  money  he  said,  "There  is  the  money  yon 
have  been  wanting!" — ^A.  That  is  the  substance — "here  is  the  money 
you  have  been  wanting,"  or  something  like  that — and  he  laid  it  before 
me  on  the  desk. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  had  been  wanting  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  could  not  get  it! — A.  I  did  not  get  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  case  of  an  attorney  at  Topeka, 
KaDS.,  who  had  a  case  called  up  for  action  who  seemed  to  have  a  rep- 
resentative in  the  Pension  Office — a  Mr.  Miller — to  look  after  it  for  him, 
and  to  look  after  his  letter.^  in  relation  to  the  Pension  Office,  known  aa 
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le  Miller >Legg  casef — ^A.  The  Legg  case  I  certainly  do  know,  but  I  do 
ot  recollect  very  clearly  about  Miller.    I  recollect  the  name  of  the 
ttomey. 
Q.  Ajq  attorney  by  the  name  of  Legg  at  Topeka,  Kans.,  seems  to  have 

341  somebody  here  keeping  a  lock  box  and  receiving  letters 

Mr.  Payson,  In  th/B  Pension  Office! 

Mr.  Enloe.  Some  one  in  the  Pension  Office  doing  this  work  for  him. 

Mr.  Payson.  Kow,  your  question  is  what! 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  in  this  particular  case — ^I  believe  it  is  the  case  of 
jr.  Miller,  x>6rhaps,  Legg  being  the  attorney — the  testimony  of  that 
use  came  in  your  hands  or  was  handed  over  to  you,  and  somehow  or 
her  it  passed  into  the  hands  of  Green  B.  Baum,  jr. ;  do  you  know  any- 
ing  about  that! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q«  State  what  you  know  about  it! — A.  A  complaint  came  to  the  of- 
^  £rom  Kansas  that  an  attorney  at  Topeka  had  advertised  that  he 
Ml  an  office  in  Washington,  and  that  he  had  somebody  to  represent 
m  liere,  and*  they  inclo^d  letter  heads  showing  that  they  should  ad- 

-ess  letter  box  No. ,  Washingtoi^,  D.  0. 

Q.  I>o  you  know  who  had  the  key  of  the  box! — ^A.  No,  sir;  the  re- 
»rt  of  the  special  examiner  will  show  that,  because  I  referred  it  to  the 
fecial  examiner's  division  to  investigate  that  question  and  see  whether 
lyone  bad  any  connection  with  Mr.  Legg  in  the  office. 
Q.  Do  you  remember  what  the  substance  of  the  report  was! — ^A.  The 
ibstauce  of  what  the  examiner  foimd  was  that  some  one  in  the  office, 
think  the  report  shows  a  man  named  Martin,  opened  the  box  and  took 
lit  the  mail,  etc. 

Q.  Did  you  find  any  of  these  papers  in  Mr.  Baum,  jr.'s  hands  before 
lat  report! — ^A.  No,  sir;  that  occurred  afterwards.  A  complaint  came 
I  the  second  time,  perhaps  a  week  or  two  after,  or  possibly  more.  I 
[link  it  wafl  a  rival  attorney  who  complained  that  he  still  had  some- 
ody  in  Washington,  and  before  the  fact  was  reported  to  Gen.  Baum, 
be  special  examiner's  division  was  called  on  for  the  papers,  and  they 
^ere  not  there.  I  reported  that  to  Gen.  Baum,  and  1  do  not  Imow 
p^bether  it  was  Mr.  Smith  or  who  it  was  suggested  it  may  have  gotten 
nto  the  files  of  clerks,  that  the  report  might  have  gotten  down  in  there. 

told  Gen.  Baum  to  send  for  his  son,  and  asked  him  about  it,  and  he 
iaid  he  did  not  know  anything  about  it;  but  Mr.  Baum  said  he  would 
ook  into  the  files,  and  he  went  out  and  brought  the  report  in. 

The  Ohaibman.  Was  that  the  report  of  the  special  examiner! 

A.  That  was  the  report  of  the  special  examiner,  the  deposition  of  the 
derk,  and  whoever  else  was  interested  in  the  transaction,  and  the  re- 
;M>rt  of  the  examinei  and  an  official  letter  to  the  Commissioner,  a  small 
bundle,  half  a  dozen  or  a  dozen  papers. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Where  should  they  belong;  to  your  division! — ^A.  They 
should  have  been  returned  to  the  law  division  for  action  if  there  was 
uiy  criminal  action  to  be  taken. 

The  Chairman.    That  is  your  division! 

A«  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  They  were  not  returned  and  thereupon  you  began  a  search! — A. 
[)n  the  second  complaint  from  Kansas. 

Q.  Did  you  consume  any  considerable  time  in  the  effort  to  find  out 
rhere  these  papers  were! — ^A.  I  do  not  think  it  took  but  a  very  short 
rhile  after  they  were  reported  to  Gen.  Baum. 


64  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  Had  you  been  searching  before,  and  inquiring  to  see  what  had 
become  of  them  f — ^A.  I  think  the  letter  which  came  in  there  was  refened 
to  either  the  file  clerk — ^it  may  have  been  in  their  room,  I  paid  no  atten- 
tion to  it. 

Q.  Should  these  papers  have  been  in  the  possession  of  the  file  clerkf-- 
A.  They  should  have  been  returned  to  the  law  division  through  the 
special  examiner's  division. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Did  you  consider  you  had  exhausted  all  other  sources  of  find- 
ing the  papers  before  you  went  to  Gen.  Baum  f — A.  I  went  to  Gen.  Raum, 
if  you  will  allow  me  to  answer  that  question,  I  thought  possibly  tbey 
had  been  taken  to  him  and  it  was  explained,  and  they  had  been  put  in 
what  is  called  the  personal  file.  All  papers  that  relate  to  a  clerk,  hii^ 
appointment,  reconunendation,  promotion,  etc.,  and  I  thought  possibly 
the  papers  might  have  been  put  in  there.  They  should  have  come  hack 
to  the  law  division  to  see  if  there  was  a  criminal  action  to  be  taken 
on  it. 

Q.  Could  not  you  find  that  out  without  going  to  Gen.  Raum?— A.  I 
have  no  right  to  ask  for  anybody^s  personal  papers. 

Q.  They  were  personal  papws  of  some  individual  who  belonged  to 
your  Department! — A.  They  belonged  to  the  law  division. 

Q.  You  had  a  right  to  these  papers! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  not  personal  papers!— A.  They  were  personal  so  &raB 
relating  to  that  clerk  who  was  an  employ^  of  the  office. 

Q.  The  point  I  want  to  get  at  is  this,  is  it  customary  if  there  are 
missing  papers  to  go  to  Gen.  Eaum  before  you  exhaust  all  means  of 
search  for  those  papers;  is  that  the  last  resort! — A.  I  did  not  consider 
it  a  desperate  case;  I  thought  the  papers  were  there;  I  did  not  think  it 
was  the  last  resort.    Will  you  repeat  that  question  again  ! 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  it  is  customary  to  go  to  Gen.  Raum  for  missing 
papers  until  you  have  exhausted  all  sources  of  finding  them;  was  there 
any  rule  on  the  subject! — A.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  rule,  but  I 
think  I  remember  consulting  him  voluntarily. 

Q.  You  endeavored  to  exhaust  every  other  means  without  troubling 
him! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  So  ordinarily  you  would  not  trouble  him  about  such  a  thing  as 
that! — A.  This  is  the  only  time  such  a  question  arose,  to  my  knowl- 
edge. 

ByMr.  Enloe: 

Q.  When  these  papers  were  found  and  tamed  up,  did  you  find  whew 
they  came  from! — A.  I  think  I  just  said  Mr.  Eaum,  jr.,  brought  them 
into  the  Commissioner's  room  where  we  were. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  he  was  doing  with  them! — ^A.  I  think  he 
said  they  had  been  placed  in  what  is  called  the  personal  files  of  clerks. 

ByMr.  Dungan: 

Q.  Who  stated  it! — A.  Green.B.  Eaum,  jr.,  said  so.  He  said  he  did 
not  know  anything  about  it,  but  went  out  and  found  them. 

Q.  Was  he  there  when  you  miule  the  statement  in  regard  to  the 
papers! — ^A.  Gen.  Eaum  called  him  in  then. 

Q.  He  called  him  in  after  you  made  your  statement! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  speak  of  the  personal  files  of  the  clerks.  That  is  applies 
tions  on  file  for  appointments,  promotions,  recommendations,  etc,!— A. 
Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  every  clerk  is  entitled  to  that  who  is  in  the  Pension  Office ' 
A.  I  think  that  is  the  rule. 

Q.  Now,  in  reference  to  the  x>6r8onal  flies,  do  you  refer  now  to  this 
man  Martin,  who  is  charged  with  having  the  keys  to  that  letter  box  in 
the  report  ot  the  special  examiner  f — A.  That  is  the  clerk  I  refer  to. 

Q.  Would  it  be  a  projier  thing,  or  did  it  occur  to  you  it  would  be  a 
proper  thing,  for  a  clerk  to  have  charges  against  him  in  the  report  of 
bhe  special  examiner  and  all  relating  to  this  case  in  his  possession  f — ^A. 
rhey  were  not  in  his  possession;  they  were  in  the  personal  files. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Then  explain  to  them  what  you  mean  by  that. — ^A.  The  personal 
file  is  under  the  control  of  the  assistant  chief  clerk,  the  appointment 
derk,  and  in  that  goes  all  papers  that  relate  to  that  clerk. 

Q.  And  this  man  Martin's  papers  were  in  there  too! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlos  : 

Q.  What  became  of  Mr.  Martin! — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Is  he  in  the  Pension  Office  yet! — ^A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  his  initials! — A.  W  is  his  first  initial,  but  I  do 
not  know  what  his  second  is.    I  think  it  is  W.  Martin. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  there  was  any  action  taken  on  those  charges 
or  not! — ^A.  I  looked  over  the  papers  in  connection  with  the  chief  of 
the  criminal  section,  and  I  found  nothing  to  warrant  a  criminal  prose- 
cation. 

Q.  That  is  as  far  as  your  action  related  to  it! — ^A.  The  case  itself 
will  show  what  action  was  taken,  by  the  indorsement. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  There  had  been  no  official  action  taken  when  these 
papers  were  found! 

A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  there  now  or  not! — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  furnish  to  this  committee  the  name  of  Mr. 
Martin! — ^A.  I  can  do  so.  ' 

Q.  We  want  a  copy  of  that  report  of  the  special  examiner.  Is  that 
in  your  office! — A.  It  ought  to  be,  and  probably  is  in  the  files  of  the 
law  division,  and  I  could  probably  find  ^t  there. 

Q.  Can  you  bring  it  before  this  committee! — A.  I  think  so. 

The  following  is  the  special  examiner's  report  referred  to  by  witness: 

Index  to  special  examiner^a  report. 
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Washington,  D.  C,  June  4th^  1890, 
Hon.  Green  B.  Baum, 

CkymmissUmer  of  Pensions, 

Sir  :  Having  had  referred  to  me  for  investigation  by  the  chief  of  the  S.  B, 
DiT.,  the  complaint  referred  to  in  the  accompanying  exhibits  designated  *'A  ^ 

6  PEII* 
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and  *'  B,"  relative  to  the  allegation  of  E.  E.  FHiIler,  a  special  ezaminer  of  this 
Bureau,  being  a  copartner  of  one  A.  M.  Legg,  an  attorney  of  record  before  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  report : 

In  the  early  part  of  this  year  A.  M.  Le^g,  whose  place  of  business  is  in  To- 
peka,  Kansas,  while  in  this  citv  temporarily  rented  lock  box  No.  104  in  the  post- 
office,  which,  owing  to  the  nonpayment  of  rent,  was  closed  out  in  April  last  1 
should  have  stated  that  said  box  was  engaged  and  signed  for  by  Mr.  Legg  pe^ 
sonally,  in  the  name  of  A.M.  Leg^  and  Davisson,  the  Christian  name  of  Uie  lat- 
ter not  given  to  the  P.  O.  authorities,  but  which  the  attorney  records  of  this 
office  show  to  be  Robert  A.,  and  that  the  latter  transferred  all  his  pension  claims 
to  Legg  in  July  last,  and  at  the  same  time  dissolving  the  firm  of  iJ&gg  &>  Davift- 
son.  After  Mr.  Legg  left  this  city  some  one  unknown  to  the  P.  O.  authoritieB 
continued  to  take  L.  and  D'S  mail  from  the  box  until  it  was  closed  out,  and  after 
that  the  same  person  called  for  it  at  the  *'  general  delivery  window." 

After  a  thorough  investigation  I  am  convinced  that  Mr.  Fuller  is  not  and 
never  has  been  in  any  manner  directly  or  indirectly  interested  in  the  business 
of  said  Legg  in  the  prosecution  of  pension  claims  or  otherwise,  6ut  after  patiently 
waiting  further  developments  I  discovered  Mr.  William  A.  Martin,  an  employe 
of  this  Bureau,  is  the  person  to  whom  Mr.  Legg  intrusted  the  office  of  taking 
all  mail  addressed  to  him  to  this  office  and  forwarding  him  to  Topeka,  Kansas. 

Mr.  Martin  very  frankly  admitted  to  me,  subsequent  to  the  discovery  of  him 
being  the  man,  that  Mr.  Legg  had  left  with  him  the  key  of  the  box  No.  101, 
with  the  re(}uest  that  he  should  receive  and  forward  the  mail  to  him,  which  he 
has  been  domg  ever  since  L.  left  this  city;  but  he  disclaims  any  interest  directly 
or  indirectly  in  the  business  of  L.;  says  tnat  what  he  has  done  was  purely  ouioi 
friendship,  and  from  his  frankness  in  stating  his  acts  in  the  premises  I  believe 
that  he  has  only  been  a  little  overzealous  to  serve  his  friend  and  not  guilty  of 
having  committed  any  wrong  intentionally.  He  says  that  he  only  opened  the 
letters  he  received  for  Mr.  Legg  at  home,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  postage. 
Subsequent  to  taking  his  statement,  I  asked  him  why  he  did  not  save  postage 
by  simply  readdressing  said  letters  to  L.  He  replied  that  he  thought  that  after 
having  taken  them  from  the  P.  O.  he  could  not  avail  himself  of  that  privilege 
and  had  neglected  informing  himself  on  that  point. 

His  memory  is  at  fault  when  he  states  that  he  never  opened  any  of  L's  letters 
anywhere  except  at  home,  for  while  riding  in  car  No.  97  from  the  junction  of 
7th  and  Penna.  ave.  to  loth  and  F  sts.,  N.  W.,  about  9  o'clock  the  evening  of  the 
2r<th  ult.,  the  last  time  he  c  lied  at  the  P.  O.  for  L's  mail,  on  which  occa- 
sion he  received  seven  letters,  all  aldressed  to  L..  or  L.  and  Davisson,  he  was 
seen  lo  take  said  letters  from  his  inside  pocket,  look  them  over,  and  select  two, 
one  large  and  one  small  envelope,  which  he  opened  and  read.  He  has  evidently 
forgotten  it  when  he  says  he  never  read  any  Oi  the  letters. 

Mr.  Charles  J.  Fuller,  I  am  satisfied,  has  had  no  business  transactions  with 
Mr.  Legg,  although  he  would  have  a  leg"  il  right  to  have  had. 

While  I  believe  Mr.  Martin  to  be  t  ntirelv  innocent  o'  any  wrong  intentions, 
I  do  believe  that  A.  M.  Legg  should  be  called  upon  to  show  cause  why  he  should 
not  be  disbarred  from  practice,  leading  the  public  to  believe  that  he  has  an  of* 
fice  in  this  city  as  well  as  in  Topeka  Kans.,  when  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  is  false. 
I  wou!d  furthermore  state  that  in  addition  to  his  addresses  as  given  in  Exhihit 
**A,"  he  has  return  envelop  s  printed  as  follows:  **A.  M,  Legg.  Washington, 
D.C.,"  which  I  saw  among  the  letters  which  Mr.  Martin  took  from  the  postr 
office  on  the  evening  of  the  29th  ult. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  J.  Brooks, 
Special  Examiner, 

Exhibit  A. 

PENSIONS  I— pensions! 

*'If  yon  want  yotir  business  well  done  employ  a  man  that  knows  your  business.*' 

"The  pensioners  of  this  country  have  lost  millions  of  money  by  employing;  incompetent  av 

torneys." 

My  camp-fire  in  always  burning.    Come  and  see  me.    Don*t  falL 

I  have  had  twelve  years'  experience  in  the  United  States  Patent  and  Pension 
Bureaus.  And  for  years  I  was  engaged  in  presenting  all  classes  of  governmental 
claims  and  business  before  the  several  Departments  and  Bureaua  of  the  Govern- 
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ment,  ofBeiallv,  as  private  secretary  to  a  United  States  Senator,  and  understand 
my  business  thoroughly.  You  may  be  entitled  to  additional  bounty.  You  may 
be  entitled  to  increase  of  pension.  You  may  be  entitled  to  arrears  of  pay,  pen- 
sion, or  other  moneys.  You  will  never  know  what  the  Government  owes  you 
until  you  ask.  Let  me  hear  from  you.  I  will  answer  all  letters  promptly  and 
charge  you  nothing  for  the  information. 

A.  M.  Lego, 
haXt  Principal  and  Spedai  Examiner  of  Penaiona, 

P.  O.  Box  104,  Washington,  D.  C, and  Rooms  15  to  18,  Sell's  Block,  628  Kansas 
Avenue,  Topeka,  Kan. 

[This  is  his  ^^  Ad "  in  the  Veteran,  but  you  see  he  don't  say  that  he  has  a 
partner — but  he  gives  that  man's  box  that  I  give  you.  He  told  Kirby  and  Beady 
that  he  Fuller  wa«  in  partnership  with  him.J 


Exhibit  B. 

Washinoton,  D.  O.,  May  U,  1890. 

Honorable  COMMISSIONER  OF  PENSIONS. 

(My: 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  creditably  informed  that  one  E.  E.  F\iller,  a  special  exam- 
iner of  your  Bureau,  is  a  partner  of  one  A.  M.  Legg,  pension  attorney  of  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  and  Topeka,  Kansas,  and  that  his  P.  O.  Box  is  104,  Washington, 
D.  C.  If  this  be  true  it  is  wrong  and  is  a  violation  of  the  laws  governing  prac- 
tioe  before  your  Bureau.  Please  investigate  the  same  and  oblige. 
Yours  respectfully, 

M.  J.  Cuff, 
WaahingUm^  D.  O. 
(See  ad.  here  endosed.) 
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Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  A.  M.  Legg  ? — ^A.  I  am. 

Q.  When  did  you  last  see  Mr.  Legg  ?— A.  I  think  it  was  about  the  last  of  Jan* 
uary,  this  year. 

Q.  When  he  was  here  on  that  visit  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  of  his  business  arrangements,  as  to  his  offices,  where 
he  has  offices  ?— A.  !No ;  I  do  not  know.  1  know  he  has  his  mail  sent  to  the 
poet-office.  He  used  to  have  an  office  down  in  81  or  82  C  jrcoran  Building,  but  he 
nas  since  given  that  up.    Do  not  know ;  never  was  there. 

Q.  About  when  do  you  think  he  had  his  office  there  ?— ;A.  Well,  along  in  Jan- 
uary he  had  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  present  address  ? — A.  Topeka,  Kans. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  a  partner  ? — A.  Did  have  one  by  the  name 
of  Davisson. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  overbad  a  letter-box  here  ? — A.  Box  104,  because 
I  got  letters  for  him  from  the  box  and  forwarded  them  to  Topeka.  Had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  mail  myself. 

Q.  Has  he  the  box  now  ?— A.  After  the  first  month  he  did  not  pay  rent  and  let 
It  go. 

Q.  Who  has  the  keys  of  the  box  now,  Mr.  Martin  ? — ^A.  The  postmaster,  I 
suppose— oh,  it  was  closed  out. 

O.  What,  if  any  arrangement  did  Mr.  Legg  make  with  you  relative  to  getting 
his  mail  here  ?— A.  He  asked  me  to  go  for  a  while  until  he  got  things  settled — 
made  some  arrangement.    I  went  once  or  twice  a  week. 

Q.  What  arrangement  did  you  understand  him  to  mean? — A.  He  was  going  to 
get  some  attorney  to  represent  him  here,  but  I  don't  know  who. 

Q.  Since  closing  out  the  post-office  box,  how  has  he  received  mail  that  has 
b:en  addressed  to  him  at  this  office  ? — A.  I  do  not  know,  except  as  far  as  I  am 
Gonoemed  myself.  I  have  gone  once  or  twice  a  week  and  got  his  mail,  and  for- 
warded it  to  him.  He  left  some  few  stamps  with  me,  so  I  just  stuck  them  on, 
and  let  them  go. 


68  PENSION  OFFICE  INYESTIQATIOK. 

Q.  Did  you  stiok  them  on  at  the  oflOoe,  or  take  them  home  ?— A.  Sometimetl 
would  ti^e  them  home;  just  as  it  was  most  oonyenient  to  me.  Did  not  almyg 
have  anything  to  write  with. 

Q.  Are  you  in  any  way  interested  in  his  business  ? — ^A.  Not  in  any  way  directly 
or  indirectly— nothing  whatever  except  that  friendly  relation.  Have  ne?er 
done  anything,  or  written  a  line.  In  fact,  I  know  enough  about  pension  matton 
to  have  nothing  to  do  with  them  in  any  manner. 

Q.  Were  you  promised  anything  for  the  servioes  you  rendered  him  in  thii 
matter,  receiving  and  forwarding  letters? — ^A.  No. 

Q.  Received  nothing  ? — A.  Not  a  cent. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  mail  at  the  general  delivery  other  than  Mr.Legg's?— 
A.  No;  none  whatever. 

Q.  You  have  been  in  the  habit  of  going  there  onoe  or  twioe  a  week,  you  eay, 
getting  letters  ? — A.  Yes,  but  sometimes  not  that  often;  just  as  I  happened  to 
be  in  the  neighborhood. 

Q.  When  did  you  last  go  to  the  post-office  and  get  letters  addressed  to  A.  M. 
Legg  ? — A.  Last  Monday  or  Tuesday.    About  Tu^day. 

Q.  Was  that  the  last  time  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many  letters  did  you  get  then? — ^A.  About  three,  I  think— not  more 
than  four — ^just  about  three. 

Q.  Were  you  not  down  to  the  post-offioe  on  Thursday,  and  did  you  not  get 
letters  addressed  to  A.  M.  Legg— Thursday  last? — ^A.  No,  I  think  it  was  Tues- 
day. 

Q.  The  day  before  Decoration  Day  ? — A.  No,  it  was  not  Thursday ;  I  am  quite 
sure  it  was  not. 

Q.  Very  sure  of  that  ? — A.  Yes — I  won't  say  positively — now  let  me  s?e— daj 
before  Decoration  Day — it  is  possible  it  might  have  been.  I  don't  know,  but  it 
seemed  to  me  about  Tuesday.    It  was  only  once,  now,  onoe  last  week. 

Q.  At  that  time  you  say  you  only  got  three  or  four  letters  ? — ^A.  Yes,  three  or 
four. 

Q.  All  addressed  to  Mr.  Legg? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  you  get  that  mail  ? — ^A.  About  between  7  and  8  o'clock, 
I  think,  in  the  evening.  Now,  let  me  see — that's  a  fact — ^it  was  Thursday.  I  re- 
member seeing  a  man  standing  there— one  of  the  Pension  Office  clerks. 

Q.  Then  after  getting  that  mall,  where  did  you  go? — ^A.  I  went  towards  home. 

Q.  Did  you  go  directly  home  ? — ^A.  I  think  I  stopped  in  the  Ebbitt  House,  sat 
there  a  while,  aa^hen  went  home. 

Q.  Did  you  o^n  any  of  the  letters  that  you  received  addressed  to  A.  M. 
Legg? — A.  Yes,  I  think  I  opened  them  all  and  put  them  in  an  envelope. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  your  practice,  then,  to  open  the  letters,  instead  of  sending  them 
as  received  ? — A.  Yes,  he  told  me  to  if  I  wanted  to.  It  made  no  difEei^noe  to 
him.    I  did  that  more  to  save  postage' than  anything  else. 

Q.  What  was  your  object  in  opening  them  ? — A.  To  put  them  together  m  » 
more  consolidated  form,  and  to  save  postage. 

Q.  Never  read  any  of  them? — A.  No,  s't;  I  don't  believe  I  ever  read  a  line  of 
them.  In  fact,  it  was  a  very  great  trouble  and  annoyance,  and  all  that  sort  of 
thing,  but  of  course  I  wanted  to  be  friendly  in  the  matter,  and  merely  do  for  bim 
what  I  could,  within  reasonable  bounds. 

Q.  Where  did  you  open  these  letters  on  the  last  eveninpf  that  you  received 
them  ?  That  was  Thursday  evening,  you  say  now  ? — ^A.  I  think  I  opened  those  at 
home. 

Q.  All  of  them? — A.  No;  I  think  there  were  two  or  three  small  ones,  and  then 
a  large  one,  something  like  an  affidavit,  and  I  opened  the  large  envelope  and 
put  the  small  ones  inside  of  it. 

Q.  Where  did  you  open  those  that  you  did  not  open  at  home  ? — A,  I  am  sure 
that  I  did  not  open  any  of  the  mail  untU  I  got  home. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  you  went  direct  from  the  post-offioe  to  the  Ebbitt 
House  ? — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  have  to  go  down  Seventh  street  to  go  to  the  Ebbitt  House  ? — A.  <5h, 
I  remember  now.  I  went  that  evening  to  the  power-house.  Itook  the  Seventh 
street  car  and  went  to  the  power-house  of  the  cable  road ;  then  returning  to 
Seventh  street  I  took  a  transfer  on  the  Avenue  line,  rode  up  to  Fifteenth  and 
F,  and  then  went  to  the  Ebbitt  House. 

Q.  Did  you  open  any  letters  at  all  on  either  of  the  cars? — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  op3n  any  letters  in  the  Ebbitt  House  ? — A.  None  at  all.  I  never 
thought  about  them ;  no  indeed. 

Q.  From  the  Ebbitt  House  where  did  you  go  ? — ^A*  Well,  let  me  aoe.    I  think 
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I  met  Mr.  I^igsley,  member  of  Ck>iigre80,  and  we  went  across  to  Losekam^s  res- 
taurant. 

Q.  Did  you  open  any  letters  there? — A.  No,  indeed. 

Q.  From  there  where  did  you  go  ? — A.  Well,  I  think  I  went  back  to  the  Ebbitt 
House,  sat  down  a  while,  and  then  after  awhile  went  home. 

Q.  Where  do  you  live,  Mr.  Martin?— A.  1403  H. 

Q.  Then  those  letters  that  you  received  on  Thursday  addressed  to  Mr.  Legg, 
what  have  you  done  with  them?-— A.  I  suppose  he  has  got  them  by  this  time.  I 
forwarded  them. 

Q.  Then  all  this  that  you  have  been  doing  for  Mr.  Legg  has  been  merely  out 
of  friendship  for  him  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  have  not  been  aiding  or  assisting  him  in  any  way  ? — A.  Not  in  any 
w^,  any  shape  or  form. 

Q.  Did -Mr.  Legg  ever  mention  to  you  or  anyone  in  your  hearing  that  any 
derk  in  this  or  any  other  Department  was  assisting  him,  or  was  in  any  way  in- 
terested in  his  business  ? — A.  No;  no,  indeed. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  mention  to  anyone  that  £.  £.  Fuller  was  in  any 
way  interested  in  his  business,  aiding  or  assisting  him  in  any  way  ? — A.  Not 
Mr.  Fuller  himself,  but  it  seems  to  me  I  heard  him  say  once  that  Mr.  Full  ?r's 
son — he  was  talking  about  him  taking  hold  of  the  business— did  not  say  posi- 
tively— that  probably  he  could  get  Mr.  Fuller's  son — something  like  that.  I 
have  an  indistinct  recollection,  because  he  is  an  unsatisfactory  man  to  talk  to, 
you  know. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  the  key  of  the  ^t-offioe  box  ? — A.  Yes,  I  had  the  key. 
I  gave  it  up  to  the  clerk  at  the  window  in  the  post-offlce.  That  was  a  long  time 
ago. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  the  key  ? — A.  Well,  it  was  here,  from  him.  He  had 
two  keys  and  gave  me  one.  Of  course  I  supposed  he  would,  some  day,  get  some 
one  to  attend  to  his  business,  and  then  I  expected  to  transfer  the  key. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  key  ? — A.  I  gave  it  to  the  clerk  in  the  window. 

Q.  When  ?— A.  Oh,  it  was  a  good  deal  over  a  month  ago;  all  of  six  Or  eight 
weeks  ago,  if  not  two  months. 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  give  it  to  him  ? — A.  The  man  said  he  was  not  pay- 
ing his  box  rent,  and  I  was  not  interested  enough  to  pay  the  box  rent  for  him. 
When  the  clerk  at  the  box  window  told  me  that  Mr.  Legg'S  rent  was  due  I  told 
him  to  notify  Mr.  Legg,  told  him  his  address,  and  told  him  I  was  not  interested 
in  the  matter,  and  did  not  feel  like  paying  his  box  rent.  HOrf^id,  *^  Why  don't 
you  write  to  him  ?"  I  said,  *^I'd  rather  you  would  do  it,  I  am  not  interested  in 
the  matter.-'  He  said  he  would,  and  then,  at  the  general-delivery  window,  the 
man  told  me  that  the  box  rent  was  overdue,  and  I  said  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  whatever,  simply  got  his  mail  and  forwarded  it  just  from  a  friendly  view  of 
the  matter,  and  said,  *'  Why  don*t  you  write  to  him,  drop  him  a  box-office  card," 
and  he  said  he  would.  I  remember  further  writing  on  a  slip  of  paper,  '*  What 
shall  I  do  with  your  key,"  and  I  stuck  it  in  with  letters  which  I  mailed  to  him. 
He  never  answered  it. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  written  Mr.  Legg  other  than  in  the  slip  referred  to  ? — A. 
No ;  nothing  whatever  about  anything  of  the  kind.  Nothing  whatever  about 
pension  matters  or  his  business  matters.  In  fact  I  didn't  want  to.  I  have  been 
very  careful  about  it. 

Q.  Has  he  ever  written  to  you  in  relation  to  pension  matters  or  other  claims  ? — 
A.  No,  indeed;  nothing  whatever. 

W.  A.  Martin, 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  3d  day  of  June,  1890,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  Brooks, 

SpecicU  Examiner. 

•  

On  this  4th  day  of  June,  1890,  at  Washington,  of  District  of  Columbia,  before 
me,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
Charles  J.  Fuller,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  inter- 
rogatories propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pen- 
sion claim,  deposes  and  says:  My  age  is  19  years;  post-office  address,  1251  H 
street  NE.,  city ;  occupation,  none.  I  am  the  son  of  E.  E.  Fuller,  an  employ^ 
of  this  office.  The  first  and  only  time  I  ever  met  A.  M.  Legg  was  about  two 
months  ago.  He  came  to  our  house  alone  one  evening.  I  do  not  know  the  ob- 
ject of  ills  ooming. 
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Q.  Did  he  have  aziy  oonversation  with  you  ?— A.  He  asked  me  how  I  liked 
Washington.  I  replied  that  I  did  not  like  it  very  much,  and  asked  him  if  he 
knew  of  any  good  joh  in  Topeka,  Kans.,  if  he  would  let  me  know.  He  said  he 
would  do  so.    That  was  all  the  conversation  I  had  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  do  any  work  for  him? — ^A.  No,  indeed. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  ask  you  to  do  anything  for  him  ?— A.  No,  sir.  I  have  neva 
been  employed  by  him  in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Q.  Whom  did  he  see  at  your  house  other  than  yourself? — ^A.  My  father, 
mother,  and  the  children. 

My  answers  are  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

ChartiKS  J.  Puller, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  4th  day  of  June,  1890,  and  I  certify 
that  the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  BROOKS, 

Speciai  Examiner. 

Departhent  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

Waahingtony  D.  C,  AprU  19, 189§- 

Sir  :  In  relation  to  the  charges  against  A.  M.  Legfi:,  involving  alleged  official 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  William  A.  Martin,  a  clerk  of  the  Pension  Bureaa,  I 
have  to  state  that  i^ter  an  examination  and  report  had  been  made  bv  a  special 
examiner  the  papers  were  filed  in  the  *'  personal  files"  of  the  clerk  Martin  in- 
stead of  being  returned  to  the  law  division  for  action  on  the  charge  against  the 
attorney  Legg. 

When  I  called  your  attention  to  the  matter  the  papers  were  produced  and 
turned  over  to  me  with  direction  to  take  such  action  as  I  saw  fit  and  proper; 
believing  there  was  no  criminal  act  on  the  part  of  Martin  or  I/egg  and  nothing 
to  warrant  the  disbarment  of  Legg,  I  so  stated  to  the  chief  of  the  criminal  sec- 
tion, and  he  after  a  careful  examination  agreed,  upon  which  the  papers  were  filed 
tkod  no  further  action  was  taken. 
Very  respectfully, 

M.  B.  Bailey, 

Chirff  Law  IHvirion, 

The  COBiMISSIONER  OF  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  LiTTT«E.  Would  it  not  be  well  to  know  about  the  length  of  time 
which  elapsed  between  the  first  complaint  and  the  second  complaint  f 
The  Chairman.  About  two  weeks,  he  said. 
The  Witness.  I  will  not  state  positively;  the  papers  will  show  this. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  There  is  another  question  I  want  to  ask  you.  I  want  to  ask  yoa 
in  reference  to  appointments  and  promotions  in  your  division.  Have 
there  been  any  appointments  or  promotions  made  in  your  division  with- 
out your  recommendation  f — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  asked  for  a  removal  or  transfer  of  persons  and  been 
refused? — A.  I  asked  for  the  dismissal  of  clerks  and  have  been  re- 
fused— one  clerk. 

Q.  Who  was  that  clerk  t — A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Hopkins. 

Q.  On  what  ground  did  you  ask  for  his  dismissal? — A.  I  think  it  was 
stated  in  the  letter  I  addressed  to  the  Commissioner;  I  have  forgotten 
all  of  them;  he  was  a  troublesome  and  discordant  element  in  my  divi- 
sion, not  on  the  grounds  of  inefficiency,  but  on  other  grounds. 

Q.  Did  the  Commissioner  refuse  to  remove  himt — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  caset — ^A.  I  think  that  is  the  only  case  I  recom- 
mended for  dismissed. 

Q.  You  say  appointments  have  been  made  there  and  promotions 
without  recommendations  t — A.  Of  the  appointments  of  course  I  know 
nothing:,  but  promotions  have  been  made  without  my  recommendation. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  to  be  the  rule  of  the  Pension  Office  in 
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Inference  to  promotions  f — ^A.  That  they  are  based  upon  the  recommen- 
lations  of  the  chief  of  the  division.  That  has  been  the  role,  but  there 
JB  an  executive  order  that  now  goes  upon  the  record  which  is  kept  daily 
>n  several  different  subjects;  I  do  not  know  that  any  promotion  has 
3een  made  under  it^  but  I  understand  it  is  to  supersede  the  other. 

Q.  Before  that,  you  understood  it  was  the  rule  to  make  promotions 
>n  the  recommendation  of  the  chiefs  of  divisions  f — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  names  of  any  persons  who  were  promoted 
without  your  recommendation  f — ^A.  Well,  there  is  this  Mr.  Hopkins  I 
referred  to. 

The  Chairman.  The  same  man  you  asked  to  have  dismissed  f — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  What  time  elapsed  between  your  recommendation  for  dismissal 
and  his  promotion  f — ^A.  Perhaps  a  week  or  so.  I  think  it  was  all 
about  the  same  time,  a  week  or  two  weeks. 

Q^  It  was  after  your  recommendation  for  dismissal  that  he  was  pro- 
moted T — ^A.  I  think  my  recommendation 

Q.  Followed  by  his  promotion  t — A.  Yes,  sir,  and  I  would  like  to  say 
one  reason  I  made  my  recommendation  as  strongly  as  1  did  was  be- 
cause I  acted  upon  the  statement  of  my  assistant  chief  and  also  section 
chief,  and  because  he  was  found  at  my  open  desk  after  office  hours,  and- 
that  made  some  slight  impression  on  my  mind  in  making  recommenda 
tion  for  dismissal. 

Q.  Did  you  state  that  fact  in  your  letter  t — ^A.  I  stated  it  personally, 
but  I  do  not  know  whether  I  stated  it  in  my  letter  or  not. 

Q.  You  stated  it  to  the  Commissioner  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  position  was  this  man  holding  at  the  time  you  recom- 
mended his  dismissal f — A.  He. was  clerk  in  the  appeal  section  of  the 
law  division. 

Q.  What  salary  did  he  getf — A.  I  think  he  was  getting  $1,400. 

Q.  What  promotion  was  he  promoted  tot— ^A.  I  think  to  $1,600,  and 
transferred  to  some  other  division.  I  do  not  think  I  made  in  the  rec- 
ommendation any  charge  against  his  ability  as  a  clerk. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Were  any  reasons  assigned  why  he  was  not  dismissed  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  them. — A.  Oen.  Eaum  told  me  he  had  assisted  him 
greatly  in  preparing  a  new  system  of  blanks  there,  record  statistic 
cards;  no,  not  that,  what  they  call  record  briefs,  which  has  been 
adopted  since  that  time,  which  he  originated  and  brought  to  him,  and 
that  he  was  working  on  that  subject  and  was  assisting  in  preparing 
that  card,  and  for  that  reason  he  would  overlook  that  action  of  his  in 
prying  into  affairs,  but  he  transferred  him  to  another  division. 

Q.  Was  that  the  only  thing  against  himt — A.  Not  that  alone;  as  I 
stated,  it  was  after  consultation  with  my  assistant  chief,  his  former  sec- 
tion chief  and  his  present  section  chief,  that  I  made  my  recommenda- 
tion, and  they  concurred  with  me  in  my  decision. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  were  these  ment — A.  Capt.  Lyons  is  assistant  chief  and 
was  then.    Mr.  Arnold  was  and  now  is  chief  of  the  section. 

Q.  You  all  agreed  that  it  was  proper  for  him  to  be  removed! — A. 
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Yes,  sir;  that  is,  tbey  said  that  I  was  warranted  in  making  the  twrn- 
niendation;  they  did  not  join  in  the  letter;  I  sent  the  letter  myseU 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  I  would  like  to  hear  the  first  part  of  that  ansmr  reed 
over. 

The  stenographer  read  over  the  part  required. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  if  you  ever  knew  of  an  appointment beoig 
made  in  your  division  in  violation  of  the  civil-service  lawT — A.  No,  sir; 
I  do  not. 

Q.  Would  you  know  if  anyone  was  appointed  to  a  position  there  aft 
clerk  or  to  any  x)08ition  in  your  division  whether  that  person  had  un- 
dergone a  civil- service  examination f — A.  No,  sir;  I  would  not  know 
about  that. 

By  Mr.  DungaI^  : 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  employes  of  that  Department  are  in  what 
is  called  the  classified  service! — A.  I  cannot  answer  that;  I  do  not 
know  about  that — the  employes  in  nay  division f 

Q.  Yes. — A.  I  think  everyone  of  them  except  the  messengers.  1 
may  have  had  copyists  now  and  then.  I  have  had  clerks  detaUed  a» 
high  fls  ten  to  do  special  work,  and  there  may  have  been  some  among 
that  number  not  among  the  classified  service. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Let  us  commence  with  the  first  matter,  and  that  is  the  matter  of 
the  $72.  As  I  understand  you,  first  the  letter  came  to  your  desk  from 
some  source  in  which  was  inclosed  a  fifty-dollar  note,  a  twenty-dollar 
note,  and  a  two-dollar  notet — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  money  was  accompanied  by  a  letter  signed  ^'X  Honesty  F— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  your  supposition  was  it  was  a  refund  of  Government  momj 
which  ought  not  to  have  gone  to  the  sender  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  the  next  step  taken  was  to  take  that  letter  and  envdopein 
which  it  came  in,  and  put  it  in  a  large  envelope  and  send  it  to  the  room 
of  the  assistant  clerk  of  the  Bureau? — ^A.  I  directed  the  money  to  be 
taken  there. 

Q.  That  is  you  directed  it  to  be  done! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  is  not  that  the  way  in  which,  if  it  was  done  regularly,  it 
should  have  been  done!  If  it  was  sent  to  some  other  room,  would  you 
not  put  it  in  a  larger  envelope  before  sending  it  to  someone  else!  Ib 
not  that  the  usual  way  of  doing  business! — ^A.  Why,  if  I  did  the  thing 
over  again 

Q.  I  say,  would  not  that  be  the  ordinary  way  of  doing  itf 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  if  that  was  the  way  it  was  done.  I  should  let 
a  witness  who  does  know  about  that  testify. 

Mr.  Payson  You  have  been  asking  what  they  thought  and  assumed 
to  have  done.  [To  the  witness.]  You  have  no  recollection  of  exactly  how 
it  was  done! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  say  it  was  sealed  up  when  it  was  sent  to  the  safe,  hoir 
was  it  sealed! — A.  I  presume  it  was  placed  in  another  kind  of  envel- 
ope. 

Q.  The  original  envelope  or  another  kind  of  envelope! — ^A,  In  an- 
other kind  of  envelope. 

Q.  So  this  envelope  in  which  the  papers  were  sent  would  be  sealed, 
and  in  that  would  be  the  original  envelope,  the  letter  and  money!— A. 
Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  'Sowj  do  Jim  know  sis  a  matter  of  fact  at  that  time  who  Mr.  Baum, 
r.,  had  there  as  a  stenographer  and  private  secretary  t — ^A.  I  knew 
bat  Mr.  Lmeaweaver  was  employed  there,  but  in  what  capacity  I  did 
lot  know. 

Q.  In  that  room  was  this  safef — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  I^id  you  know  whether  Mr.  Lineaweaver  had  the  combination 
rnd  was  the  man  who  operated  that  safe  at  that  timef — ^A.  I  have  seen 
dm  open  it. 

Q.  There  was  a  combination  lock  on  that  safef — ^Yes,  sir;  a  *combi- 
lation  lock. 

Q.  Now,  the  object  of  retaining  thiit  money  and  letter  at  that  time 
ras  that  yon  might  prosecute  an  inquiry  into  this  case  and  ascertain, 
r  possible,  what  the  status  of  the  soldier  was  and  to  find  out  if  he  was 
getting  more  money  than  he  was  entitled  tot — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  money  and  letter  was  retained  for  t^at  purpose,  as  you 
understand  itf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  next  step  was,  you  sent  somebody  for  the  money  and  they 
[id  not  bring  it  backf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Coming  down  now  to  the  time  you  first  spoke  to  Mr.  Eauni  about 
t,  it  was  on  Saturday  evening  preceding  the  Wednesday  when  it  was 
^turned  T — ^A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  he  tell  you  at  the  time  that  he  was  on  his  way  to  the  train 
uid  going  to  Philadelphia  to  spend  Sunday  and  Monday  where  his  wife 
then  wasT — ^A.  He  said  he  was  going  to  the  train,  or  going  out  of  the 
city,  I  do  not  remember  which.    I  did  not  pay  much  attention  to  it. 

Q.  Does  this  refresh  your  recollection  in  any  way  f  This  was  Satur- 
day afternoon  and  he  was  going  to  Philadelpliia,  where  his  wife  was, 
and  when  he  returned  he  would  get  the  money  t — ^A.  Probably  he  did 
say  all  that.  I  do  not  recollect  he  said  he  was  going  to  Philadelphia  to 
see  his  wife  or  fiftmily. 

Q.  Let  me  refiresh  your  recollection  further.  Did  not  Mr.  Baum  at 
that  time  say  to  you  that  the  money  was  at  home  Id  a  writing  desk  be- 
longing to  his  wife,  and  if  you  wanted  it  that  afternoon  and  sent  a  mes- 
senger for  it,  he  would  give  instructions  so  that  the  messenger  could 
get  itt — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  he  was  going  awayf — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  said  he  was 
going  out  of  the  city.  ^ 

Q.  You  had  no  farther  conversation  with  Mr.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  in 
reference  to  thatf — ^A.  IN"©,  sir. 

Q.  The  talk  you  had  with  Mr.  Ohandl^  and  Mr.  Bussey  was  after 
this  matter  had  gotten  in  the  newspapers! — A.  I  think  he  said  that  the 
newspaper  men  had  called  his  attention  to  it;  I  think  that  was  it. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Chandler  say  he  had  had  some  talk  with  newspaper  men 
about  itt"— A.  I  think  he  said  that  they  had  called  his  attention  to  it. 

Q.  How  long  after  that  did  you  have  a  tiilk  with  Mr.  Bussey  t — ^A. 
It  may  have  been  a  week,  or  perhaps  less. 

Q.  In  the  meantime  Mr.  Baum's  explanation  had  been  given  outf — 
A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  that  explanation  was;  you  had  heard  it  then! — 
A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  about  it.  I  saw  in  the  papers,  you 
mean 

Q.  And  Mr.  Bussey  having  heard  both  sides  said  in  the  conversation 
to  you  that  it  was  a  stir  about  nothing t — A.  That  was  the  impression 
he  seemed  to  have. 

Q.  Coming  down  now  to  the  Martin  case,  Martin  was  the  name  of  an 
employ^  in  the  Bureau  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  This  matter  of  the  personal  flies  are  sometimes  called  confidential 
files,  are  they  notf — A.  I  am  not  very  familiar  with  that  part  of  it 

Q.  I  remember  to  have  heard  them  called  that.  These  personal  files 
contain  everything  in  connection  with  the  employ^  himselft — ^A.  That 
is  my  understanding. 

Q.  They  are  not  onder  his  control  at  allf — A.  That  is  my  nnda- 
standing. 

Q.  The  proper  place  for  them  is  in  the  room  of  the  appointment  derk, 
is  it  notf — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  understanding. 

Q.  And  everything  pertaining  to  an  employ^,  his  reliability,  credi- 
bility^ integrity,  and  everything  pertaining  to  his  performance  of  duty 
goes  mto  these  x>ersonal  fQesf — ^A.  That  is  my  understanding. 

Q.  Now,  is  not  this  a  fact  about  this  personal  file,  this  report  of  the 
special  examiner  when  the  examination  was  made  of  Martin  as  to  the  per- 
formance of  duty,  etc.,  t^at  it  would  naturally  go  to  or  into  those  files 
over  which  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  had  control;  would  not  that  be  the  natural 
place  for  themt — ^A.  Well,  not  in  such  a  case  where  there  might  be  a 
criminal  case. 

Q.  I  will  give  it  to  you  in  another  way.  Mr.  Martin  was  under  in- 
vestigation f — A.  !N'ot  as  far  as  the  law  division.  Mr.  Legg  was  the  man 
under  investigation,  and  in  that  instance  he  was  a  man  we  did  not  ha?e 
a  record  of. 

Q.  After  the  special  examiner  had  made  his  examination  he  found 
Martin  had  a  lock  box  f — ^A.  ]^o,  you  do  not  understand  that.  Mr.  Legg 
had  a  lock  box  and  it  was 

Q.  And  Mr.  Martin  got  papers  from  itt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  appeared  in  that  report  of  that  examination  that  Martin  was 
connected  with  Legg's  business  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  vou  say  you  got  a  second  letter  in  regard  to  the  case  from 
Topekaf — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  a  second  charge  of  the  same  matter. 

Q.  Then  you  went  to  the  Commissioner  in  reference  to  this  matterf— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  made  inquiry  as  to  the  papers  and  sent  for  his  son,  and  his 
son  went  out  and  returned  pretty  soon  with  the  papers  f — A,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Had  this  examination  been  made  previous  to  the  sec- 
ond letter,  or  was  it  on  the  second  charge  that  Mn  Martin  was  investi- 
gated f 

A.  On  the  first  charge  or  complaint  that  came  in.  It  was  sent  into 
the  hands  of  the  special  examiner  and  investigated. 

Mr.  Payson.  It  was  on  the  reception  of  the  second  letter  you  went 
to  the  Comraissionert 

A.  Yes,  sir;  the  second  letter  in  regard  to  the  same  person^  I  did 
not  know  he  was  one  of  the  clerks  of  the  Pension  Office. 

Mr.  Dung  AN.  I  would  like  to  understand  this.  A  pension  attorney 
by  the  name  of  Legg  claimed  to  have  some  assistant  in  the  Pension 
Department  here  who  was  said  to  be  Martin  t 

Mr.  Payson.  Not  openly;  he  advertised  he  had  an  assistant. 

The  Witness.  That  was  charged. 

Mr.  DuNaAN.  A  little  investigation  showed,  or  you  suspected  it  was 
Martin  when  there  was  some  investigation,  and  the  pigeon-holing  of 
these  papers  in  Martin's  personal  files  kept  them  out  of  your  division 
and  preveuted  an  investigation  by  the  law  department  on  the  subject! 

A.  Yes;  it  should  pass  under  our  view  before  they  were  filed  away. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  report  of  the  inspector  had  to  go  through  in  the 
very  first  instance  t  • 

A.  Oh,  no. 
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\.  Where  had  it  gonef — ^A.  That  was  what  I  was  hnntiiig  up. 
U  Then  that  rex>ort  of  the  examiner  came  in  showing  that  Martin 
I  access  to  a  lock  box  and  all  that  sort  of  thing  and  the  thing  went 
>  the  personal  files  of  Martin  and  did  not  come  to  yoaf — ^A.  It  did 
come  to  me. 

\.  It  went  i^to  the  i>ersonal  files,  as  far  as  yon  knowf — A.  I  simply 
iw  we  did  not  get  it. 

It,  ENL.OE.  If  it  had  taken  the  proper  course  wonld  it  not  have  come 
ronr  attention  instead  of  anyone  elsef 
he  Ghaibman.  He  has  already  stated  that 

he  Witness.  I  wonld  jnst  like  to  say  in  connection  with  that  that 
^re  an  examination  is  the  result  of  an  investigation  in  regard  to  an 
)loy6  the  Commissioner's  attention  would  be  very  naturally  called  to 
That  is  my  supposition,  if  it  got  into  the  wrong  files  there,  as  it 
bably  did. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

!.  There  was  no  evidence  that  it  got  into  the  wrong  filet — ^A.  Yes, 
as  I  understand  it. 

|.  You  said  it  was  simt)ly  a  supposition;  there  was  no  evidence;  it 
;  simply  your  supposition  t 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

J.  You  can  not  know,  of  course! — ^A.  I  was  told  so. 
I.  But  you  do  not  know;  there  was  no  evidence  that  that  was  the 
et — ^A.  Oh,  no;  there  was  no  evidence.    I  am  not  defending  it  as  if 
ras  a  matter  of  fact,  and  I  simply  say  I  was  told  so. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

|.  As  a  matter  of  fact  you  do  not  knowf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

I,  Was  Martin  discharged  from  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  I  do  not 

Qk  he  was. 

I.  There  was  nothing  developed  in  that  to  warrant  his  discharge  f — 

I  do  not  think  so. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

(.  If  he  had  been  discharged,  it  would  have  been  on  the  recommenda- 
1  of  the  Commissioner f — A.  Gen.  Baum  has  charge  of  that. 
^  It  was  not  for  you  to  determine  whether  he  was  to  be  discharged 
lotT — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

|.  As  to  Mr.  Hopkins,  who  was  not  dismissed  upon  your  recommenda- 
1,  Gen.  Baum  regarded  him  as  a  desirable  man  to  have  to  do  that 
rkt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

I.  And  in  regard  to  the  friction  in  your  division^  he  did  not  regard 
>f  sufficient  importance  to  warrant  dismissing  hmi,  but  transferred 
I  to  another  placet — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

I.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  are  acquainted  with  a  man  at  the  Pen- 
1  Building  who  is  known  as  King,  superintendent  of  that  build- 
f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

I.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  King  having  at  any  time  in- 
3sied  himself  in  seeking  to  promote  the  passage  of  claims  through 
Department  there — ^has  he  ever  been  in  your  division  on  that  siib- 
bf— A.  !No,  sir;  we  have  nothing  to  do  in  the  law  division  with  the 
udieation  of  claims. 
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G-.  A.  Lyon,  assistant  chief  of  the  law  division,  Passion  Office,  swon 
and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Please  state  to  the  comiBittee  what  x>08ition  y<m  occupy.— A.  1 
am  assistant  chief  of  the  law  division  now. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position? — ^A.  Well,  nearly  two 
years,  I  think;  ever  since  the  division  was  organised,  but  regularly, 
steady  now,  for  a  year  and  a  half  or  two  years. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Bailey  t — A*  Part  of  it, 

Q.  Did  you  hear  that  x)ortion  of  it  relating  to  the  money  that  came 
to  his  office  to  be  credited  to  the  conscience  fundt — A.  I  heard  psfftof 
it;  I  did  not  hear  the  commencement  of  it. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  or  not  that  money  came  to  your  hands!— 
A.  It  came  to  my  hands  first;  that  is,  in  the  division. 

Q.  Did  you  open  the  envelope  containing  the  money  f — ^A.  No,  sir; 
it  was  opened  when  it  came  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  what  character  of  biDs  were  in  the  envelope  at  the 
time! — A.  I  noticed  there  were  three  bills,  a  fifby-dollar  bill,  a  twen^- 
dollar  bill,  and  a  two-dollar  bill. 

Q.  Did  you  place  any  mark  on  those  bills  in  any  way  so  you  coald 
identify  those  notes  f — A.  I  took  the  notes  but  I  did  not  mark  them. 

Q.  Did  you  take  such  particular  notice  you  would  recognize  the  bflls 
again  if  you  saw  themf — A.  No,  sir.  One  of  the  bills  I  thought  I 
would  recognize  again  if  I  saw  it,  but  the  others  I  do  not  know  that  I 
would.  The  fifty-dollar  biU  I  took  particular  notice  of,  but  the  others 
I  did  not. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  now  what  the  character  of  that  fifty-dollar  bill 
was! — A.  It  was  a  yellow  bill,  a  gold  certificate,  and  the  reason  I  took 
notice  of  that  was  because  I  had  not  seen  one  for  a  long  while,  and  1 
did  not  know  whether  it  looked  like  a  good  bill  or  not.  It  was  a  scaly 
looking  bill. 

Q.  It  seemed  so  much  worn  and  usedf — ^A.  It  was  not  a  new  hill  by 
any  means. 

Q.  Did  you  have  some  doubt  as  to  whether  it  was  genuine  f — A.  When 
I  first  looked  at  it  I  had  some  doubt  whether  it  might  be  genuine  money 
or  not,  but  I  showed  it  to  others,  and  they  pronounced  it  to  be  good. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  money  t — ^A.  I  handed  tiie  money  to 
Mr.  Bailey. 

Q.  Did  that  end  your  connection  with  it  at  that  timef — A.  At  that 
time,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  when  it  was  returned  t — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  the  bills  then? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  the  same  bills! — A.  There  was  a  fifty-dollar  gold  cer- 
tificate there,  there  was  a  twenty-doUar  biU  and  a  two-dollar  bill. 

Q.  Did  it  look  like  a  new  fifty-dollar  bill!— A.  No,  sir;  it  was  not  a 
new  one. 

Q.  Did  it  look  like  the  same  bill!— A.  It  looked  like  it  might  be  the 
same  bill.    It  was  used,  undoubtedly.   I  never  saw  a  new  gold  certificate. 

Q.  Did  you  remark  in  any  subsequent  conversation  it  was  not  the 
same  money,  not  the  same  bill!— A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  have. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  about  the  money  coming  back  in  an  envelope 
not  sealed! — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  have.    The  money  was  handed  me  by 
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tfx.  BaQey.  It  was  not  sealed  when  it  came  to  me,  I  do  not  know  how 
t  came  to  him,  although  we  were  in  the  same  room. 

Q.  Mr.  Bailey  called  your  attention  to  it  when  it  came  backf — ^A.  He 
uther  called  me  or  came  to  my  desk.  My  impression  is  he  brought  it, 
rhe  envelope  and  money,  and  said,  ^^Here  is  $72,  now  let  us  get  rid  of 
t;"  and  I  immediately  proceeded  to  get  rid  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Bailey  about  the  delay 
D  getting  that  back  after  it  was  deposited  in  this  safef — ^A.  I  had  sev- 
val  conversations  with  Mr.  Bailey  about  it  in  the  interval,  during  the 
ime  I  received  the  money  and  when  I  got  it  back. 

Q.  Did  you  discuss  the  question  as  to  the  reasons  why  you  could  not 
let  it  back  when  you  went  for  itf — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  was 
'cry  anxious,  however,  I  know,  to  get  the  money  back. 

Q.  What  caused  your  anxiely  in  regard  to  the  matter  t — ^A.  I  was 
he  only  man  in  the  office  who  was  really  responsible  for  it,  and  I  was 
he  only  man  in  the  office  whose  name  appeared  as  having  received  tlie 
loney,  as  I  had  receipted  for  it  and  I  had  no  receipt  for  it,  and  I  did 
ot  know  that  anybody  else  had,  and  Mr.  Bailey  and  Randolph  hiid  a 
ood  deal  of  fan  with  me  when  the  money  was  not  forthcoming,  and 
atiier  intimated  I  was  going  to  be  held  responsible  for  the  money,  and 

was  naturally  anxious  to  see  it. 

Mr.  IjITTle.  Was  the  money  supposed  to  belostf — A.  I  had  no  idea 
b  was  lost  at  the  time,  but  I  didn't  want  to  be  held  responsible  for  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  They  suggested  to  you  that  the  money  was  lost  and  that  you 
roold  be  held  responsible t — A.  They  joked  with  me;  there  was  a  good 
leal  said  about  it  one  way  and  another,  and  they  were  all  having  fun 
vith  me  about  it,  but  I  never  thought  but  what  we  would  get  the 
money  back. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Bailey  in  regard  to  the  propriety 
vf  goiiig  and  demanding  the  moneyT — A.  I  did  suggest  to  Mr.  Bailey 
»  go  and  see  the  Commissioner  about  it. 

Q.  What  made  you  do  thatf — A.  Just  for  the  reason  that  I  say,  that 
[  was  anxious  to  see  the  color  of  that  money. 

Q.  Then  you  had  become  to  doubt  a  little  yourself  about  itf 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  hardly  competent,  but  I  will  leave  that  to  you. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  what  the  witness  means. 

Mr.  Payson.  If  you  think  it  is  competent,  I  will  not  object. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  care  to  pursue  that  further.  Did  you  have  any 
conversation  with  any  other  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  at  that 
tame  with  reference  to  this  matter  f 

A.  About  the  time  the  money  came  back  there  was  a  good  deal  said 
about  it,  as  it  was  something  unusual,  and  I  talked  about  it  a  good  deal 
ftmong  the  others;  pretty  much  everybody  about  the  Pension  Office 
balked  about  it;  I  tMnk  I  talked  to  the  chief  clerk  about  itf 

Mr.  Payson.  What  clerk  f 

A.  Gapt.  Fisher,  I  think. 

Mr.  Payson.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Lineweaver  about  itf 

A.  No,  sir;  Lineweaver  was  not  there;  he  was  not  in  town  when  the 
money  was  received. 

ByMr.  Enlob: 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  either  one  of  the  assistant  secretaries.  Gen. 
Bussey  or  Gten.  Ghandlerf — ^A.  Assistant  Secretary  Chandler  sent  for 
Ene  t^e  day  after  tdie  money  was  returned  and  I  had  a  talk  with  him 
ibout  it. 
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Q.  Can  not  you  fix  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  that  money  and  tihese 
disturbances  that  followed  untQ  the  time  it  was  finally  settled!— A.  I 
think  we  received  the  money  on  the  12th  day  of  March.  I  think  I  gofc 
it  back  on  the  9th  or  10th  of  May. 

Q.  W  hat  year  t— A.  1891. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Chandler  say  to  you  about  that,  as  near  as  yoa  caa 
remember  t — A.  The  chief  clerk  came  to  me  and  said  Secretary  Chaa- 
dler  had  sent  for  me  to  come  up,  and  I  went  up  and  Mr.  Linewearei 
went  with  me.  When  we  went  in  we  found  the  Assistant  Secretaij 
there,  and  one  or  two  others,  and  one  or  two  newspaper  men.  He  spoke 
to  all  of  us  and,  he  said,  <<  Gentlemen,  1  get  it  through  these  newspaper 
men  there  has  beeu  some  money  received  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  it  is 
missing  and  can  not  be  found;  now  I  want  to  know  skU  about  it"  He 
asked  the  chief  clerk  what  he  knew,  and  he  said  he  knew  nothing 
about  it.  Then  he  turned  to  Mr.  lineweaver,  and  he  undertook  to  tell 
what  he  knew  about  it,  but  it  appears  that  he  knew  nothing  mach  i 
about  it;  and  he  asked  me,  and  I  told  him  just  as  I  told  you  h^e— how 
the  money  came  through  the  mail  division,  and  Mr.  Bailey  not  being 
present  I  receipted  for  the  money;  he  receipts  for  the  money  or  for 
anything  of  value  that  comes  in,  but  he  was  not  present  and  I  receipted 
for  the  money,  and  that  when  he  came  in  I  turned  it  over  to  him  and  I 
suggested  putting  it  in  the  assistant  chief  clerk's  safe  for  safe-keeping, 
and  I  presume  it  was  done.  I  did  not  see  it  done,  but  I  presume  it  was 
done.  The  Commissioner  was  not  in  town  at  that;  time,  and  he  returned 
in  a  few  weeks,  and,  of  course,  nothing  was  said  about  the  thing  dor- 
iug  the  Commissioner's  absence,  because  we  were  waiting  for  lum  to 
know  what  disposition  to  make  of  the  money. 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  Assistant  Secretary  Chandler  said  this  money 
was  lost? — A.  That  he  understood  so,  and  he  said  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
find  out  how  the  newspapers  got  hold  of  this  story  before  he  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Liueweaver,  you  say,  did  not  seem  to  know  anything  about 
it! — A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Lineweaver,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  say  so— I 
think  Mr.  Liueweaver  was  away  at  Grand  Bapids  the  time  the  money 
came  in,  but  he  came  back  before  the  money  was  returned;  but  on  the 
12th  of  March,  at  the  time  the  money  came  in  and  sent  to  the  assist 
ant  chief  clerk's  room  to  be  taken  care  of,  he  was  out  of  town. 

Q.  He  was  out  of  town  from  the  time  the  money  was  received  unfil 
the  money  was  returned  t — A.  I  do  not  think  he  remained  all  that 
time,  but  when  the  money  came  in  he  was  out  of  town. 

Q.  Do  you  think  he  got  back  before  that  money  was  returned  t— A 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  investigation  was  before  it  was  returned;  this  inquiry  of  Mr. 
Chandler's  was  before  the  money  was  returned t — ^A.  No,  sir;  a  day  or 
two  afteiwartls. 

(2.  And  Mr.  Lineweaver  had  returned  before  the  money  was  re* 
turned! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  had  been  in  the  oflSce! — A.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  long  he  had  been  there  before  the  money  was 
returned! — A.  Perhaps  a  week  or  perhaps  longer. 

Q.  He  had  been  quite  long  enough  to  see  the  contents  of  that  safe!— 
A.  I  presume  so,  if  he  wanted  to. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  he  had  the  combination! — ^A.  I  did  not  know; 
I  never  saw  the  safe  opened. 

Q.  You  understood  him  to  say  to  Secretary  Chandler  that  he  did  not 
know  anything  about  it! — A.  I  understood  him  to  say  he  knew  nottiing 
of  how  the  money  came  to  get  in  therci  and  all  he  knew  about  the 
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Qouey,  as  I  understood  him  to  say  to  Secretary  Chandler,  was,  he  car- 
led  it  back  and  delivered  it  to  Mr.  Bailey;  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
lie  transaction  in  the  interval. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  Oen.  Bussey  about  itf — ^A.  Mef    I^o,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  about  the  appointment 
}f  Dr.  Little  to  a  position  f — ^A.  You  mean  as  an  examining  surgeon  f 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  I  know  he  was  appointed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  he  was  appointed t — A..  !N'o;  I  do  not.  1  re- 
nember  when,  but  I  could  not  say  positively,  but  it  has  been  about  a 
fear  ago.  I  should  say  it  was  between  March  and  May  of  1891;  just 
i>efore  this  thing  happened. 

Q.  Are  you  well  acquainted  with  Dr.  Little f — ^A.  Well,  fairly. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  remark  to  you  about  how  he  was  appointed,  about 
Qi6  time  he  was  appointed! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  went  to  Dr.  Little  myself 
and  suggested  that  he  make  application  for  the  place. 

Q.  He  acted  on  that  suggestion  f — A.  1  do  not  know,  but  he  made 
application. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  long  it  was  after  the  application  was  made 
before  the  appointment  was  madef — ^A.  I  do  not  know;  a  week  or  ten 
days,  or  perhaps  a  little  longer. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Mr.  Little  having  paid  Mr.  Oreen  B. 
EU^n,  jr.,  money  for  that  appointment f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  given  him  any  note  or  loaned  him  any 
money  at  that  timef — ^A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  his  having  given  any  order  on  his  salary  for  any 
money  about  the  time  of  his  appointment  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  heard  Dr.  Little  say  anjrthing  about  itf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  remember  his  saylngt — A.  He  told  me  he  had  been 
accused  of  doing  that,  and  that  he  had  never  given  Mr.  Baum  a  dollar; 
that  there  had  never  been  any  promise  in  reference  to  his  doing  any- 
thing; that  he  had  never  given  Mr.  Baum  a  note  in  consideration  of 
his  appointment.    He  told  me  that  himself. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  he  had  done  in  the  way  of  having  promised, 
simply  denied  itf — ^A.  He  said  this  to  me;  this  was  said  to  me  by 
reason  of  a  newspaper  article  that  had  been  published,  and  he  had 
asked  me  if  I  had  seen  that  newspaper  article,  and  I  either  said  I  had 
or  somebody  had  read  it  to  me,  and  then  he  stated  this.  I  never  asked 
whether  he  gave  any  money  or  note  of  prgmise,  or  anything  of  that 
kind. 

Q.  You  did  not  inquire  anything  about  his  having  given  Mr.  Haum 
notes  or  loaned  him  imoney  or  indorsed  for  him  about  the  time  of  this 
appointmentf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  did  not  volunteer  to  tell  you  anything  of  that  sortf — A. 
He  volunteered  to  tell  that  he  did  nothing  of  that  kind;  he  denied  it. 

Q.  That  he  had  not  paid  any  money  for  his  appointmentf — A«  Yes, 
sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  should  like  to  know  where  Mr.  Lineweaver  ist — ^A. 
He  is  in  the  Commissioner's  office  now. 

By*  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  inquiry  being  made  by  anybody  for  this 
money  kept  in  the  office  ot  the  appointment  clerk  while  it  should  have 
been  in  the  safef — A.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge;  only  what  Mr.  Bailey 
told  me.  He  had  been  asked  for  the  money,  just  about  as  he  has 
testified  here. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  any  inquiry  was  ever  made  by  Mr.  Raumf^- 
A^  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  know  as  a  matter  of  the  transactioii  of  business  in  the  offiee 
that  Mr.  Lineweaver  had  the  combination  of  the  safe  in  his  possession  f— 
A.  I  did  not  know. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  now,  thenf — ^A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yoa  say  he  had  been  away  at  that  time  some  two  or  three  weeks  f— 
A.  He  was  away  some  little  time. 

By  the  Gh aibman  : 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  difficulty  that  has  been  had  in  that  office  in  re- 
gard to  money  or  the  loss  of  money  t — ^A.  The  first  I  ever  knew  of. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  considerable  comment  among  you  and  the  cierks 
as  to  the* responsibility,  as  to  the  probable  lossf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  we  had 
a  good  deal  of  fun  there  among  some  of  them. 

Q.  Why  do  you  call  it  fun  t — ^A.  Well,  they  laughed 

Q.  What  caused  them  to  laugh  f — A.  Because  I  had  receipted  fivtiie 
money  and  nobody  knew  or  seemed  to  know  where  it  was. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Before  you  leave  the  stand  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question,  have 
you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  F.  M.  Taylor  in  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter f — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  had,  but  perhaps  I  have. 

Q.  I  will  put  the  question  to  you  direct,  because  I  expect  to  put  Hr. 
Taylor  on  thQ  stand.  Did  you  ever  tell  Mr.  Taylor  the  money  returned 
was  not  the  same  money  that  was  in  the  envelope  placed  in  tke  safet— 
A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  about  thatf — ^A.  I  am  pretty  certain,  because  I 
do  not  know  myself  whether  it  was  the  same  money  or  not.  I  have  got 
a  memorandum  of  the  money  I  sent  to  tlie  Treasury,  and  when  ques- 
tioned about  the  money  I  said  perhaps  I  ought  to  have  taken  a  memo- 
randum of  the  money  when  it  was  sent  in  the  safe;  but  when  I  sent  it 
to  the  Treasury  I  did  take  a  memorandum  of  the  number  of  bills  and 
idl,  and  I  have  got  that  in  my  desk  now. 

TESTIMOHY  OF  OREEH  B.  BAUM,  JJL 

Obeen  B.  Baum,  jr.,  sworn  and  examiued. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  .position  you  formerly  held  in  the  PensMHi 
Office! — A.  Assistant  chief  clerk. 

Q.  That  is  known  as  appointment  clerk  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  relation  do  you  sustain  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensionfif— 
A.  Official  t 

Q.  Personal  and  official t — A.  I  am  his  son  and  he  was  the  Oommis- 
sioner  of  Pensions,  and  I  was  assistant  chief  clerk,  designated  as  ap- 
pointment clerk  by  order  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  Js  that  a  position  which  comes  under  the  civil-service  lawt— A. 
Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  recommended  for  that  appointment  by  anyone!— A. 
By  the  Commissioner  ol  Pensions. 

Q.  He  made  the  appointment  himself  f — A«  The  Secretary  of  the- In- 
terior made  the  aj^pointment. 

Q.  On  his  recommendation t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  heard  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  when  he 
was  on  the  stand! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  you  can  make  any  statement  you  wish  in  reference  to  tb6 
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rges  to  which  he  alluded,  a  copy  of  which  has  been  filed  here. — A« 
ive  just  been  advised  by  counsel  not  to  make  a  statement^  but  just 
»abject  myself  to  examination. 

U  Then  you  will  not  make  any  statementt — ^A.  Not  for  the  present. 
\.  Mr.  Pay  son  is  also  acting  as  your  counsel  in  this  matter  f — A.  For 

present. 

(.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  office  f — ^A.  I  think  about  eighteen 
(xths,  possibly  two  years. 

J.  State  to  the  committee  how  you  left  the  public  service. — ^A.  My 
^^ation  was  demanded  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  I  re- 
Dted. 

I.  Did  he  state  for  what  reason  it  was  demanded? — ^A.  There  were 
bain  charges  brought  to  his  attention  by  Commissioner  Lyman,  of 

Civil  Service  Commission,  and  he  thereupon  demanded  my  resig- 
ion.  He  refused  to  see  me  in  regard  to  the  matter  and  declined  to 
niit  me  to  make  any  denial,  any  statement  in  the  nature  of  a  deniaL 
I,  Denied  you  any  opportunity  to  make  a  defense  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
I,  Did  yq|i  ask  for  permission  to  make  a  defense  t — ^A.  I  certainly 
.•  . 

I,  Did  he  state  why  he  declined  to  hear  youf — A.  I  first  called  on 

Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  sent  in  my  card,  and  he  declined  to 

me. 

1.  Did  he  see  you  afterwards  f — ^A.  He  never  has. 

i»  Did  he  hold  any  communication  with  you  afterwards  on  the  sub- 
tt — ^A.  I  have  never  seen  him  since.  I  tried  to  see  him,  but  he  de- 
led  to  see  me. 

2.  Did  you  send  him  any  written  communication  asking  to  be  heard  f — 
He  directed  his  private  secretary  to  request  me  to  see  GeD.  Bussey, 

t  First  Assistant  Secretary.  I  called  on  Gen.  Bussey  with  papers 
lying  these  charges,  and  Gen.  Bussey  refused  to  accept  them,  and 
iply  stated  that  I  must  resign. 

2.  He  did  not  then  examine  your  defense  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

i.  Did  you  understand  that  to  be  a  voluntary  action  on  his  part,  or 
^t  he  was  compelled  to  do  it  by  command  of  the  Secretary  t — A.  If  I 
lerstand  it,  they  had  consulted  with  each  other  in  regard  to  the 
tter,  and' came  to  the  unanimous  conclusion  that  they  wanted  to 
;  rid  of  me  at  once,  without  giving  me  an  opportunity  to  make  a  de- 
■Se* 

).  Then  it  was  a  case  where  the  court  had  consulted  in  advance  t — 
Yes,  sir. 

iir.  Patson.  This  is  hardly  testimony.  Facts  are  what  you  want, 
.  Enloe. 

By  Mr.  Enlos  : 

J.  Was  your  dismissal  verbal  or  in  writing  t — ^A.  There  was  no  dis- 

ssal ;  there  was  simply  a  demand  for  my  resignation. 

J.  Was  the  demand  for  your  resignation  verbal! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

i.  And  your  demand  for  a  hearing  was  verbal  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

J.  Not  in  writing! — A.  No,  sir. 

3.  Did  you  ever  make  a  written  demand  on  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
ior  for  a  hearing! — ^A.  I  went  with  those  papers  first  to  the  Secre- 

y. 

J.  And  he  refused  to  see  you! — A.  He  declined  to  see  tie. 

J.  My  question  after  that  was  whether  you  communicated  in  writing 

h  the  Secretary  saying  you  desired  to  see  him, — ^A.  I  aever  did. 
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Q.  So,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  you  did  not  communicate  with  him  at  all 
then  t— A.  He  would  not  permit  me  to  do  so. 

Q.  He  did  not  refuse  your  writing! — ^A.  He  said  he  would  not  oou- 
sider  the  matter  at  alL 

Q.  He  merely  declined  a  personal  interview  f — ^A.  Well,  OesL  Bossej 
was  acting  for  him,  and  he  said  he  would  not  receive  any  statement  that 
I  then  had  there  for  consideration,  so  I  did  not,  of  course,  leave  the 
papers  with  him. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  Before  you  leave  that  point,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  yoa  re- 
ceived from  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Department  word  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  desired  you  to  see  Oen.  Bussey  about  this  matterf— A. 
No.  sir.    I  received  word  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  about  the  chief  clerk  f — ^A.  I  have  not  mm- 
tioned  the  chief  clerk. 

The  Ghaibkan.  He  stated  he  sent  in  his  card  and  the  Secretary  did 
not  want  to  see  him  and  then  he  applied  to  G^n.  Bussey  witl^the  papers. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  understand  your  first  statement  that  you  made  a  sec- 
ond visit,  you  went  first  to  the  Secretary  and  sent  in  your  card  and  he 
did  not  see  you  on  that  occasion. — A.  No,  I  first  went  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  Gen.  Noble,  sent  in  my  card  and  through  his  private 
secretary  he  sent  word  he  would  not  see  me  and  direct^  the  private 
secretary  to  send  me  to  Gen.  Bussey.     ' 

Mr.  Little.  Then  you  did  go  to  see  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey  and 
had  a  verbal  interview  "vMth  himf 

Mr.  Lnn).  And  in  pursuance  with  the  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  He  declined  to  give  you  a  hearing f — A.  To  listen  to  what  I  had 
to  say,  and  he  said  he  would  not  receive  any  papers  for  consideration, 
and  he  would  not  go  to  the  trouble  of  reading  the  papers  I  had  there. 

Q.  He  did  give  you  a  hearing? — A.  Not  with  a  view  of  giving  any 
consideration,  or  with  a  view  of  giving  me  an  opportunity  to  defend 
myself,  but  simply  in  regard  to  the  question  whether  I  would  submit— 
whether  I  would  resign  or  not.  He  said  I  should  resign,  but  I  said  ab- 
solutely I  would  not  resign  at  that  time.  I  told  him  it  was  necessaiy 
for  me  to  go  to  Philadelphia  to  consult  with  my  wife;  that  I  would  be 
back  on  Monday  morning  and  then  give  him  an  answer. 

By  Mr.  Dunoan  : 

Q.  When  you  told  him  you  would  not  resign,  was  it  coupled  with  any 
expression  that  you  would  not  resign  under  these  charges  and  without 
investigation  of  them,  or  something  of  that  sort,  or  simply  that  you 
would  not  resign.  Then,  in  connection  with  that,  did  you  ask  for  an 
investigation  of  it! — ^A.  Well,  I  stated  to  Gen.  Bussey  that  it  was  only 
right  and  proper  that  I  should  be  entitled  to  an  investigatioiL  I  had 
a  long  talk  with  him  upon  that  point  and  he  told  me  he  would  not  go 
into  the  matter. 

Q.  Your  refusal  to  resign  was  coupled  with  a  demand  that  you  would 
not  resign  unless  he  would  give  you  a  hearing! — ^A.  Tes,  sir;  and  I 
stated  to  Gen.  Buasey  they  were  taking  advantage  of  the  combination 
of  circumstances  to  get  rid  of  me.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  resign  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  finally  determined  you  to  send  in  your  resigna- 
tion! 

A.  Weill  I  saw  my  wife  and  then  returned  to  the  city  on  Monday 
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ftemoon,  and  I  had  a  conversation  with  my  &ther;  and  I  resigned 
(ter  having  a  conversation  with  my  father  for  the  reason  he  stated  to 
e  that  6en.  Noble  had  left  the  city^  that  he  had  gone  to  St.  Louis; 
lat  he  (the  Commissioner  of  Pensions)  was  going  to  Chicago  at  once, 
td  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  me  place  my  resignation  in 
s  hands  and  have  it  all  kept  quiet  until  he  could  see  the  Secretary 
the  Interior  and  convince  him  that  he  at  least  ought  to  give  me  a 
ancse  to  be  heard,  that  he  was  Wrong  in  regard  to  th£  matter. 
Mr.  P  A YSON.  That  the  Secretary  was  wrong  I 
A.  ITeSj  sir. 

Sy  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I>o  you  know  if  he  saw  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  regard  to 
is  matter  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  He  talked  with  him  about  itf — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  just  now  this  demand  from  the  Secretary 
fts  communicated  to  you  through  your  father! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Do  you  know  if  your  father  took  steps  afterward  to  bring  the 
atter  to  the  attention  of  the  President,  and  tell  you  he  had  done  sof — 
•  I  do  not  think  he  did  for  very  good  reasons,  which  I  can  explain. 
Q.  'Well,  what  is  the  explanation  f — A.  As  I  stated  before,  the  Secre- 
cy of  the  Interior,  on  the  day  I  left  for  Philadelphia,  Saturday,  left 
ij  St.  Liouis.    The  Conmiissioner  of  Pensions,  after  my  return  from 
Philadelphia,  requested  me  to  place  my.  resignation  in  his  hands.    He 
ras  then  going,  as  I  stated,  to  Chicago,  so  he  took  my  resignation  to 
he  apx>ointment  clerk,  Mr.  Tonner,  and  left  it  with  him.    Mr.  Tonner 
nd  he  had  a  mutuid  understanding  that  no  action  should  be  taken  until 
he  Secretary's  return. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  was  between  Mr.  Tonner  and  your  father  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Hr.  EiTLOE.  Was  any  action  taken  before  the  Secretary's  return  f 

A«  I  returned  on  Monday  afternoon.  This  $72  business  came  up  on 
Wednesday,  and  I  think  it  was  on  Friday  afternoon  that  it  was  brought 
bo  the  attention  of  Secretaries  Chandler  and  Bussey.  I  think,  possibly, 
Oren.  Bussey  was  there;  anyway  Gen.  I^oble  was  absent.  So  they  took 
advantage  of  the  $72  business  and  gave  publicity  to  my  resignation. 
My  father  was  in  Chicago  and  heard  of  it  for  the  first  time  through  the 

K'ess.    He  at  once  came  back  and  saw  Oen.  Koble,  but  it  was  then  too 
te  to  be  of  any  service. 

Mr.  DuNaAN.  You  mean  your  father  heard  of  that  through  the 
papers! 

A.  It  was  published  in  the  papers,  and  he  saw  it  first  in  Chicago  on 
the  day  he  landed  there. 

By  Tdr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  your  father  represented  to  you  in  conversation 
his  confidence  that  you  were  guiltless  of  these  charges! — A.  Why,  as 
a  matter  of  course  he  did. 

Q.  And  I  understand  your  understanding  about  that  is  that  he  did 
what  he  could  to  defend  you  against  these  charges  and  get  a  hearing 
for  youf — ^A.  He  did  not  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  on  account 
of  the  fact  the  Secretary  was  making  arrangements  to  leave  the  city, 
until  after  publicity  was  given  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  I^TTLE.  Has  there  been  anything  done  since  then  to  tr^  to  r^ 
iieve  you  of  these  charges! 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  yon  what  did  yon  do  with  the  pax>er8  yen  carried  to 
Gren.  Bassey  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  defense f — A,  I  still  hare  thoee 
papers. 

Q.  You  have  not  filed  themf — A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  copies  of  the  charges  filed  by  Mr.  Lyman!— A.  I 
have  never  until  to-day  seen  the  paper,  and  then  I  only  read  down  four 
or  five  pages  here.  They  would  not  show  me  a  copy,  but  simply  gave 
me  an  ou^iue  of  the  evidence  against  me. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  the  substance  of  the  charges  referred  to  in 
that  writing! — ^A.  Qen,  Bussey  told  me  the  substance  of  the  charges. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  charge  in  reference  to  the  appointment  of 
William  P.  Smith!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  William  P.  Smith! — A.!  have  only— 
I  do  not  think  I  have  seen  him  more  than  five  or  six  minutes  at  a  time, 
and  possibly  .but  twice. 

Q.  Did  you  appoint  him  to  a  position  in  the  Pension  Office!— A.  I 
did;  I  appointed  him  as  a  laborer  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Did  you  promote  him  at  any  time  afterwards! — A.  He  was  pro- 
moted afterwards  to  a  messenger,  but  not  on  my  immediate  recommenda- 
tion. 

Q.  On  whose  recommendation  was  Smith  appointed! — A.  On  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  man  who  had  charge  of  the  laboring  force. 
.  Q.  Who  was  he! — A.  The  superintendent  of  the  building. 

Q.  Mr.  King! — A.  Yes,  sir  j  I  think  it  was  King  at  that  time;  I  am 
not  sure. 

Mr.  Payson.  Are  you  speaking  now  of  his  promotion  ! 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  speaking  of  his  origin^  appointment  and  pro- 
motion. 

Mr.  Little.  Eaum  is  speaking  of  his  promotion. 

By  Mr.  Ekloe  : 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  his  original  api)ointment  and  promotion. 

The  Witness.  You  want  to  know  on  whose  recommendation! 

Q.  Yes. — A.  That  appointment  was  made  on  the  recommendation  of 
Robert  Strachan. 

Q.  And  his  promotion  was  made  on  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  King, 
the  superintendent  of  the  building! — ^A.  I  am  not  sure  it  was  King,  or  the 
former  superintendent;  I  do  not  remember  as  to  that. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Robert  Strachan!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  does  Robert  Strachan  reside!— A.  He  resides  in  the  city. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  him! — A.  I  first  met 
Robert  Strachan  when  I  came  to  the  city  from  Illinois,  as  a  mfere  boy, 
when  I  was  about  12  years  of  age.  He  was  then  messenger  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  my  father,  and  during  the  first  six 
months  of  my  residence  here  I  was  not  placed  in  school  and  I  was  con- 
stantly at  my  father's  office  and  became  very  friendly  with  Strachan, 
and  have  been  very  friendly  with  him  ever  since. 

Q.  I  see  he  says  in  the  testimony  here  that  he  lived  with  your  father, 
Gen.  Raum,  for  some  seven  years!— A.  He  never  lived  with  the  Com- 
missioner, he  always  had  his  own  house  and  lived  in  his  own  house.  I 
suppose  he  meant  by  that  he  served  as  messenger  for  him  and  he  was 
very  intimate  with  the  whole  family.  He  was  a  man  who  had  the  re- 
spect and  esteem  of  everybody. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Strachan  a  white  man  or  a  colored  man! — A,  He  is  mix^l. 

Mr,  Payson,  Mixed!— A,  WeU,  yes;  he  is  puxed. 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yon  do  not  know  how  to  classify  himf — ^A.  He  is  a  colored  man, 
bnt  he  is  almost  white. 

Q,  Yon  say  he  recommended  Smith  for  appointment  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  one  else  recommend  himf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  after  he  recommended  him  was  it  before  you  appointed 
himt — ^A.  Strachan  had  been  after  me  to  appoint  him  three  or  fonr 
times  before  the  appointment.  I  told  Strachan  that  if  he  proved  to  be 
a  good  man  that  I  would  apx>oint  him. 

Q.  Had  you  heard  from  Smith  that  he  had  paid  Strachan  9200  to 
secure  that  apx>ointmentf — ^A.  Yes;  I  have  heanl  it  since. 

Q.  Did  Strachan  say  anything  to  you  about  receiving  any  money  for 
using  his  influence  with  you! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  would  be  benefited  by  it! — ^A.  Never. 

Q.  He  never  indicated  that  it  would  benefit  him  pecuniarily! — ^A« 
Never. 

Q.  What  x>psition  does  Strachan  hold  now! — ^A.  None.  He  was  dis- 
missed for  this  transaction. 

Q.  What  position  did  he  hold  at  that  time! — ^A.  He  had  been  for 
years  and  years  a  messenger  for  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
under  several  administrations. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  borrow  any  money  of  Strachan  t — ^A.  I  will  say  right 
here,  in  connection  with  that  matter,  that  we  had  accommodated  each 
other  from  time  to  time  before  I  went  into  the  Pension  Office.     . 

Mr.  Payson.  State  what  you  mean  when  you  say  you  accommodated 
each  other. 

The  Witness.  I  had  loaned  him  money  and  he  had  loaned  me  money. 
We  were  excellent  friends.  I  had  the  highest  respect  for  him,  as  a  boy 
would  have  growing  up  with  him. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  owe  him  any  money  at  this  time! — ^A.  I  can  not  say  as 
to  that.  He  had  a  note  discount^  for  me,  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  previous  to  that  time  or  not. 

Q.  A  note  of  what  amount! — ^A.  One  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  the  note  at  maturity! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  paid  the  note. 

Q.  Was  it  paid  when  it  fell  due  the  first  time! — A.  I  do  not  know, 
but  I  think  I  had  it  renewed. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  payment  of  $50  on  it  at  any  time! — A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  Strachan  bring  Smith  around  to  the  Pension  Office  to  intro- 
duce him  to  you! — A.  I  think  he  did.  That  was  after  I  had  told 
Strachan  that  I  had  a  vacancy.  I  had  said  to  him,  <<If  Smith  is  a 
pro]»er  man  and  an  able-bodied  man.  I  will  appoint  him." 

Q.  Did  you  deliver  the  appointment  to  Smith  or  to  Strachan! — A. 
I  did  not  see  Smith  afterwards.  The  recommendation  was  made  out  in 
the  regular  manner,  and  he  was  afterwards  handed  the  commission  in 
the  regular  way.    Mr.  Lineweaver  usually  attended  to  those  details. 

^Jr.  Payson,  He  was  your  assistant! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  did  not  know  whether  it  was  delivered  to  Smith  or  to  Stra- 
chan!— A.  It  was  delivered  directly  to  Smith. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  of  your  ovvn  knowledge! — ^A,  Mr.  Lineweaver 
said  so.    I  did  not  deliver  it  to  him. 

Q.  You  have  heard  the  testimoy  herein  regard  to  the  $72  transaction! 
— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have. 
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Q.  Di<l  yon  receive  that  money  from  Mr.  Lyon  when  he  hrought  it  | 
Inf — A.  I  received  the  money,  but  Mr.  Lyon  did  not  bring  it  to  me. 

Q.  Mr.  Bandolph  brought  it  to  yout — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  deposited  it  in  the  safe! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  was  it  sent  to  yon  in  the  first  placQ  for  depositf— A.  On  j 
account  of  the  fact  that  we  had  the  safe  in  my  room. 

Q.  That  was  a  place  of  safe-keeping  f — A.  It  was  an  accommodatioii 
on  my  part  to  take  the  responsibility  of  safely  keeping  the  money. 

Q.  Why  didn't  yon  put  it  in  the  safef — ^A.  I  did  not  know  the  com- 
bination. 

Q.  Who  had  the  combination  f — ^A.  Mr.  Lineweayer. 

Q.  Where  was  het — ^A.  He  was  absent  in  the  West  on  office  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  How  long  was  he  absent  after  this  money  was  handed  to  yon!— 
A.  I  think  he  was  absent  ten  days  or  two  weeks  afber  that. 

Q.  Was  any  other  money  sent  there  in  the  meantime  to  be  depos- 
ited!— A.  No,  sir;  not  at  that  time. 

Q.  When  he  returned  did  yon  take  the  money  and  put  it  in  thesafet 
— A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Why  didn't  yon! — ^A.  I  carried  the  money  for  a  few  days  in  my 
pocket.  I  afterwards  took  the  money  hoq;ie  and  put  it  in  my  wife's 
desk,  and  there  it  remained.  I  thought  no  more  about  it  until  the  day  I 
was  sent  for  by  Gen.  Bussey.  That  was  when  my  father  sent  me  to  see 
Secretary  Noble  on  the  question  of  resigniug. 

Q. '  You  heard  no  more  about  it  that  day! — ^A.  No,  sir.  I  was  never 
asked  for  the  money  until  that  day.  I  had  just  returned  from  seeing 
Gen.  Bussey  and  was  in  my  office  preparing  to  stop  at  my  house  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  the  train  to  Philadelphia,  when  Mr.  Bandolpli 
came  in  and  made  a  request  for  the  money.  I  told  him  I  would  call  on 
Mr.  Bailey  about  it.  I  called  on  Mr.  Bailey  and  told  him  the  money 
was  at  my  house  and  that  if  he  must  have  it — ^the  money  was  separated 
from  the  envelope  and  the  letter — and  I  said  to  him,  <<  If  you  must  have 
the  money,  to  save  aunojance  I  will  give  you  a  check  for  the  amount'' 
I  did  not  communicate  to  him  the  fact  that  I  had  been  asked  to  resign. 
On  Monday  I  took  an  early  train,  returning  to  the  city  on  the  Baltimore 
&  Ohio  road.    The  train  was  delayed  several  hours. 

Mr.  Payson.  This  was  on  Monday! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.    As  a  consequence  of  this  trouble  I  felt  tha;t 
I  was  '<  knocked  out."    I  went  right  to  my  home  and  remained  there. 
On  Tuesday,  after  office  hours,  &e  Commissioner,  my  father,  came  to 
me  and  said  Mr.  Bailey  had  asked  him  about  $72.    I  said  to  father  tha^ 
^^the  money  is  right  there  in  my  wife's  desk  and  yon  can  take  it  alo0£ 
with  you  if  you  wish.''    He  did  not  take  it.    The  next  morning  ^whe^*^ 
Mr.  Lineweaver  came  by  I  handed  it  to  him  and  got  a  receipt  for  it. 

Mr.  Little.    That  was  after  your  resignation! 

The  Witness.  I  went  to  the  Secretary's  office  on  Monday  aftemot^ 
but  did  not  get  to  see  Gen.  Bussey.  I  saw  my  father  and  talked  wi#^ 
him  and  decided  to  resign.  I  sat  down  and  wrote  and  gave  it  to  hii^ 
with  the  understanding  that  it  should  be  kept  quiet  until  he  could  s^^ 
Secretary  Noble. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  the  money  was  lost  you  calculated  to  have  it  charges* 
up  against  you  as  a  personal  matter! 

The  Witness.  But  it  was  not  lost. 

Mr.  Patson.  That  is  immaterial  and  that  is  not  the  question.  T\m^^ 
appointment  clerk  is  not  a  custom?  ian  of  the  public  funds.  This  ^^ 
hardly  a  proper  forum  for  that. 
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Mr.  Enlok.  If  he  received  it  I  sappose  he  became  responsible  for  itt 
Mi.  Pi»tson.  XTndonbtedly. 

By  Mr.  Dungan: 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lineweaver  go  to  your  house  after  the  money  on  the 
Tuesday  after  you  returned  from  Philadelphia  f — ^A.  He  did  not  come 
for  ttke  money.  He  came  by  my  house  and  I  said,  '<I  will  be  obliged  if 
you  will  take  this  $72  and  you  will  find  the  envelope  and  letter  in  my 
desk.  I  will  be  obliged  if  you  will  take  the  money  and  turn  it  over  to 
Mr.  Bailey." 

Q.  Did  you  speak  to  him  first  of  the  money  f — ^A.  Ko,  sir.  He  did 
not  know  that  Mr.  Bailey  had  been  to  the  Commtssioner. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Was  this  the  same  money  which  was  handed  to  you  for  safe- 
keeping!— ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Lineweaver  stopped  on  his  way  down  to  the  office  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  you  could  not  open  the  safe  when  you  took 
the  money  f — ^A.  Not  at  that  time. 

Q.  Why  nott — ^A.  When  I  first  went  to  the  Pension  Office  the  com- 
bination of  the  safe  was  given  to  me.  I  was  responsible  for  it  then. 
I  had  ftill  authority  over  the  safe  and  Mr.  Lineweaver  did  not  know 
the  combination,  I  think.  I  grew  to  have  every  confidence  in  Mr. 
Lineweaver  afterwards,  and  there  was  a  lot  of  work  in  connection  with 
it,  and  I  turned  the  whole  business  over  to  him,  and  for  a  long  time  I 
had  not  been  to  the  safe  at  all,  so  tibiat  when  this  money  came  to  me 
really  I  did  not  remember  the  combination. 

Q.  Why  did  you  separate  the  money  from  the  letter  and  the  en- 
▼elopef — A.  That  is  a  practice  that  had  been  in  vogue  ever  since  I 
went  into  the  office.  Whenever  funds  were  brought  &om  the  law  di- 
vision into  our  room  for  safe-keeping  they  were  usually  in  sealed  en- 
velopes; but  we  never  accepted  funds  without  opening  the  envelope  to 
see  what  it  contained. 

Mr.  Patson.  Explain  fully  the  reason  why  it  was  taken  from  the 
original  envelope. 

The  Witness.  It  was  in  an  official  envelope.  We  always  broke  the 
envelope  to  see  if  it  contained  money. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Was  it  broken  when  it  came  to  yout 

The  Witness.  No^  sir;  it  was  sealed. 

By  Mr.  Littlb  : 

Q.  My  question  was  why  did  you  separate  the  envelope  and  money 
and  put  the  money  in  your  wife's  desk  at  home?— A.  I  thought  the 
money  was  the  valuable  part  of  the  transaction. 

Q.  Was  it  a  bulky  envelope  t — A.  It  was  one  of  these  long  envelopes. 
I  carried  the  money  around  in  my  pocket  for  two  or  three  days.  I  did 
not  know  but  what  I  would  be  called  upon  to  return  it  at  any  time. 

Q.  Did  you  put  it  in  another  envelope  at  home! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  put 
it  in  the  desk  loosely. 

Mr.  Enlob.  When  Mr.  Bailey  called  for  this  money  in  the  absence 
of  Mr.  Lineweaver,  why  did  not  you  return  it  then  t 

The  Witness.  He  never  called  for  the  money  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Lineweaver.  He  never  sent  anyone  to  ask  for  the  money  but  that 
once,  and  that  was  on  the  Saturday  that  I  was  called  upon  to  resign, 
and  I  went  and  saw  Mr.  Bailey  and  told  him  he  could  have  the  money^ 
aud  be  advised  me  to  keep  it  until  called  for. 
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Mr.  Payson.  If  anybody  was  sent  to  you,  who  was  itt 
The  Witness.  No  one.    I  have  understood  that  either  Mr.  Bandolpli 
or  Mr.  Lyons  did  ask  it  of  Mr.  Lineweaver,  and  that  he  stated  to  them 
that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  the  matter.    That,  in  my  opinion, 
is  what  caused  this  uneasiness  on  the  part  of  the  law  division. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  civil  service  examination  of  this 
man  William  P.  Smith  at  the  time  you  apx>ointed  himf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  position  was  he  first  appointed! — ^A.  To  that  of  labors. 

Q.  He  was  adter\^ards  promoted! — ^A.  Be  was. 

Q.  He  was  seeking  to  get  into  the  classified  service.    Did  he  get  inf— 
A.  I  have  just  gone  over  that.    He  was  afterwards  promoted  to  mes- 
senger on  the  recommendation  of  the  superintendent  and  on  my  recom- 
mendation to  the  Commissioner.    He  was  afterwards  appointed  as  a  . 
coypist  within  the  classified  service. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  As  to  this  civil  service  examination,  did  you  know  anything  about 
it  at  that  timet — A.  I  would  like  to  make  a  short  statement  in  regard 
to  that  matter.  In  the  fall  of  1890  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  was 
very  much  pressed  for  vacancies  below  the  classified  service,  and  it 
was  my  duty  to  find  places  for  the  Commissioner.  He  called  on  me  to 
make  a  vacancy.  He  requested  me  to  bring  the  messenger  roll  to  him 
and  in  looking  over  it  he  told  me  to  drop  from  the  roll  of  the  office  the 
name  of  this  man  William  P.  Smith  as  a  messenger.  I  went  to  my 
room  and  dictated  a  letter,  and  afterwards  initialed  it  for  the  signature 
of  the  Commissioner,  and  the  Commissioner  recommended  that  his 
name  be  dropped.  That  afternoon  I  wa^  absent  from  the  office,  and 
during  my  absence  Mr.  Liueweaver  in  looking  over  certain  certifications 
from  the  Civil  Service  Commission  on  his  desk,  found  William  P.  Siuith's 
name  had  been  certified  for  apx>ointment.  He  acquainted  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  fact  that  Smith  was  recommended  for  appointment  as  a 
copyist,  and  Smith  afterwards  received  his  appointment.  I  would  like 
to  go  back  and  state  what  induced  me  to  appoint  Smith. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  proper  and  you  may  do  so. 

The  Witness.  When  I  first  went  into  the  Pension  Office  there  were 
a  number  of  disabled  and  incompetent  persons  on  the  laborer's  roIL 

Mr.  Payson.  What  duties  were  they  performing  t 

The  Witness.  They  were  sweeping  and  cleaning  up,  and  washing 
cuspadors.  As  assistant  chief  clerk  I  was  responsible  for  the  condi- 
tion of  the  building.  The  Commissioner  instructed  me  to  get  into  the 
service  good  men.  That  was  when  Strachau  came  to  me  and  said  that 
he  had  an  able-bodied  man  and  a  man  who  was  a  good  Republican 
and  a  man  who  was  willing  to  work.  I  was  very  glad  to  get  hold  of 
that  sort  of  men  and  I  appointed  him. 

Mr.  Payson.  Was  anything  said  at  that  time  about  Smith  being  a 
Bepublican  in  South  Carolinaf 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  that  he  was  a  Eepublican  from  a  Demo- 
cratic district  in  South  Carolina. 

The  Chairman.  That  kind  are  scarce. 

The  Witness.  I  confess  that  I  drew  from  that  that  he  had  no  influ- 
ential backing. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Is  it  a  rule  for  you  to  confine  yourself  to  ex-soldiers  in  preference 
to  those  who  have  no  military  record! — ^A.  That  was  just  uie  trouble 
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with  the  laborers^  rolL  They  were  all  weak-backed,  disabled  soldiers. 
The  most  they  could  do  would  be  to  go  around  and  dust  the  walls. 

Q.  Dont  you  have  plenty  of  applications  from  able-bodied  soldiers  f — 
A.  I  suppose  we  had  a  number  of  applications.  It  was  a  question  of 
whom  to  select,  and  that  was  what  I  was  to  decide.  We  would  select 
the  most  available  man. 

Mr.  Bbo^s.  Had  Smith  been  a  soldier  f 

The  Witness.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  charges  filed  by  Howard  and 
Englet — ^A.  I  know  about  their  purport. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  purport  of  those  charges  f 

(Question  objected  to  by  Mr.  Payson  and  held  in  reserve.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  charges  having  been  fled  against 
you  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  or  anybody  else,  or  of  the  ques- 
tion having  been  submitted  to  the  district  attorney  relative  to  this 
alleged  conduct  of  yours  f — ^A.  I  am  advised  that  Mr.  Lyman  submit- 
ted to  the  Attorney-General  some  matter  for  him  to  turn  over  to  the 
district  attorney  with  the  view  of  prosecuting  Strachan  and  Smith.  I 
do  not  think  that  they  ever  had  any  intention  of  presenting  an  indict- 
ment against  me. 

Q.  You  were  not  informed  that  the  question  of  indicting  yourself  was 
ever  considered! — ^A.  I  have  never  seen  either  of  the  gentlemen,  and 
of  course  have  never  been  informed  directly  or  indirectly  in  regard  to 
the  matter. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  in  reference  to  your  relation  to  this  man  King, 
6ui)eriiitendent  of  the  Pension  Office  building.  Do  you  know  anything 
about  himt— A.  He  has  known  me  ever  since  I  was  a  little  baby. 

Q.  Who  apx>ointedhimf — ^A.  He  was  appointed  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Pc  nsions. 

.Q.  Who  recommended  him  for  api)ointment;  did  youf — A.  No,  sir; 
though  he  was  appointed  after  I  was  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  securing  his  position! — A.  That  is 
what  you  might  term  a  semicivil  service  position.  It  requires  a  non« 
competitive  examination  to  secure  the  place. 

Q.  There  have  been  statements  made  to  the  effect  that  King  neg- 
lected his  duties  and  performed  service  for  you — that  he  went  away 
to  buy  horses  for  you! — ^A.  He  never  went  away  to  buy  horses  for  me. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  groom  any  horses  or  have  charge  of  any  horses  for 
yonf — ^A.  Ifever.  He  purchased  a  horse  for  himself  when  he  went  to 
return  to  Illinois  to  get  his  wife  and  family.  He  purchased  a  horse  and 
afterwards  sold  it  to  me.    That  was  all  gone  over  last  year. 

Mr  Payson.  Nevermindwhat  was  gone  over  last  year.  There  were 
many  things  gone  over  then  which  would  come  under  the  head  of  "  rot," 
if  the  committee  will  excuse  the  expression. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  You  say  he  made  no  such  purchases  for  you  nor  went  away  from 
the  Pension  Office  for  you.  Did  he  do  any  business  of  yours  in  regard 
to  the  management  or  the  purchase  of  horses! — A.  He  never  left  the 
Pension  Office  to  do  any  duty  of  any  nature  whatsoever  for  me. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  attend  to  the  shipment  of  horses  to  Philadelphia  for 
you  afber  your  resignation! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  am 
quite  satisfied  that  he  did  not. 

The  Gkaisjulls.  Was  not  the  name  of  that  man  O'Donnell  instead  of 
King! 
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Mr.  Enloe.  Perhaps  I  have  the  wrong  name.  la  there  aodi  a  pe^ 
son  as  O'Donnell  in  the  office! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  Mr.  O'Donnell  did  and  what  position  he  oecai^ed  m 
the  Pensiim  Office. — ^A.  Mr.  O'Donnell  attended  to  niy  horses,  bnt  not 
daring  office  hours.  He  never  took  any  time  oat  of  office  hours  to  at- 
tend to  my  horses.    That  was  also  gone  over. 

Mr.  DuNGAif.  Was  he  employed  by  you  after  office  hours  f 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Did  he  attend  to  the  shipment  of  horses  here  for  you  after  joa 
resigned  f — A.  He  attended  to  the  taking  care  of  my  horses  all  the  time. 
Q.  While  he  was  not  engaged  in  his  official  duties  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Payson.  What  position  did  he  holdf 
The  Witness.  That  of  messenger. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  At  what  time  in  the  day  did  his  official  duties  cessel 
The  Witness.  At  4  o'clock. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  To  be  resumed  at  9  o'clock  in  the  morning t 
The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  iie  took  any  lumber  from  the  Pension  OfBee 
and  used  it  in  connection  with  the  building  of  a  stable,  or  attended  to 
the  shipment  of  horses  for  you,  or  did  anything  of  that  Idndf — A.  He 
never  took  any  lumber  from  the  Pension  Office  to  my  knowledge.  No 
Pension  Office  lumber  was  used  in  connection  with  my  stable.  What- 
ever was  used  I  purchased  from  Mr.  Smith — ^another  Mr.  Smith  here. 

Q.  There  was  another  charge,  and  we  will  see  what  you  know  a^xmt 
that. 

Mr.  Patson.  We  would  like  to  see  if  there  is  anything  more  in  the 
present  charges  than  there  were  in  the  past  charges. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  about  some  person  buying  potatoes  and  shipping  than 
down  there  and  storing  them  in  the  Pension  Office;  do  you  ^ow  any- 
thing about  thatt — ^A.  I  do  not  know  auytiiing  about  it.  I  have  not 
bought  any  potatoes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  thing  having  occurred? — ^A.  I  know 
potatoes  were  never  stored  in  the  Pension  Office.  Possibly  I  could  ex- 
plain the  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  person  who  took  the  potatoes 
there. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  is  the  fact  about  that,  I  never  heard  of  this 
before! 

The  Witness.  Oapt.  King,  the  superintendent  of  the  building,  was 
an  old  farmer  in  the  State  of  Illinois.  Southern  Illinois  is  a  great  po- 
tato region,  and  when  King  came  to  Washington  to  accept  t£is  posi- 
tion he  brought  cattle  and  horses  and  a  car  load  of  i)otatoe8  (or  pos- 
sibly 100  or  150  bushels  of  potatoes),  with  him.  He  sold  most  of  the 
potatoes  right  from  the  car,  and  after  his  return  a  number  of  the  (derks 
found  out  that  he  had  potatoes  to  sell  and  was  selling  them  cheaper 
than  the  market  price,  so  they  told  hmi  if  he  would  bring  tiie  potatoes 
up  to  the  office  they  would  relieve  him  of  them.  Whatever  potatoes 
were  brought  there  had  been  sold  previously.  He  got  permission 
from  Capt.  Fisher  to  do  that. 
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lb.  Patson.  Yon  do  not  mean  to  say  that  this  oormpt  practice  pre- 
vaQed  nnder  this  administration  t 
A«  Yes,  I  do. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  the  iK>tatoes  stay  there  nntil  the  parties  were  ready  to  take 
them  away,  and  did  he  store  them  in  the  office  f — ^A.  It  is  jnst  as  I 
stated.  My  impression  is  that  he  sold  the  potatoes  and  simply  brought 
them  np  there  for  convenience  sake  and  these  clerks  who  bought  them 
carried  them  away. 

Q.  Is  he  the  quartermaster  of  the  Pension  Office f — ^A.  He  is  the 
superintendent  of  the  building. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Do  you  know  whether  any  employes  got  any  Saratoga 
chips  out  of  those  potatoes! 

A.  Very  likely  they  did.    They  do  most  anything  down  there. 

Mr.  Enloe.  There  is  anothf^r  matter  that  has  been  called  to  my  at- 
tentioUy  and  it  is  well  enough  for  you  to  answer  it.  Do  you  know  an 
old  lady  who  was  employed  in  the  Pension  Office  and  who  had  been 
discharged  or  ordered  to  resign,  and  on  the  day  she  was  reinstated 
handed  you  950  f 

The  Witness.  Well,  is  it  necessary  for  me  to  answer  this  question  f 
I  can  say  I  never  received  950. 

Mr.  Patson.  You  can  answer  as  to  what  the  &ct  is. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  It  was  tendered  to  yout — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  it  who  tendered  you  that  950 1 — ^A..  It  was  not  tendered 
upon  the  day  she  was  reinstated.  Of  course  I  will  answer  this  ques- 
tion, but  I  am  loth  to  do  so,  on  account  of  the  fact  that  the  party  was 
an  old  woman  and  that  she  did  it  through  kindness,  not  meaidng  any 
harm  by  it.  I  dislike  very  much  to  speak  of  that  matter,  i  do  not 
know  how  Mr.  Enloe  got  hold  of  that  information.  It  is  the  truth,  how- 
ever. 

Mr.  Patson.  State  the  fact  of  the  matter  and  who  she  is. 

The  Witness.  It  was  Mrs.  Margaret  A.  Fithian. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  were  the  circumstances! 

The  Witness.  She  had  been  dismissed,  and  after  a  long  siege  she  in- 
duced us  to  reinstate  her.  I  felt  sorry  for  the  old  woman  myself,  and  pos- 
sibly I  may  have  been  instrumental  in  haviug  her  reinstated.  After  she 
had  been  in  the  office  several  days  she  came  out  and  in  the  presence  of 
two  witnesses  called  me  asido,  and  said  she  wanted  to  see  me,  and  then 
pat  950  in  my  hand.  I  said  to  her,  '*•  Put  that  money  in  your  pocket  book, 
and  if  you  ever  come  back  here  again  I  will  recommend  your  dismissal." 
I  am  satisfied  she  meant  no  harm  by  it.  She  had  a  warm  feeling  for 
jne  for  having  espoused  her  cause. 

Mr.  Enloe.  How  long  had  she  been  in  the  employ  of  the  Pension 
OfficeT 

The  Witness.  A  number  of  years.  She  is  probably  the  oldest  woman 
in  the  pension  service. 

By  Mr.  PA yson  : 

Q.  What  is  her  position! — A.  She  is  a  9000  clerk. 

Q.  What  was  the  charge  against  her  which  caused  her  dismissal ! — 
A.  The  reason  of  her  dismissal  was  that  she  had  loaned  money  at  usu- 
rious rates  of  interest. 
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By  Mr.  Brosius  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  she  had  been  a  soldier's  widow!— A.  Sbe 
had  been  married  two  or  three  times. 

Q.  One  of  these  husbands  may  have  been  a  soldi^f — ^A.  She  was  a 
very  respectable  woman. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  she  in  the  office  at  the  present  time? — ^A.  She  is.  I  bronglit 
this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner — possibly  not  imme- 
diately, but  inside  of  a  few  days  thereafter — telling  him  that  I  ordered 
her  out  of  the  room,  but  that  I  felt  it  was  done  tlm)ugh  kindness  and 
that  no  further  notice  should  be  taken  of  it.  I  will  say  that  that  wa^ 
the  reason  why  she  was  not  promoted.  I  refused  to  promote  her 
because  .she  had  offered  me  that  money. 

Q.  Is  she  a  woman  of  fair  intelligence  t — ^A.  I  think  she  is  a  pretty 
bright  woman;  some  think  she  is  very  shrewd. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  believe  I  will  not  proceed  fiirther  now. 

The  Witness.  I  would  like  to  explain  about  this  Martin  business. 
In  regard  to  this  matter  of  the  investigation  of  Martin,  the  first  I 
heard  of  this  case  was  through  Mr.  Walter  Brooks,  a  special  examiner 
of  pensions.  He  told  me  that  he  had  been  requested,  through  proper 
sources,  to  take  the  statement  of  Martin  in  regard  to  that  matter,  smd 
after  taking  the  statement  he  brought  those  papers  to  me  and  he  said, 
<^I  think  there  is  nothing  in  this  thing.  I  have  taken  Martin's  state- 
ment, and  I  believe  he  acted  all  right  in  regard  to  the  matter."  He 
left  the  papers  on  my  desk,  and  believing  that  they  were  matters  that 
concerned  Martin  as  well  as  other  men,  and  as  Mr.  Brooks  had  taken 
that  statement  in  regard  to  the  matter,  I  thought  it  should  become  a 
part  of  the  private  files. 

By  Mr.  Patson  : 

Q.  State  what  those  are. — A.  Each  clerk,  when  he  enters  the  Pension 
Office,  answers  a  number  of  questions  put  to  him  on  a  slip  of  paper  in 
regard  to  certain  matters,  such  as  his  age,  where  he  came  from,  etc, 
and  whatever  recoramenaations  accompany  his  appointment  are  put 
with  the  papers  and  sent  into  the  apx>ointment  division,  and  an  en- 
velope is  made  out  with  his  name  on  it,  and  this  is  placed  in  the  confi- 
dential files.  This  is  put  under  lock  and  key,  and  from  time  to  time  as 
charges  are  made  against  him,  or  as  reconmiendations  may  be  received 
in  his  favor,  they  are  placed  in  that  file.  This  investigation  has  been 
made  of  Mr.  Martin's  case,  and  without  giving  the  matter  any  farther 
consideration  I  simply  ordered  the  papers  put  into  the  files.  I  never 
heard  of  the  matter  again  until  the  Commissioner  rang  his  bell  far  me. 
I  went  in  and  he  asked  me  for  those  papers,  and  I  went  and  got  the 
papers  and  gave  them  to  him. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  for  exercising  any  secrecy  or  anything  of  that 
kind! — ^A.  Not  the  slightest. 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  receive  a  dollar,  or  any 
other  consideration,  for  the  appointment  or  promotion  of  this  man  SmitJ^ 
in  any  way! — A.  Ko,  sir;  I  never  did. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  moving  cause  in  it,  except  your  intimate 
personal  acquaintance  with  Strachan  and  your  desire  to  please  him,  as 
well  as  to  secure  an  able-bodied  man  to  do  this  workf — A.  That  is  idl 
there  was  to  it. 
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Q.  In  the  matter  of  this  $72  in  the  three  bills  that  yon  returned,  were 
iey  the  identical  bills  received  by  you  during  Mr,  Lineweaver's  ab- 
ancef — ^A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  use  or  attempt  to  use  a  dollar  of  that  moneyf — A.  That 
Loney  was  in  three  bills  and  I  never  touched  them. 

Q.  Was  any  request  made  for  their  return  to  Mr.  Bailey  until  this 
jne  which  Bailey  spoke  about  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  going  that  day! — ^A.  To  Philadelphia. 

Q.  As  to  this  $50  that  this  old  lady  tendered  you,  had  there  been 
ny  conversation  in  reference  to  her  case  in  relation  to  any  considera- 
:on  or  otherwise  f — A.  No,  sir.  I  will  state  also,  so  far  as  this  matter 
;  concerned,  that  as  appointment  clerk  on  two  or  three  occasions  per- 
>ns  have  told  me  that  if  I  would  get  appointments  for  them  they 
oold  pay  me.  In  one  instance  a  man  offered  me  pay  to  secure  him  a 
osition  below  the  classified  service.  He  was  recommended  by  promi- 
dut  Senators.  The  moment  he  left  my  room  after  making  that  propo- 
tion  to  me  I  communicated  the  £a>cte  to  a  Senator  and  the  Senator 
ithdrew  his  recommendation. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  at  any  time  ever  offered  to  you  for  securing 
)poiutments  or  promotions  that  you  ever  accepted t — A.  Never;  and  I 
Bver  intimated  that  I  desired  any  compensation  or  loan.  I  may  say 
lat  while  I  was  there  I  appointed  in  the  neighborhood  of  a  thousand 
eraons  and  reinstated  and  promoted  men  and  women  in  all  capacities. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  In  reference  to  this  transaction  with  Dr.  Little,  at  the  time  of  his 
ppmntment,  did  you  borrow  any  money  from  him  ! — ^A.  Never.  He  haai 
ever  loaned  me  any  money. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  indorse  any  notes  for  you! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  give  you  an  order  on  his  salary! — ^A.  Never,  abso- 
itely. 

Q.  Has  there  never  been  any  money  transactions  between  you! — A 
Fo,  sir;  none. 

Q.  Not  in  the  time  of  it! — ^A.  No,  not  in  the  time  of  it,  except  it  was 
1  the  newspapers. 

Q.  State  on  whose  recommendation  you  appointed  Dr.  Little. — ^A. 
le  was  recommended  by  some  of  the  most  prominent  business  men  in 
lie  city  and  by  some  of  the  most  prominent  Senators  and  Congressmen 
1  the  country.  He  was  one  of  the  best-indorsed  applicants  in  the  office 
iT  the  position  and  was  a  Union  soldier,  and  that  was  why  he  got  the 
lace.  % 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  suggestions  to  the  chiefs  of  divisions  as  to 
rhom  they  should  recommend  for  appointments! — ^A.  Frequently. 

Q,  Did  you  advise  them  as  to  whom  they  should  recommend  ! — A.  Oh, 
o,  I  never  advised  the  chiefs  of  divisions  to  make  recommendations  of 
ertain  persons.  In  the  majority  of  cases  I  stood  by  their  recommenda- 
ions.    I  did  not  influence  them  to  make  any  recommendations,  never. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  disregard  their  recommendations! — A.  I  do  not  sup- 
ose  that  during  the  whole  time  that  I  was  there  more  than  two  or 
bree  persons  were  promoted  in  the  Pension  Bureau  without  first  hav- 
ig  consulted  the  chief  of  the  division  in  which  the  person  was  em- 
loyed.  In  a  great  office  like  that  occasionally  the  Secretary  is  inclined 
)  promote  a  person.  Then  it  is  not  a  question  whether  we  shall  pro- 
lote  him.  If  we  had  any  knowledge  that  such  a  person  was  not  com. 
etent,  he  would  not  be  promoted.  In  many  instances,  in  a  few  at  least, 
hen  the  Secretary  desired  persons  promoted,  upon  learning  tb^t  tbcy 

^re  not  competent  I  would  (vcquaint  Urn  with  tbo  £»ot« 
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By  tbe  Ohaibhan: 

Q.  Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Lyman  or  any  otber  of  the  Oivil  Service 
Commissioners  any  information  concerning  this  man  Smithf— A.  l^o, 
sir;  I  never  hieid  any  knowledge  of  that  until  I  was  called  upon  to  re- 
sign. 

Q.  Were  you  never  informed  of  that  by  Secretary  Noble!— A.  Ko, 
sir;  but  by  Secretary  Bussey.  He  simply  stated  a  few  xK>int8  tiiat  wen 
alleged  in  this  testimony. 

Q.  In  regard  to  this  Martin  case^  did  I  understand  that  the  lawdni- 
sion  was  the  proper  place  to  deposit  those  papers  f — A.  No,  sir;  it  was 
not. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Bailey's  testimony  upon  that  subject  and  waa 
it  in  accord  with  yours f — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  neard  his  testimony.  In  one 
respect  it  was  in  accord  with  mine  and  in  another  respect  it  was  not 

Q.  Do  you  tlunk  that  he  was  correct  in  his  testimony  in  that  le- 
gard? — A.  I  do.  There  is  a  line  to  be  drawn  and  it  was  stated  by  Mr. 
Payson  very  clearly  in  regard  to  that  matter. 

Q.  Speaking  of  it  now  as  a  past  transaction,  would  you  think  that 
the  law  division  would  be  the  proper  place  for  Mr.  Martin's  papers,  in- 
stead of  the  confidential  files  t — ^A.  Oh,  noj  so  far  as  that  is  concerned, 
Mr.  Martin's  papers  were  placed  in  the  right  place.  I  did  not  know 
that  the  law  clerk  had  ordered  an  investigation.  All  I  knew  was  what 
Walter  Brooks  stated  to  me  that  he  was  going  to  take  the  statement 
of  Martin,  and  of  his  afterward  coming  to  me  with  those  papers  and 
saying  there  was  nothing  in  this  thing.  I  did  not  know  anything  aboat 
Martin's  case.  I  did  not  take  the  time  to  read  the  testimony.  I  just 
took  the  papers  and  put  them  in  the  private  files. 

Mr.  Patson.  As  a  matter  afiTecting  the  man  himself  you  thought 
they  ought  to  go  there  f 

A.  Yes,  su\ 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  it  customary  to  accept  the  statement  of  a  special  ex- 
aminer as  to  a  case  without  any  revision  by  anyone  else  in  the  office! 

The  Witness  No,  not  usually,  but  I  had  implicit  confidence  in  Mr. 
Brooks.  It  was  a  vohiminous  paper.  He  said  that  there  was  abso- 
lutely nothing  in  it,  and  I  was  satisfied  on  hearing  that  statement 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  this  an  examination  of  Martin  or  an  examina- 
tion of  Legg,  as  an  attorney  f 

The  Witness.  So  far  as  I  am  aware  the  only  examination  that  Brooks 
made  was  of  Martin.    Legg  was  not  in  the  city,  as  I  understand  it 

Mr.  Snlob.  I  will  ask  you  if  there  was  any  personal  hostility  to  yon 
on  the  part  ot  Secretary  Noble  or  Mr.  Bussey,  or  Mr.  Ohandler,  in  con- 
nection with  your  dismissal? 

The  Witness.  Ko ^ 

(Objection  was  here  made  to  the  question  by  Mr.  Payson). 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  wiU  ask  the  question  in  a  different  form.  I  will  ask 
the  witness  if  he  knows  of  any  factjs  from  which  it  might  be  inferred 
that  their  action  in  this  matter  was  controlled  in  any  way  by  fecJibg 
against  him  T 

The  Chairman.  You  can  ask  the  witness  if  he  knows  of  any  other 
facts  than  those  he  has  stated.  (To  the  witness.)  Is  there  any  other 
fact  connected  with  your  resignation  that  you  desire  to  state  more 
than  you  have  already  stated  U>  the  committee  t 

The  Witness.  Well,  those  papers  go  into  details  in  regard  to  this 
Strachan-Smith  matter,  and  I  think  it  would  be  proper  for  me,  x>6rhap8, 
to  state  so  far  as  I  am  aware  in  what  particular  I  was  involved  by  that 
statement)  smd  to  state  what  farther  evidence  I  had  in  my  possession 
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and  what  afBdavits  I  had  in  my  defense  which  I  was  prepared  to  snb- 
mit  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  Chairman.  You  should  not  state  affidavits  unless  you  wish  to 
fiubmit  them. 

The  Witness.  I  want  to  state  the  substance  of  them. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  think  this  whole  matter  is  met  by  your  general  denial. 

The  Witness.  K  Mr.  Enloe  desires  to  go  into  fhrther  details  about 
this  case  I  can  produce  further  witnesses  and  I  can  give  the  names  of 
the  persons  who  testified  in  my  behalf  and  whose  testimony  I  was  pre- 
piu-ed  to  submit  to  the  Secretary,  and  which  he  declined  to  receive. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  do  you  want  to  state,  if  anything,  of  your 
own  knowledge! 

The  Witness.  I  have  stated  that  I  might  make  a  further  statement 
covering  one  particular  matter  in  reference  to  that  loan  from  Strachan, 
and  in  regard  to  the  note  he  had  discounted  in  bank.  I  was  told  at 
the  time  that  that  was  the  only  particular  in  which  I  was  involved  by 
Smith's  statement,  to  the  effect  that  he  paid  Strachan  $50,  which  sum 
Strachan  alleged  was  to  be  paid  to  a  bank  towards  curtailing  a  note  of 
mine.  I  desire  to  say  in  connection  with  this  matter  that,  in  the  first 
place,  on  the  fieice  of  Smith's  evidence,  he  shows  himself  to  have  sworn 
fsJsely.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  accepted  that  statement  against 
me«. 

Mr.  DuNaAN.  State  in  what  particular  that  discrepancy  was  shown  f 

The  Witness.  Smith  himself  had  either  sworn  falsely  in  his  original 
application  for  a  civil  service  examination,  or  else  he  was  a  confederate 
of  Johnson,  who  did  do  it.  He  was  guilty  if  Johnson  was.  Secretary 
Noble  accepted  that  statement  of  Smith  in  regard  to  me  rather  than 
reo^ve  the  statement  of  Strachan  and  myself  in  denial,  as  well  as  the 
statement  of  two  other  persons  not  connected  with  the  matter,  bat  who . 
had  fall  knowledge  of  that  transaction.  That  seems  to  be  germane  to 
this  issu^ 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  You  said  that  you  had  a  note  of  $100,  and  that  you  had  paid  it, 
and  that  the  money  had  come  from  you.  Yoa  can  make  any  further 
statement  to  the  committee  that  you  wish  as  to  how  it  was  paid  and  in 
how  many  installments  t  A.  I  wiU  state  that  at  that  particular  time 
when  ^e  note  fell  due  (I  supi)ose  it  had  been  renewed  once)  I  inclosed 
$50  in  an  envelope  and  addressed  it  to  Strachan  with  a  note  for  $50. 

Q.  By  whom  did  you  send  that  money! — ^A.  Unclosed  that  money 
in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Lineweaver.  I  inclosed  the  money  by  way  of 
reducing  the  amount  of  that  note.  Calhoun  Patterson,  my  messenger^ 
took  that  note  to  Strachan.  That  covers  the  fifty-dollar  transaction. 
That  was  done  at  the  time  that  Smith  states  that  he  had  paid  $50  to 
Strachan,  which  Strachan  alleges  he  had  turned  over  to  the  bank  in  cur- 
tailing this  note.    I  afterwards  paid  that  note. 

Mr.  ]Snloe.  I  asked  you  the  question  whether  or  not  you  had  paid 
•50  on  this  nete. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir:  and  I  supposed  I  answered  you. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  My  recollection  of  your  answer  was  that  you  said  you 
had  not.. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  he  asked  me  as  to  how  I  paid  it 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  feyct  that  the  note  was  paid  in  two  fifty-dollar  install- 
mentst — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  The  point  with  me  is  that  the  only  place  where 
I  was  involved  in  this  matter  was  in  this  statement  of  Smith,  in  which 
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he  claimed  he  had  paid  Starachan  $50,  which  he  (Straehan)  stated  was 
turned  over  to  the  bank. 

Q.  Yon  ^ere  not  involved  by  any  irregnlarities  of  SnutlL  The  ques- 
tion is  whether  you  had  any  other  money  transactions  in  reference  to 
thatf — ^A.  None  at  all.  I  was  making  a  statement  in  regard  to  this 
particular  case. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  Secretary  Noble  know  what  defense  you  hadf— A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  had  the  affidavits  right  there  and  wanted  to  present  them  to  G^ 
Bussey,  but  he  would  not  receive  them. 

Q.  Did  he  know  what  they  weret — ^A.  I  told  him  what  they  were. 

Mr.  DimaAN.  I  understood  some  one  to  object  to  his  stating  whose 
affidavits  he  had. 

The  Chairman.  There  was  no  objection  to  that. 

The  Witness.  I  had  Strachan's  affidavits  and  Lineweaver's  and  Cal- 
houn Patterson^s  statements. 

Mr.  Brosius.  I  move  that  the  committee  adjourn  to  meet  on  Thurs- 
day at  10  o,clock. 

Accordingly,  the  committee  adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  Mardi3, 
at  10  A.  M. 


Washington,  D.  0,,  Thursday  March  5, 1892. 

The  committee  met  at  10  a.  m. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler)  and  Messrs.  Little, 
Dungan,  and  Lind,  of  the  conmiittee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Judge 
L.  B.  Payson. 

TESTIMONY  OF  CTBUS  BUSSET. 

Oybus  Busset,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  sworn  and 
examined. 

The  Witness.  I  desire  to  state  to  the  committee  that  the  reason  I 
did  not  appear  here  before  you  when  first  summoned,  on  the  22d  of  Feb- 
ruary, was  that  I  worked  in  the  office  without  a  fire,  and  I  contracted 
a  severe  cold,  and  have  been  taking  medicine  ever  since,  and  have  not 
been  in  a  condition  to  go  out  with  the  weather  we  have  had. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  reported  to  the  committee  yesterday. 

The  Witness.  I  did  not  desire  to  put  the  conunittee  to  unnecessaiy 
trouble. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Will  you  please  state  what  your  official  position  isf — A.  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Q.  What  relationship  does  your  position  bear  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions! — A.  I  presume  I  would  be  the  official  representative  of  the 
Department  over  the  Pension  Bureau. 

Q.  You  exercise  a  general  supervision  over  the  Pension  Office  f— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  matter  of  appointments  and  removals  especially  under  yoiar 
control! — A.  All  recommendations  for  appointments  and  removals  in 
the  Pension  and  Patent  Offices  come  to  my  desk  for  approval 

Q.  How  about  promotions,  are  you  consulted  in  regard  to  them  t— A. 

I  am  ueyer  consulted  in  regard  to  promotious;  I  do  not  toow  au^^hinf 
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boat  them,  except  to  approve  or  disapprove  the  Commissioner's  reoom- 
lendations. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  testimonv  of  Secretary  Noble  when  he  was  on 
he  stand? — ^A.  I  heard  the  greater  part  of  it. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  facts  upon  which  the  action  of  the 
Secretary  was  taken  at  the  time  Mr.  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.'s,  resignation 
ras  demanded  f — A.  Well,  I  can  state  my  connei^tion  with  the  matter, 
was  sent  for  by  the  Secretary,  who  had  in  his  hand  some  papers  which 
e  said  was  the  reiK>rt  from  the  Oivil  Service  Commission  affecting  Mr. 
taom,  jr.,  and  he  stated  to  me  that  he  was  preparing  to  go  away  and 
ronld  be  gone  some  time,  and  tliat  in  his  opinion  the  charges  against 
fr.  Baani,  jr.,  were  serious  and  had  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
/ivil  Service  Commission,  and  that  he  desired  me  to  advise  his  father, 
he  Commissioner,  that  he  wished  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  to  tender  his 
esignation. 

Q.  Will  yon  please  state  what  the  substance  of  the  conversation  was 
between  you  and  Gen.  Baum  when  you  carried  that  message  from 
he  Secretary! — A.  I  telephoned  Gen.  Baum  to  know  if  he  could 
ome  to  my  office  and  if  not  convenient  for  him  to  do  so  during  busi- 
less  hours  to  come  to  my  house,  and  he  telephoned  me  back  immedi- 
ately he  would  come,  designating  a  time.  When  he  came  I  told  him 
ubstantially  the  conversation  I  had  with  the  Secretary,  and  he  replied 
iromptly  that  if  the  Secretary  thought  the  resignation  was  desirable 
hat  he  would  have  it  tendered  at  once. 

Q.  Did  he  see  the  charges f — A.  He  did  not  see  any  charges. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  what  the  charges  contained? — ^A.  I  told  him 
inbstantially  wliat  I  remembered  of  the  conversation  I  had  witli  the 
^retary  as  to  the  character  of  ttiem. 

Q.  Had  you  at  that  time  seen  the  charges  yourself? — ^A.  I  had  not 
examined  them. 

Q.  You  told  him  substantially  of  it  as  you  got  it  from  the  Secretary 
)f  the  Interior? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  for  any  hearing  for  his  son? — ^A.  He  did  not.  He 
»tated 

Q.  How  long  after — well,  go  on  and  state? — ^A.  He  stated  if  the  Sec- 
*etary  thought  that  his  son  should  tender  his  resignation  that  he  had 
10  dis|K>sition  to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way. 

Q.  How  long  after  that  was  it  before  the  resignation  was  placed  in 
frour  hands! — ^A.  It  was  a  week,  I  should  think,  nearly;  substantially 
Jiat. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  discussion  about  the  length  of  time  you  should 
lold  the  resignation  under  the  order  of  the  Secretary? — ^A.  The  Secre- 
tary directed  me  to  demand  the  re^signation  to  be  given  at  once.  Yonng 
Vf  r.  Baum  came  to  see  me  and  askcKi  that  it  be  held  up  until  he  went  to 
Philadelphia.  He  stated  to  me  that  his  wife  was  sick  and  he  desired  to 
ro  there  and  consult  her  before  he  tendered  his  resignation.  I  thopght 
:hat  was  a  perfectly  reasonable  request  to  make,  and  told  him  I  would 
tvithhold  the  resignation  until  Monday.  I  think  that  was  Saturday. 
Be  said  to  me  he  would  return  on  Monday  morning  and  give  me  the 
resignation  on  Monday.  On  Monday  I  had -to  go  to  New  York  on  official 
lusiness  connected  with  the  Department.  I  left  all  the  papers  in  the 
lands  of  the  appointment  clerk  and  told  him  what  the  Secretary's  in- 
structions were.  I  did  not  return  until  Thursday,  and  when  I  returned 
m  Thursday  the  resignation  had  not  yet  been  handed  in. 

Q.  What  step  did  you  take  then? — ^A.  I  think  the  resignation  was 
landed  in  that  da^, 

7  PEN* 
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Q.  How  long  after  that  wa«  it  before  it  was  made  public!— A.  I  do 
not  know.    I  had  nothing  to  do  with  making  the  case  pablic. 

Q.  It  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Tonner.  Did  you  understand 
it  was  placed  there' on  some  sort  of  contingency  to  take  effect  at  any 
future  time  with  a  view  of  any  defense  being  made  at  any  time!— A. 
That  I  do  not  know;  nothing  of  that  kind  came  from  me. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Tonner  ever  talk  to  you  about  the  matter,  or  Mr.  Rauni 
claiming  any  such  agreement! — A.  I  think  Mr.  Tonner  told  me  that  he 
had  held  the  resignation  up  awaiting  some  statement  from  the  Commis- 
sioner with  regard  to  it.    Ue  would  be  the  best  witness  about  that. 

Q.  1  suppose  so.  Did  young  Mr.  Eaum  demand  any  hearing  befon 
you  on  the{>e  charges! — ^A.  Mr.  Kaum  denied  most  emphatically  to  me- 
deuied  the  truth  of  the  statement  affecting  his  connection  with  the  mat- 
ter, and  asked  that  he  be  given  an  opportunity  to  defend  himsell  I 
told  him*the  matter  was  out  of  my  jurisdiction  entirely,  that  the  Se^ 
retary  had  left  peremptory  orders  in  regard  to  it,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  me  to  take  any  action  in  the  premises.  I  had  no  control,  had  do 
power  to  have  interfered  in  the  matter. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Eaum  that  you  would  not  receive  the  papers  for 
consideration  which  he  proposed  to  file  in  his  defense  and  that  he  need 
not  go  to  the  trouble  of  reading  the  papers  there  in  his  defense!— A. 
I  do  not  remember  any  such  statement  as  that.    I  do  not  think  I  did. 

1  may  have  told  him,  knowing  the  temper  of  the  Secretary,  that  they 
could  not  be  received,  because  my  orders  were  peremptory  and  I  had 
no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter. 

Q.  During  the  x>endency  of  the  question  of  his  resignation,  after  tiie 
Secretary  had  given  the  order  to  you,  did  you  have  any  consultation 
with  Secretary  Chandler  or  Mr.  Bfliley,  chief  of  the  law  division  of 
the  Pension  Office,  or  Mr.  Lyon,  assistant  chief,  in  regard  to  certain 
charges  in  relation  to  a  contribution  to  the  conscience  fund  which  came 
into  the  office! — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  came  to  my  notice. 

Q.  How  was  that  brought  to  your  notice! — A.  By  a  newspaperman. 
He  came  into  my  office  and  said  he  understood  there  were  some  charges 
aflecting  Mr.  Eaum.  1  told  him  I  had  never  heard  anything  of  them; 
and  he  went  to  Judge  Chandler  and  told  Judge  Chandler  the  same 
story,  and  Judge  Chandler  came  to  me,  and  he  telephoned  fbr  Mr. 
Lyon  to  come  over  to  the  office  and  we  talked  the  matter  over. 

Q.  Did  you  have  Mr.  Bailey  come  over  also  ! — A,  At  a  later  time 
Mr.  Bailey  came  over;  he  did  not  come  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  youremember  the  substance  of  what  Mr.  Lyon  said  about  that 
matter  at  that  time!~A.  I  think  I  do.  Mr.  Lyon  stated  there  had 
been  $72  received  by  the  law  division  from  some  pensioner  and  that 
they  suspected  perhaps  it  was  connected  with  an  illegal  pension  and 
they  desired  to  hold  the  money  for  awhile  and  send  a  special  examiner 
to  investigate  it.  Not  having  any  safe,  place  to  put  the  money,  and 
there  being  a  safe  in  the  office  of  the  appointment  division,  of  which 
Mr.  Kaum,  jr.,  was  in  charge,  the  money  was  taken  in  to  him  and  left 
with  him.  Mr.  Lyon  stated  that  some  time  afterwards  they  wanted  * 
the  money  to  deposit  iu  the  Treasury,  and  he  made  a  demand  of  Mr. 
Liineweaver,  who  was  Mr.  liaum's  assistant,  for  the  money,  and  Mr. 
liineweaver  UM  him  he  was  absent  when  the  money  was  deposited  and 
he  knew  nothing  about  it  and  they  would  have  to  caU  on  Mr.  Eaum. 
wh^r.  ??  Saturday,  I  think  it  was,  they  caUed  again  for  the  money 
w  ?^' .1  •   ^^^^  ^*.®  present,  and  he  stated  he  did  not  have  the  money 

2  Mr^Ln!??"^/^  }'VT'^'\  ^^^  ^^'  ''^^^^  ^^  reported  to  Mr.  Bailey, 
and  Mr.  Bailey  looked  at  the  clock  and  said  it  was  too  late  to  deposit  it 
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that  night  and  he  would  let  the  matter  rest  until  Monday.  In  the 
meantime  Mr.  Baum's  resignation  had  been  called  for  and  he  went  to 
Philadelphia  and  did  not  return  on  Monday  as  he  expected.  When  he 
did  return  Mr.  Bailey  informed  me  the  money  had  been  returned  to 
him  in  the  same  bills  he  had  given  to  Mr.  Baum. 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  Who  informed  yout 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Bailey^  the  law  clerk. 

Mr.  EnIiOE.  That  was  a  subsequent  conversation  you  had  with  Mr. 
Bailey. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir,  when  I  asked  Mr.  Bailey  about  it,  and  all 
the  evidence  shows  that  I  received  from  Mr.  Lyon;  that  young  &aum 
had  never  been  caUed  on  for  that  money  until  Saturday  and  then  he 
said  he  did  not  have  the  money  with  him,  but  if  Mr.  Lyon  desired  it  he 
would  get  that  money  that  night. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  How  long  before  that  Saturday  was  the  demand  made  for  the 
money  on  Mr.  Lineweavert — A.  I  think  it  was  a  day  or  two  befoi'e. 

Q.  What  relation  did  Lineweaver  have  to  Baum,  jr.  t — ^A.  He  was  his 
assistant. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  And  occupied  the  same  office? 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  he  occupied  the  same  office. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Bailey  tell  yon,  when  the  money  was  not  forthcoming  when 
he  made  the  second  demand,  he  went  to  the  Commissioner  and  asked  for 
the  money? — ^A.  He  told  me  when  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  did  not  return  home 
on  Monday  he  went  to  the  Commissioner  about  it  and  the  Commissioner 
had  never  heard  of  the  money  before  that  and  told  him  immediately  he 
would  see  his  son  and  have  the  money  returned.  Mr.  Bailey  also  told 
me,  I  think,  that  the  bills  were  one  fifty-dollar  bill,  two  ten -dollar  bills 
and  one  two-dollar  bill,  and  that  it  was  the  same  money  that  had  been 
given  to  Mr.  Baum. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  if  Mr.  Lyon  told  you  anything  about  the  de- 
nomination of  the  bills  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  told  me  there  was  a  fifty-doUar 
bill,  two  tens,  and  a  two-dollar  bill. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lyon  tell  you  in  any  conversation  that  he  had  apprehen- 
sions about  this  money  having  been  diverted,  and  of  his  being  respon- 
sible for  it? — ^A.  He  told  me  Mr.  Bailey  had  given  him  the  money  to  de- 
posit with  Baum,  jr.,  and  Bailey  had  demanded  him  to  get  the  iponey 
back,  and  he  felt  anxious  to  have  it  off  his  hands,  and  fo^that  reason 
he  made  the  demand  of  Mr.  Baum,  jr. 

Q.  How  could  this  information  about  the  absence  of  this  money  have 

fot  to  the  public  before  it  reached  you,  except  through  Mr.  Bailey  or 
Ir.  Lyont — ^A.  It  could  not  get  to  the  public  except  through  some  per- 
son in  the  law  division  who  heard  the  conversation,  or  through  them. 
It  never  came  to  the  notice  of  any  individual  connected  with  the  De- 
partment until  I  heard  it  from  this  newspaper  man. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  When  did  you  have  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Bailey  and  Lyon 
as  to  the  identity  of  these  particular  bills  t — ^A.  At  the  time 

Q.  And  how  did  that  conversation  come  up? — ^A.  I  called  on  Mr. 
Bailey  to  know  wluvt  he  knew  concerning  it,  or  Mr.  Bailey  came  to  me; 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  sent  for  him  or  he  came  into  the  office  to  ex- 
plain the  matter,  and  he  told  me  what  the  denomination  of  the  bills 
vrere. 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

*  Q.  He  was  corroborated  in  that  statement  by  Mr.  Lyon t— A.  Mr. 
Lyon  was  not  present  while  Mr.  Bailey  had  that  conversation. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  Lyon  told  yon  the  same  thingi— A. 
About  the  denomination  of  the  bills  ?  He  told  Judge  Ohandler  and  my- 
self about  the  denomination  of  the  bills,  but  he  did  not  hear  the  con- 
versation between  Mr.  Bailey  and  myself  with  regard  to  their  being  the 
same  bills  he  had  given  Mr.  Baum. 

Q.  Did  you  question  him  particularly  as  to  whether  he  noticed  the 
bills  at  the  time  they  went  through  his  hands;  did  you  examine  him 
careftilly  about  that! — A.  Ko,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  It  was  just  his  voluntary  statement? — ^A.  Just  his  voluntary  state- 
ment. 

Q.  Did  the  disclosure  of  that  matter  have  anything  to  do  with 
hastening  the  publishing  of  Mr.  Baum's  resignation? — A.  No,  sir;  it 
did  not,  for  the  reason  my  instructions  from  the  Secretary  were  per- 
emptory and  I  had  no  discretion  in  regard  to  his  resignation.  Ire- 
turned  home  on  that  day,  and  therefore  had  the  order  of  the  Secretary 
carried  out  with  regard  to  the  resignation. 

Q.  Have  there  been  any  |>ersons  discharged  or  called  on  to  tender 
their  resignation  in  the  Pension  Office  since  you  have  been  occupying 
your  present  position? — A.  Well,  quite  a  number. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  for  you  in  calling  for  a  resignation  to  give  the 
person  who  is  to  resign  a  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days  with  x>ay^ 
A.  Well,  it  has  been  frequently  done. 

Q.  Is  that  a  matter  in  your  discretion? — A.  It  is  a  matter  entirely 
with  the  Secretary;  I  have  never  done  it  myself;  I  have  no  authority  to 
doit. 

Q.  That  is  a  matter  over  which  you  have  no  control? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  make  any  recommendations  in  such  matters? — ^A.  The 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  makes  recommendations  and  I  approve  his 
recommendations. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  facilitates  the  matter  of  obtaining  resignations 
where  a  leave  of  absence  for  thirty  days  is  given  with  pay?  Do  yon 
think  that  facilitates  the  obtaining  of  resignations? — A.  I  presume,  as 
a  general  rale,  where  a  resignation  is  called  for  that  it  comes  upon  the 
party  suddenly  without  preparation  and  that  the  additional  pay  ^ 
given,  as  the  Secretary  stated  the  other  day,  to  enable  the  party  to  ft3a4 
other  employment. 

By  Mi^  Little  : 

Q.  What  IS  the  usual  cause  for  demanding  resignations? — ^A.  WtP--^ 
are  the  usual  causes? 

Q.  Yes. — A.  Well,  there  are  a  great  many  causes.  The  clerk  m: 
not  be  thoroughly  efficient,  he  may  be  a  very  good  man  in  other 
speets,  or  he  may  have  done  something  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pe:^ 
sions  thinks  is  not  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  service  and  l^ 
desires  to  make  the  change.  •  It  has  been  my  custom  to  let  the  Con^ 
missioner  of  Pensions  run  the  Pension  Office,  so  far  as  his  cleric;^' 
force  is  concerned,  and  I  have  never  interfered  with  him.  I  have  ver*^ 
rarely  recommended  the  appointment  of  any  man  in  the  Pension  Offle^ 
for  any  position  whatever.  I  do  not  have  anything  to  do  with  th  ^ 
working  of  the  force,  and  I  leave  the  Commissioner  free  to  manage  itt*^^ 
suit  himself. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Do  you  think  a  month's  pay  with  leaVe  of  absenoe  given  to  dil^ 
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harged  employes  is  not  rather  as  salve  to  the  wotmded  feelings  of  the 
ufortunate? — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  should  express  any 
pillion  on  the  aetion  of  the  {Secretary.  I  am  not  here  to  criticise  my 
hief. 
Q.  I  do  not  wish  to  pat  yon  in  the  attitude  of  criticising  him,  btlt  I 
nought  yon  might  have  an  opinion  on  the  snbject. — A.  I  have  not  any 
piiiiou  on  the  snbject  that  I  care  to  express. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  You  assign  two  different  reasons,  one  the  inefficiency  of  a  clerk 
lere  employed  and  the  other  that  the  Commissioner  may  not  think  his 
3tention  is  to  the  interest  of  the  service,  but  it  seems  to  me  if  a  man 
^i^iis  under  charges  it  is  of  an  entirely  different  character  from  that 
here  he  resigns  voluntarily,  and  I  would  like  to  know  if  thi\y  are 
*eated  the  same  in  the  Pension  Office  or  in  your  depai'imentf — A. 
^elly  where  charges  are  not  investigated,  where  reports  come  to  the 
ffice  affecting  a  man  and  his  resignation  is  called  for  without  his  being 
iveii  a  chance  to  reply,  no  iFivestigation  whatever,  in  cases  of  that 
iml  the  leave  of  absence  is  sometimes  gnmted. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  in  this  case  there  had  been  an  investiga- 
ion  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  and  that  it  was  thorough  enougli 
>  satisfy  the  Secretary's  mind  that  he  should  demand  his  resignation  ? — 
L.  As  I  understand  it,  the  Secretary  simply  regarded  these  circum- 
tances  as  affecting  an  officer  holding  a  position  in  the  Pension  Office 
a  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  desirable  to  terminate  his  services  without 
rolng  into  any  investigation. 

Q.  Not  only  desired  it,  but,  to  use  your  ternu  he  left  peremptory 
>rder  for  his  resignation  to  be  tendered? — A.  Yes,  his  orders  were 
>eren[iptory.  He  was  going  away,  and,  of  course,  could  not  leave  any 
^uditional  orders. 

Q.  Now,  you  have  opened  up  a  little  different  subject.  I  understood 
D  the  beginning  of  your  testimony  that  you  stated  that  the  Civil  Serv- 
ce  Commission  investigated  these  charges  and  made  a  rex>ort  to  the 
Secretary.  Now  you  say  that  the  resignation  was  demanded  without 
^n  investigation.  Does  it  make  any  particular  difference  who  investi- 
i^ates,  if  the  investigation  was  sufficient  for  the  Secretary  to  determine 
>hat  the  good  of  the  service  demanded  the  peremptory  resignation? — 
^.  in  this  case,  of  course,  the  charges  were  formally  made  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  but  there  was  no  testimony  taken  i^om  the  other 
side. 

Mr,  Payson.  Purely  ex  parte. 

The  Witness.  As  to  whether  they  were  true  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  You  draw  a  line  of  distinction  in  the  matter  between  cases  where 
resignations  are  demanded  without  charges  being  filed  and  where  they 
are  <lemanded  with  charges  pending.  Do  you  draw  a  line  there  with 
regard  to  this  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  with  pay? — A.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  understand  you  exactly. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  state  that  where  charges  were  filed  and  a 
resignation  was  tendered,  that  it  was  the  custom  to  grant  thirty  days' 
leave  of  absence  with  pay! — ^A.  It  depends  entirely  upon  the  character 
of  the  charges.  It  is  not  done  in  all  cases.  It  is  done  frequently,  but 
it  is  not  done  as  a  rule. 

Q.  Is  tiiere  any  nile  aboiit  itt — A.  There  is  no  rule  about  it;  no,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  a  matter  in  which  thf  Secretary  does  as  he  pleases! — A.  It 
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IS  simply  a  matter  of  discretion  with  the  Secretary.    There  is  no  rnle 
about  it. 

Q.  Ton  are  sapx)08ed  to  know  what  transpires  in  that  office.  I  want 
to  know  if  men  who  are  called  upon  to  resign  are  informed  of  the  reason 
why  their  resignations  are  demanded  and  &  they  are  given  an  oppo^ 
tunity  to  make  any  defense  in  cases  where  charges  are  filed,  and  if  tiiey 
are  ever  removed  withoutany  charges  being  filed  against  them  f — A.  The 
Gommisioner  of  Pensions  makes  a  recommendation  stating  that  for  l^e 
good  of  the  service  or  for  cause  he  recommends  a  certain  party  be  dis- 
charged. Very  frequently  he  accompanies  it  with  a  formal  statement 
as  to  what  the  charges  are  and  sometimes  he  does  not,  but  he  is  the 
judge  whether  or  not  he  desires  the  services  of  this  party  longer,  and 
the  Department  usually  allows  him  to  do  what  he  thinks  best  in  the 
matter. 

Q.  Then,  as  I  understand,  you  usually  in  such  cases  approvetbe  Fe^ 
onunendation  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  without  inquiring  into 
what  may  be  in  his  mind  about  itt — A.  I  do,  for  the  reason  there  are 
2,000  clerks  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  me^ 
with  the  duties  devolving  upon  me,  to  give  these  matters  attention. 

Q.  Now,  I  believe  you  stated  in  the  beginning  you  have  nothing  to 
do  with  promotions  f — ^A.  Ko,  sir,  except  to  approve  or  disapprove. 

Q.  But  you  do  have  something  to  do  with  recommendations  and  dis- 
missals of  parties! — A.  I  approve  them  simply. 

Q.  You  never  make  a  recommendation  that  a  man  be  discharged 
>vithout  the  Commissioner  has  recommended  it  to  youf — ^A.  No,  sir;  I 
never  do  that. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  about  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
Little  to  a  position  on  the  medical  board  in  that  office  Y — A.  I  know 
nothing  whatever  about  it. 

Q.  Was  your  attention  ever  called  to  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
corrupt  transaction  in  regard  to  that  appointment  f — ^A.  I  think  some- 
body called  my  attention  to  some  publication  in  some  newspaper  about 
it,  but  not  in  any  official  way. 

Q.  I  mean  to  say,  did  any  employ6  of  the  Pension  Office  talk  to  yon 
about  this  matter  and  tell  you  what  transpired  at  the  time  Dr.  Little 
was  appointed  to  the  office  there? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Your  only  knowledge  is  what  you  gathered  through  a  news- 
paper?— ^A.  From  hearing  some  one  tell  me  that  a  charge  of  some  kind 
was  made.  I  read  it  in  some  newspaper  which  was  brought  to  my  deak 
or  handed  to  me,  I  am  not  sure  which. 

Q.  It  was  never  brought  to  your  attention  by  anybody  who  profess^ 
to  know  what  transpired  at  that  time! — A.  No,  sir.  . 

Q.  You  never  had  any  talk  with  Dr.  Little  on  the  subject? — ^A.  X-  ^^ 
not  know  Dr.  Little  when  I  see  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  affidavits  filed  against  Mr.  Ea'^^J 
jr.,  by  Messrs.  Howard  and  Engle? — ^A.  That  matter  was  entirely  in   ^ 
1  lands  of  the  Secretary.    I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  that  j  I  n^^ 
liad  anything  to  do  with  that  case.  ^^^ 

Q.  Toil  know  Ruch  affidnvits  were  filed? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  s-^^ 
the  bundle  of  papers  and  I  may  have  read  them;  I  am  noj^  sure  thak-^ 
did  not  read  most  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Gren.  Baum  with    ^ 
gard  to  these  men,  Howard  and  Engle,  and  a  man  by  the  name  of  TW^' 
lor,  who  was  discharged  from  the  office  along  about  that  time? — J^'  * 
think  perhaps  I  did.    I  have  had  frequent  interviews  with  Gten.  Ba^BI 
about  matters  connected  with  the  Pension  Office. 
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Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  or  not  he  desired  Howard  and  Engle  to  be 
dismissed  from  the  office,  and  did  he  ever  make  such  a  recommendation 
to  yonf — ^A.  He  never  made  any  recommendation  that  passed  through 
me. 

Q.  That  did  not  pass  through  your  hands t — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  think  he 
went  directly  to  th^  Secretary  with  whatever  recommendation  he  had. 
These  papers  never  came  to  my  desk. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  what  the  reasons  were  for  making  this  de- 
mand!— ^A.  "SOy  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Q.  You  never  learned  from  him  what  his  ground  of  complaints  were 
against  these  men? — A.  No  further  than  the  papers  show.  He  never 
talked  very  much  with  me  about  it.  When  we  get  together  we  have  so 
many  things  to  talk  about  connected  with  the  office  that  we  very  rarely 
ever  talk  about  such  matters  as  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  his  demand  for  the  resignation  of  F.  M.  Taylor  1 — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  he  told  me  he  intended  to  demand  it. 

Q.  Did  he  state  to  you  on  what  grounds  he  demanded  it  t — ^A.  I  think 
he  may  have  told  me  he  was  satisfied  Taylor  was  conspiring  against 
him  in  the  office  in  some  way  or  other. 

Q.  Did  he  say  with  whom! — A.  No,  sir — well,  with  parties  outside 
the  office,  I  do  not  think  he  told  me  who;  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

Q.  He  might  be  a  party  to  a  conspira<5y  in  the  office  or  out  of  the 
office,  but  one  man  can  not  constitute  a  conspiracy? — A.  I  never  had 
but  little  conversation  with  Gen.  Baum  in  regard  to  that,  and  as  far 
as  Taylor  was  concerned  he  stated  he  desired  to  get  rid  of  him  for  the 
reason  he  did  not  think  he  was  a  suitable  person  to  be  in  the  office. 

Q.  Did  he  teU  you  he  thought  Taylor  was  furnishing  information  to 
ihe  newspapers  or  anytlung  of  that  sort! — A.  He  did  tell  me  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  having  been  dismissed  from  that  office 
)n  the  ground  that  they  were  furnishing  information  to  newspapers 
ibont  matters  connected  with  the  office! — ^A.  I  think  there  were  one  or 
i^o  partiies  dismissed  on  that  ground. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  about  nine  were  dismissed  on  that  ground — ^A. 
[  was  absent  at  the  time  these  persons  were  dismissed  and  I  do  not 
know.  I  went  out  to  visit  Pine  Ridge  Agency  and  these  men  were 
dismissed  while  I  was  gone  and  consequently  it  did  not  come  to  my 
attention,  and  Pdo  not  know  anything  about  it  except  from  hearsay. 

Mr.  DuNGATT.  Was  a  record  of  their  dismissal  kept. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :  ^ 

Q.  Where  is  that  record  kept! — A.  In  the  appointment  office. 

Q.  That  is  in  the  api)ointment  office  of  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  No, 
sir:  in  our  Department,  we  keep  a  record  in  our  office. 

Q.  Do  you  Keep  a  record  of  appointments  in  the  Pension  Office. — ^A. 
Yes,  sir,  any  recommendation  or  dismissal;  there  can  be  nobody  dis- 
missed from  the  service  except  dismissed  by  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Will  you  explain  why  it  is  necessary  for  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  to  have  an  appointment  clerk  when  no  other  bureau  has  such 
an  office! — ^A.  lean  not. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  is  necessary  to  have  such  an  officer! — A.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  imperative,  but  it  may  be  of  great  convenience  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  have  somebody  in  charge  of  the  records; 
it  may  facilitate  the  work;  but  we  keep  all  the  records  in  the  Depart*- 
ment  and  they  necessarily  have  to  go  there. 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  So  there  are  two  records  kept! 


104  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATIOll. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  What  is  the  distance  between  the  Interior  Dq^artmtnl 
and  the  Pension  Office! 
The  Witness.  About  three  blocks. 
Mr.  Enloe.  Walking  is  pretty  good  between  the  twof 
The  Witness.  Tes,  sir,  as  a  role,  except  on  rainy  days. 
Mr.  Little.  You  have  telephone  oommonication,  I  snpposet 
The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  acted,  I  believe,  in  that  capacity! — A.  Ye8,8ir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  practice  of  having  the  appointment 
clerk  act  also  as  a  notary  public  and  collect  a  fee  of  25  cents  for  each 
appointee? — A.  I  never  heard  of  that. 

Q.  You  never  knew  that  was  donef — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  can  not  be  done 
now  under  the  law. 

Q.  Well,  if  Secretary  Noble  called  attention  to  it  and  stopped  it,  do 
not  you  think  you  would  have  heard  of  it! — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  it  was  donef — ^A.  No,  sir;  but  it  never  came  to 
my  knowledge.  This  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard  of  it.  Congress 
passed  a  law  upon  that  subject  prohibiting  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  then  young  Baum  charged  that  feet — A.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  it;  I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Q.  Well,  in  reference  to  Mr.  Baum's  discharge  from  that  office,  do  you 
understand  that  it  is  the  customary  practice  to  dismiss  a  man  under 
charge  without  giving  him  an  opportunity  to  defend  himself*  when  he 
desires  that  opportunity! — ^A.  It  is  very  often  done. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  it  is  a  right  practice! — ^A.*  Well,  as  a  rule— it  is* 
matter  of  discretion  with  the  head  of  a  bureau  whether  he  wants  to 
dis(;harge  a  clerk  or  not. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question.  You  can  discharge  them  if  the  Civil 
Service  law  does  not  interfere,  but  is  it  right  to  discharge  a  man  who  is 
holding  a  public  position  and  send  him  out  under  a  cloud  without  giv- 
ing him  an  opi)ortunity  to  defend  himself! — ^A.  That  depends  entirely 
upon  tbe  prima  facie  case. 

Q.  Anybody  can  make  out  a  good  prima  facie  case  if  it  is  not  inquired 
into! — A.  That  is  very  true.  • 

Q.  Do  not  yon  think  that  might  result  in  very  great  injustice  to  aii^ 
honest  man  ami  damage  his  business  prospects! — ^A.  I  think  it  has  re- 
sulted in  injustice  in  many  cases.    In  many  cases  it  has  resulted  in  their 
being  restored  to  the  Pension  Office.    There  are  many  persons  in  the 
Pension  Office  now  who  have  been  discharged  and  restored. 

Mr.  Duncan.  Up<m  a  fuller  showing! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  upon  a  fuller  showing. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  You  go  upon  the  practice  that  you  hang  a  man  first  and  then  try 
him  afterwards. — A.  No,  I  do  not  say  it  is  right.  As  I  tell  you,  I  do 
not  make  all  thoe  rules  and  consequently 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  other  case  in  which  action  was  taken  as  sum- 
mary in  such  a  serious  matter  as  this  of  young  Mr.  Baum ;  has  any 
other  case  of  a  similar  character  come  under  your  observation! — ^A, 
Well,  my  mind  has  not  been  called  to  it,  but  I  have  no  doubt  there  are 
many. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any!  There  are  quite  a  number  of  people  dis- 
charged ;  a  large  number  have  been  discharged  since  you  have  been 
supervising  that  bureau.    Do  you  know  of  any  case  in  which  such  an 
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reme  action  has  been  taken  so  summarily  t — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  can 
I  to  mind  any  snch  case  at  this  moment. 

1.  Was  there  any  purpose  in  ranning  Mr.  Banm  out  to  relievre  the 
partment  of  the  serious  charges  that  seemed  to  be  gathering  around 
i^hen  the  new8pai)er8  all  over  the  country  were  talking  about  the 
raption,  »id  was  there  a  desire  to  make  a  scapegoat  of  some  one  to 

the  cloud  at  oncef — ^A.  You  will  have  to  ask  the  Secretary  about 
t. 

I  I  thought  you  would  know,  as  the  man  responsible  to  the  Secre 
y  for  the  conduct  of  this  bureau. — A.  I  am  simply  acting  as  his 
^Dt  and  I  do  not  know  anything  about  what  the  Secretary  thought. 
^11  you  I  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it  except  to  execute  the 
ers  of  the  Secretary. 

2.  You  have  no  knowledge,  then,  it  was  done  to  shield  anyone  else 
o  was  high  in  authority  there? — ^A.  No,  sir;  but  I  may  say  it  was 
;.  The  Secretary  asked  me  to  say  to  Oen.  Eaum  at  the  time  I 
led  for  young  Baum's  resignation  that  he  had  the  utmost  confidence 
him,  the  Commissioner,  and  that  in  calling  for  the  resignation  of 
ing  Baum  he  did  not  want  in  any  manner  to  reflect  upon  him. 

2.  Did  you  ever  hear  Gen.  Baum  say  that  this  looked  like  a  con- 
racy  to  break  him  down  and  injure  his  family! — A.  No,  sir;  he  never 
d  anything  of  the  kind  to  me  or  intimated  any  such  thing. 
2.  Are  you  acquainted  with  J.  E.  Engle,  or  know  anything  about 
nl — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  seen  him  and  know  him. 

2.  Has  he  been  dismissed  from  office  since  you  have  been  supervis- 
J  the  Pension  Bureau? — ^A.  He  was  turned  out  with  a  number  of 
lers. 

3.  Was  he  turned  out  under  charges? — ^A.  No,  sir;  he  was  turned 
t — well,  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  was  under  charges  or  not;  I  think 
t,  however.  I  think  he  was  turned  out  because  he  was  one  of  the 
rated  pensioners;  that  is  my  understanding. 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Baum  prefer  any  charges  against  him? — A.  I  could  not 

II  you  without  referring  to  the  record.    That  is,  charges  under  which 
was  turned  out? 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  I  mean. — ^A.  That  can  be  found  by  looking 

the  record;  the  record  shows. 

^  Do  you  think  he  should  have  been  dismissed  from  your  knowl- 

a:e  of  the  case? — ^A.  Well,  that  is  a  question  I  am  not — I  do  not  think 

light  to  answer.    He  was  turned  out  by  direction  of  the  Secretary 

^ause  of  his  having  been  one  of  the  rerat^l  pensioners  and  the  Sec- 

ary  deemed  it  for  the  interest  of  the  service  that  a  good  many  of 

>se  men  ^lould  be  turned  out. 

^.  Probably  you  know  how  he  was  reinstated;  do  you  know  anything 

^ut  that? — A.  I  do. 

^.  How  came  he  to  be  reinstated? — A.  He  was  reinstated  upon  rep- 

^ntations  that  he  was  not  responsible  for  this  rerating,  that  he  rhad 

ide  simply  an  application  like  other  persons  for  an  increase  of  pension 

(1  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  had  rerated  the  case,  and  he  had 

Ihing  to  do  with  rerating  the  case  himself. 

Mr  Payson.  Which  Commissioner  did  that? 

The  Witness.  Commissioner  Tanner. 

By  Mr.  Ekloe  : 

3-  I  will  ask  you  if  charges  were  pending  against  Engle  on  file  in 
J  first  instance,  could  he  Tiave  been  restored  without  answering  those 
aiges? — A.  He  could  not  without  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
bhdrew  them,  which  was  done  in  this  case. 
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Q.  I  understood  yon  to  say  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  filed  no 
charges? — A.  I  did  not;  I  said  I  was  not  sure,  but  I  say  he  could 
not  be  restored  under  the  civil-seryice  rules  without  the  Comniissioner 
making  the  charges  withdraws  them. 

Q.  So  if  there  were  any  made  they  were  withdrawn! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DuNOAN.  Was  he  restored  under  the  same  Gonunissionert 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  you  recommend  his  restoration! — ^A.  I  did — ^approved  it 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  when  Mr.  Engle  was  restored  that 
the  civil-service  law  was  complied  with  in  that  particular  and  the  cer- 
tificate filed  there  t — ^A.  I  am  very  sure  it  was^  he  could  not  be  restored 
without  that. 

Q.  Does  that  certificate  have  to  state  that  his  separation  from  tiie 
civil-service  was  caused  by  neither  fault  or  misconduct  on  his  part!— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  done  in  Engle's  casef — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  he  could  not  be 
restored  without  it.  Every  paper  in  a  restoration  case  goes  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  with  an  explanation  from  the  Pension  Bureau, 
and  the  charges  must  be  substantially  removed  before  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  can  act. 

Q.  When  Mr.  Taylorw  as  discharged  was  he  given  thirty  days'  leave 
of  absence  with  pay? — ^A.  He  was  given  a  leave  of  absence;  I  do  not 
know  how  long. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  conversation  he  had  with  you  at  that  time 
about  the  leave  which  was  to  be  granted  to  him  in  connection  with  the 
leave  of  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.! — A,  I  remember  something  was  s^d. 
When  the  Secretary  directed  me  to  ask  Mr.  Taylor  for  his  resignation 
I  telephoned  over  to  the  Pension  Office  and  asked  that  Mr.  Taylor  be 
directed  to  come  to  my  office.  They  telephoned  back  that  he  had  taken 
the  train  that  morning  and  had  gone  away  from  the  city  some  distance, 
I  went  to  the  Secretary  and  notified  him  that  Mr.  Taylor  had  gone  out 
of  the  city  and  he  directed  me  to  telegraph  Mr.  Taylor  to  return  to  the 
city  immediately,  which  I  did,  and  Mr.  Taylor  returned  and  I  commu- 
nicated the  Secretary's  wish  to  him.  He  was  entitled  by  law  to  a  cer- 
tain number  of  djiys'  leave  of  absence,  I  think  seventeen,  and  he  had 
gone  off  on  his  annual  leave  and  there  was  some  time  added  in  order  to  \ 
compensate  him  for  the  expense  he  had  been  put  to  in  returning  to 
the  office  under  my  telegraphic  order;  I  do  not  know  how  many  days, 
but  a  few  days.  But  the  seventeen  days'  time  granted  him  w^«  time 
due  him  and  which  had  been  granted  to  him  before  hia  re^gnation  ^raB 
called  for  and  he  had  left  the  city  on  his  absence.  That  is  thQ  factii^ 
his  case. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Theodore  Smith? — A.  Yea,  sir;  ^ 
know  Theodore  Smith. 

Q.  Was  he  appointed  to  the  office  after  you  took  charge  of  your  pr©^ 
ent  position! — A.  Theodore  Smith — I  have  a  memorandum  right  liere--^ 
(examining  papers)  was  originally  appointed  to  the  Pension  Office  M^*- 
10, 1879.  He  was  in  and  out  of  the  office  once  or  twice.  He  resign^^ 
August  22, 1888.  He  wa5  restored  to  the  Pension  Office  April  13"  18^*^ 
and  he  resigned  June  30,  1890. 

Q.  Who  recommended  him  for  appointment  the  last  time;  do  jc^' 
know! — ^A.  Commissioner  Tanner. 

Q.  Under  what  circumstances  did  he  resign! — ^^A.  Well,  the  Secreta:*^ 
demanded  his  resignation. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  aDything  to  do  with  the  inyestigation  of  the  charges 
igainHt  Smith  which  were  brought  to  the  attention  of  Secretary  Noble  !— 
k.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  That  matter  was  condacted  entirely  by  the  Sec- 
retary, and  I  knew  nothing  about  it  until  one  day  he  sent  for  nie  and 
requested  me  to  ask  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  to  tender  his  resignatit>n. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  consultation  with  Gen.  Baum  on  the  subject? — 
A.  I  think  I  did.  I  think  I  may  have  sent  for  Mr.  Smith  and  told  him 
nrhat  the  Secretary  said. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Oen.  Baum  desired  to  retain  him  in  the 
office  or  notf — ^A.  Oen.  Baum  stated  in  a  conversation  that  he  was  an 
excellent  clerk  and  a  very  efficient  man.  He  did  not  propose,  however, 
to  Interpose  any  objection;  all  he  said  was  in  regard  to  the  character  of 
the  man.  The  Secretary  called  for  his  resignation,  and  Commissioner 
Baum  never  thought  of  intei^ering  with  that,  and  he  never  has  in  any 
instance  thrown  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  carrjong  out  the  wishes  of 
the  Secretary. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  these  charges  were  first  brought  to 
\he  attention  of  Commissioner  Baum  in  regard  to  Smith? — A.  I  think 
they  were  first  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Secretary. 
•  Q.  You  do  not  know? — ^A.  I  do  not  know.  As  1  tell  you,  I  never  had 
U[iything  to  do  with  Theodore  Smith.  The  matter  was  conducted  en- 
irely  by  the  Secretary,  and  what  action  was  taken  was  taken  by  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  persons  having  been  removed  from 
•ffice  on  charges  filed  against  them  by  Theodore  Smith? — ^A.  I  think 
he  records  will  show  a  number  of  recommendations  made  by  the  Com- 
aissioner  of  Pensions  were  made  upon  statements  by  him,*  Theodore 
imith  was  chief  of  a  division  in  that  office.  In  nearly  every  case  the 
hief  of  a  division  makes  the  recommendation,  and  that  recommendation 
}  tbe  basis  upon  which  the  Commissioner  acts,  as  a  rule. 

Q.  Was  your  attention  ever  called  by  any  employ^  of  the  Pension 
Office,  or  any  one  connected  with  it,  to  the  fact  that  Theodore  Smith  was 
harged  with  employing  spies  to  watch  and  report  on  the  employes  of 
he  office  as  to  their  conduct? — ^A.  I  may  have  heard  of  something  of 
hat  kind,  but  I  do  not  recollect  anything  now. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  anybody  having  called  your  attention  to  it? 
—A.  No,  I  do  not.  It  seems  to  me  I  have  heard  something  of  the  sort, 
mt  I  can  not  recollect  what  it  is. 

Q.  Speaking  of  the  matter  of  rerating  mentioned  a  while  ago — I  will 
lot  question  you  on  that  point  right  now.  I  will  wait  until  we  get  a 
ittle  further  along.  Are  you  acquainted  with  George  W.  Way  son? 
—A.  No,  sir;  Lam  not;  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Wayson. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have^  your  attention  brought  to  charges  preferred 
igainst  Wayson  about  making  assessment  upon  persons  going  into  the 
leld? — A.  I  think  I  referred  a  communication  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  which  was  sent  to  me  by  some  one,  I  do  not  remember  who, 
sharging  Mr.  Wayson  with  borrowing  money  of  parties  who  were  sent 
to  the  field,  and  I  asked  the'Commissioner  to  investigate  it.  The  Com- 
missioner, I  think,  sent  me  sometime,  afterwards  a  sworn  statement  of 
Kr.  Wayson  and  the  parties  named  as  having  been  sent  to  the  field  who 
(rere  said  to  have  loaned  him  money,  upon  the  subject,  which  was  a 
3omp]ete  answer  to  the  charges  so  far  as  I  could  see  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Payson.  Exonerating  Wayson? 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  the  parties  said  to  have  loaned  the  money 
Jl  denied  having  loaned  the  money,  and  there  was  nothing  in  it  that 
howed  any  charges  that  could  be  taken  hold  o£i 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Tou  were  at  the  end  of  the  line  in  regard  to  witnesses  to  the  trans- 
action, if  such  a  transaction  occorredY — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  that  matter 
thoroughly  investigated  at  the  time,  and  I  do  not  know  who  it  was  that 
made  the  charges. 

Q.  Are  men  sent  out  from  that  office  into  the  field  for  the  benefit  of 
their  health,  so  that  they  can  travel  around? — A.  I  have  i)ositively  re- 
fused to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  sending  of  persons  to  the  field. 
There  are  such  a  number  and  the  influences  are  so  great  that  it  would 
at  once  destroy  the  relations  th^it  ought  to  exist  between  the  Depart- 
ment and  the  Commissioner's  Office  for  me  to  be  interfering  with  assign- 
ments of  special  examiners,  and  I  have  no  information  at  all  about  the 
special  examining  force.  I  have  never  made  any  recommendations  of 
any  kind,  I  believe,  except  in  one  or  two  instances  I  have  written  to  the 
Commissioner  to  consider  persons  applying  to  be  sent  to  the  field,  but 
1  have  never  recommended  or  urged  or  directed  that  any  man  should  be 
sent  to  the  field,  and  I  know  very  little  about  it. 

Q.  Who  directs  the  field  of  operation  at  which  these  men  shall  be 
employed  as  special  examiners? — A.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  ^ 

Q.  What  is  required  usually  from  men  who  are  employed  each  day 
out  in  this  service? — ^A.  They  are  required  to  make  a  detsuled  report  of 
their  work  and  where  they  are. 

Mr.  Dung  an.  How  often? 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  can  not  tell  you  just  how  often,  but  they  send 
in  monthly  reports.  They  are  paid  monthly  on  their  vouchers,  and  their 
vouchers  show  just  where  they  are  and  what  they  have  to  do  every  day 
in  the  year. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  The  Commissioner,  I  understand,  can  send  these  men  anywhere 
he  may  see  proper? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  absolutely  direct  their  movements? — A.  Yes,  sirj  that  has 
been  the  practice  of  the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  order  having  been  issued  by  which  salaries  of 
special  examiners  in  the  the  field  have  been  reduced  to  $1,400? — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  special  examiners  that  were  in  the  field 
were  reduced  by  that  order? — A.  Four  or  five.  • 

Q.  Were  not  there  about  twenty? — ^A.  No,  sir.  Special  examiners 
re<hiced  in  the  field  ? 

Q.  Who  were  in  the  field  and  the  salaries  were  reduced  on  that 
order? — A.  I  thought  you  meant  supervising  sx)ecial  examiners.  I  can 
not  tell  you;  I  do  not  know  how  many  there  were. 

Q.  If  such  an  order  as  that  was  made  in  the  Pension  Office A.  It 

was  a  very  righteous  one,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  Has  it  been  observed  and  lived  up  to? — ^A.  I  hope  so;  it  ought 
to  be. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  George  W.  Wayson  being  sent  to  Phila- 
delphia as  a  special  examiner  on  a  sailary  of  $1,800  a  year? — ^A.  He  is 
not  getting  $1,800  now,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  When  did  he  cefise  to  receive  $1,800? — ^A.  I  think  I  can  tell  yon 
right  here  [turning  to  papers];  on  June  26, 1891,  he  was  reduced  to 
^1,400. 

Q.  What  time  was  he  sent  into  the  field? — ^A.  About  that  time. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  his  salary  was  reduced  before  he  was  sent  into 
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the  field  t^— A.  Under  my  instractions  there  could  not  anybody  go  to 
the  field  on  a  salary  of  over  $1,400.  I  had  taken  authority  to  dirtx^t 
that.  I  thought  all  persons  who  went  into  the  field  should  be  on  an 
eqoality,  and  I  wrote  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  calling  his  at- 
t^tion  to  some  clerks  who  were  out  on  a  salary  of  $1,000,  and  directed 
those  persons  should  be  reduced  to  $1,400  so  as  to  have  them  on  an 
equality  of  pay  with  others  who  were  doing  the  same  kind  of  work  they 
did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  why  George  W,  Wayson  was  not  con- 
tinaed  as  chief  of  division  of  special  examiners  t — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  And  why  he  was  sent  out  into  the  field  at  a  smaller  salary  instead 
of  holding  the  position  of  chief? — ^A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  J.  Jolly  Jones,  secretary  to  Mr. 
Chandler  t — A  I  only  know  he  is  on  duty  with  Mr.  Chandler. 

Q.  Did  anybody  ever  call  your  attention  to  the  statement  that  he  was 
in  the  habit  of  going  to  the  Pension  Office  with  claims  and  procuring 
their  advancement  in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  office! — A.  The  Com- 
missioner called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  came  down  there  fre- 
quently with  letters  in  regard  to  pension  cases. 

Q.  Did  you  issue  any  order  in  regard  to  the  matter,  written  or  verbal, 
to  stop  Jones  from  interfering  with  the  Pension  Office? — ^A.  I  had  no 
right  to  do  that;  Secretary  Chandler  is  my  superior. 

Q.  Did  you  call  his  attention  to  itf — ^A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  You  left  that  for  the  Commissioner  to  tell  Secretary  Chandler?— 
A.  I  did.  In  the  absence  of  Secretary  Noble,  Secretary  Chandler  is 
Acting  Secretary,  and  I  am  his  subordinate  officer. 

By  Mr.  DuNOAN : 

Q.  Before  leaving  that  point,  if  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  this,  how 
did  the  Commissioner  come  to  speak  with  you  on  the  subject! — A.  That 
was  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Q.  Not  by  way  of  having  any  official  action  taken? — ^A.  Just  simply 
telling  me  what  was  being  done;  that  is  all. 

Q.  Personal  rather  than  official? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Would  it  not  have  been  proper  for  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
to  have  called  your  attention  to  it  officially  or  called  the  attention  of 
Secretary  Chandler  to  it? — ^A.  I  do  not  know  but  what  the  Commissioner 
called  the  attention  of  Judge  Chandler  to  it. 

Q.  Is  it  a  proper  thing  for  a  clerk  to  do  who  occupies  a  position  as 
he  does  there  to  Secretary  Chandler,  who  is  an  imx)ortant  officer,  and  is 
supposed  to  be  of  considerable  consequence,  and  when  he  goes  to  the 
Pension  Office  they  do  not  know  but  what  Secretary  Chandler  has 
asked  for  that  information;  do  not  you  think  you  should  have  called 
the  Secretary's  attention  to  it  and  have  it  stopped?  You  had  super- 
vision of  the  office  and  of  course  he  expects  to  have  information  in  re- 
gs^rd  to  it  from  you  as  you  expect  to  have  your  information  from  the 
Commissioner. — ^A.  Well,  I  had  my  reasons  for  not  wishing  to  interfere 
in  a  matter  of  that  kind. 

Q.  What  were  they? — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  care  to  say  what  they 
were.  I  do  not  want  to  come  in  conflict  with  Judge  Chandler,  who  is 
my  superior  officer. 

Q.  I  think  if  you  had  a  reason  for  it  i^  is  well  enough  for  you  to  state 
what  was  the  reason  you  did  not  do  it. — ^A.  It  is  simply  a  matter  of 
taste. 
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ByMr.  DuNGAN: 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  ground  of  belief  that  the  clerk's  inquiries  were 
directed  by  your  superior  officer? — A.  I  know,  nothing  about  it  I 
kDow  Mr.  Jones  represents  Judge  Chandler  in  that  Department  and 
does  the  work  which  is  for  him  to  do,  and  that  part  of  his  duty  was  to 
go  to  the  Pension  Office  for  some  purpose  or  other,  and  the  Commis- 
sioner remarked  to  me  thut  he  came  down  there  with  letters  inquirmg 
about  pension  cases.  I  suggested  he  call  Judge  Chandler's  attention 
to  it,  but  whether  he  did  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Suggested  to  whom! — A.  I  suggested  to  Commissioner  Bamnto 
call  Judge  Chandler's  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  this  in  regard  to  the  suggestion  you  last 
made,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  taste.  Do  you  think  in  the  discharge  of 
public  duties  that  public  officials  should  be  governed  by  a  matter  of 
taste  or  regard  for  the  feelings  of  another  officer  with  whom  they  are 
associated,  rather  than  the  nSe  of  right  t 

A.  When  Judge  Chandler  sent  his  clerk  down  there  to  do  a  certain 
thing,  it  was  not  in  good  taste,  I  think,  for  an  inferior  officer  to  go  to  bim 
and  tell  him  he  was  not  doing  what  he  ought  to  do  in  the  premises.  I 
did  not  think  it  was  my  place  to  say  anything  to  him  about  it.  He 
had  directed  the  clerk  to  go  down  and  do  what  he  did,  and  as  he  was  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  a  very  considerable  time,  some- 
times a  month  or  two  at  a  time,  Mr.  Jones  acting  in  this  capacity,  it 
was  not  for  me  to  take  action  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Did  you  understand  the  Commissioner  called  attention  to  it  offi- 
cially f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Simply  as  a  friend,  and  incidentally  t — A.  We  talked  aboat  it 
We  are  together  very  often,  and  we  have  very  numerous  fionferencesin 
regard  to  the  management  of  the  Pension  Office  and  public  business^ 
a/*ti  we  are  both  interested  in  having  it  done  properly  and  correctly. 

Q.  Or  on  account  of  your  connection  with  the  office  t — A.  He  did  not 
call  my  attention  to  it  in  the  way  of  filing  any  charges,  but  he  inciden- 
tal Ily  remarked  that  such  and  such  a  thing  was  done  and  he  did  not 
oxi)ect  me  to  take  any  notice  of  it. 

iMr.  Enloe.  Did  you  have  any  idea  or  gather  from  his  conversation, 
or  did  it  occur  to  you,  that  this  man  might  take  advantage  of  his  posi- 
tion as  private  secretary  to  the  First  Assistant  Secretary,  and  having 
charge  of  claims  of  a  pension  attorney  might  go  to  the  Bureau  there  and 
have  them  looked  up  much  better  than  any  other  attorney  could  unless 
he  had  some  one  doing  the  same  thing  for  himf 

A.  I  understood  the  Commissioner  was  somewhat  annoyed  by  it,  as  I 
inferred  from  his  conversation,  but  I  am  sure  he  did  not  tell  me  in  the 
si)irit  of  filing?  any  charges  or  expect  to  take  any  notice  of  it.  He  in- 
formed me  of  it  as  a  matter  of  news. 

Mr.  Little.  You  do  think  he  would  have  called  your  attention  to  it 
if  you  had  not  been  connected  with  the  Department! 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  I  do  riot  think  he  would. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Now,  I  will  have  you  state  what  part,  if  any,  yon  took  in  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  rerating  episode!— A.  After  I  came  into  the  office, 
in  studying  up  the  pension  law»^  I  discovered  that  section  4698^,  which 
prohibits  the  allowance  of  a  pension  to  date  prior  to  the  last  luedicjU 
examination  had,  in  the  application  for  increases  was  being  violated  in 
the  Pension  Office,  and  I  called  the  Secretary's  attention  to  it  at  two  oi 
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e  different  times.  Sometime  after  that^  a  little  time  after  that,  he 
ressed  a  communication  to  me  directing  me  to  canse  an  examination 
investigation  into  the  Pension  Office  to  determine  to  what  extent 
US  had  been  rerated  in  violation  of  law.  As  a  basis  in  the  begin- 
I  we  had  a  memorandum  that  a  large  number  of  clerks  of  the  Pen- 
Office  had  been  rerated.  I  sent  for  the  papers  in  those  cases,  the 
',  ten  cases,  that  are  published  in  the  Secretary's  annual  report,  a 
r  ago,  I  believe.  I  found  that  in  nearly  every  one  of  those  cases  they 
l>een  rerated  in  violation  of  law  and  a  large  sum  of  money  had 
1  paid  those  parties  to  which  they  were  not  entitled  under  the  law. 
er  that  the  investigation  was  extended  through  some  thirty-odd 
iSy  and  they  were  all  found  to  be  illegal.  Then  was  appointed  this 
jnittee  of  three  persons^  who  went  through  the  Pension  Office  and 
le  this  investigation,  which  has  resulted  in  this  report  which  I  have 
^  before  me,  which  demonstrates  the  fact  that  the  evil  had  existed  to 
ivy  laitge  extent. 

!.  I  want  to  inquire  particularly  what  number  of  Pension  Office 
»loy^s  did  you  £ud  engaged  in  this  business  of  rerating? — A.  I 
lid  say^here  is  a  great  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  the  public 
o  how  many  persons  were  engaged,  as  to  these  clerks  who  were 
kted  beiug  engaged  in  the  matter.  They  were  not  engaged  in  it 
more  than  that  they  filed  their  applications  for  an  increase  of  pen- 
i.  The  men  who  were  engaged  in  it  were  the  Commissioner  of 
isions  and  a  few  persons  connected  with  the  medical  board  who 
le  the  certificates  whenever  they  were  called  for,  and  the  certificates 
e  issued  through  the  regular  divisions  there  whose  duty  it  is  to 
e  the  certificates  from  necessity.  They  simply  acted  upon  the  di- 
ion  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  when  a  case  was  allowed;  but 
^  few  persons  were  engaged  in  it. 

!.  wai  you  state  to  the  committee  what  the  course  is  in  brief  of  a 
sion  claim  through  the  Pension  Office? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  I  can. 
[r.  LiND.  Before  yon  enter  on  that  will  you  permit  me  a  question 
;hat  iK)intf 
[r.  Enlob.  Certainly. 

[r,  LiND.  Were  these  applications  for  rerating  on  the  part  of  the 
doy^s  of  the  office  taken  up  out  of  their  order  ! 
..  As  a  rule  they  were;  yes,  sir;  taken  right  up  directly  and  acted 
n. 

[r.  Enloe.  He  would  have  answered  that  question  later  when  I 
lid  have  gotten  to  it  in  consecutive  order.    My  object  in  askiilg' 
t  question  is  to  develop  the  course  of  a  pension  through  the  office, 
he  Witness.*  If  the  committee  will  simply  take  as  my  answer  the 
iplete  history  of  the  course  a  pension  application  is  compelled  to 
B,  as  published  in  Secretary  Koble's  annual  report,  that  will  give 
all  the  information  you  desire  upon  the  subject, 
[r.  Payson.  Have  you  it  in  print  among  these  papers? 
he  Witness.  I  have  not,  but  the  Secretary's  annual  report  shows 
kt  is  necessary  in  every  case.    It  shows  all  the  divisions  it  has  to  go 
>ugh  and  the  number  of  persons  who  handle  it,  and  it  is  very 
;h  more  complete  than  I  could  give  you.    It  was  prepared  for  me 
published  in  the  annual  report. 
[r.  DuNGAN,  Do  you  recollect  the  page! 

..  No;  but  you  can  not  help  finding  it,  as  it  covers  two  or  three 
es.  I  would  like  to  submit  that  aa  my  answer.  I  had  that  matter 
pared,  for  the  Secretary  and  it  gives  a  complete  history  of  what  is 
Hired  in  ^  pension  claim  to  properly  pass  it. 
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Mr.  Enlob.  Is  that  in  as  brief  and  comprehensive  a  form  as  yoa 
could  get  if  yon  stated  it  orally  to  the  committee. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  it  is.  It  was  boiled  down  expressly  and  it 
fK)ntains  the  whole  matter  very  ftiUy  and  yet  very  briefly,  and  I  will 
famish  the  committee  a  copy. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  in  the  last  report t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.  If  you  will  telephone  down  to  my  office 
you  can  get  one  in  fifteen  minutes. 

By  Mr.  Enlob. 

Q.  I  will  state,  my  object  in  asking  the  question  was  to  get  before 
the  committee  the  routine  of  the  office. — ^A.  That  will  show  it  to  yoa 
exactly. 

Q.  I  wanted  to  show  the  routine  in  regard  to  the  employ^  cases; 
it  might  show  the  bearing  on  this  point. — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  very 
much  better  answer  than  I  could  give  you,  because  it  shows  you  with- 
out any  omission  the  exact  routine  a  case  must  take. 

Q.  Are  you  sufficiently  familiar  with  the  report  here  to  furnish  in- 
formation on  these  employ^  cases  given  on  page  230 1 — ^A.  I  think  I  am. 

Q.  Without  having  to  refer  to  documents  elsewhere? — ^A,  I  think  I 
am. 

Q.  I  will  take  the  case  of  Frank  A.  Butts.  He  is  the  first  one. 
What  position  did  he  hold  in  the  office  at  the  timet — ^A.  He  was  chief 
of  a  division. 

Q.  Chief  of  what  division? — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know.  I  can  not  call 
to  mind  the  division  j  there  are  twelve  divisions  down  there  and  I  might 
make  a  mistake.    I  can  give  it  to  you,  however,  if  it  is  material. 

Q.  Now,  I  see  here  that  the  Commissioner  made  an  order  that  this 
should  be  made  a  special  forty-eight  hour  case! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  meaning  of  that  order  of  the  Commissioner? — ^A.  It 
means  that  certificates  shall  be  issued  within  forty-eight  hours  from  the 
timethey  are  taken  up. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  not  only  neatness  but  dispatch. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Does  that  give  due  time  for  deliberation  of  the  bureaus 
and  boards  in  examination  of  these  cases?  > 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  it  does. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  At  what  progress  in  the  case  would  that  order  he 
made? 

The  Witness.  When  first  called  up. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  is  "railroading,"  they  call  it? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  very  rapidly. 

Q.  You  say  that  rushing  cases  through  the  office  Snd  turning  oat 
claims  in  forty-eight  houi's  is  not  a  sufficient  time  to  consider  the  cased 
under  the  rule? — A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  became  of  Mr.  Butts;  was  he  retained  in  the  service? — 1^ 
No,  sir;  he  was  discharged. 

Q.  Was  he  discharged  simply  because  he  was  chief  of  the  division? — 
A.  He  was  discharged  because  as  chief  of  the  division  he  was  instru^ 
mental  in  facilitating  cases  for  rerating. 

Q.  Were  not  other  chiefs  of  divisions  instrumental  in  some  instanced 
in  facilitating  these  cases? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  not  they  responsible  for  hastening  them  under  that  special 
order?— A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Butts's  case  was  rerated  and  illegally  done. 

Q.  You  do  Pot  hohl  him  responsible  for  decisions  of  the  medical  board 
m  rerating  ?— A.  No,  sir.  There  were  other  things  that  entered  into  that 
C5^«e,    Not  only  things  in  cases,  but  in  complicity,  as  1  undeirstand  it^ 
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with  other  parties  who  were  engaged  in  assisting  and  encouraging  pen- 
sioners to  make  application. 

Q.  Encouraging  other  i>eople  to  make  application  for  reratingt — ^A. 
It  was  80  understood. 

Q.  Was  that  done  to  any  considerable  extent  among  the  clerks  there! 
Were  not  they  getting  the  benefit  of  that  system  pretty  liberally  in  the 
office  at  the  timet — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  they  were. 

•  Q.  Did  not  you  find  in  your  examination  a  great  many  men  who  never 
thought  of  any  rerating  were  induced  to  apply! — ^.  Yes,  su*;  a  great 
many. 

Q.  Not  by  these  only,  but  by  several  other  parties  in  this  office;  not 
these  men  alone. — ^A.  No,  sir;  there  were  a  gresit  many  of  them. 

Q.  Did  not  the  idea  seem  to  prevail  in  the  office  about  that  time  that 
the  first  thing  a  man  was  to  do  was  to  get  himself  rerated  and  have  it 
extend  back  and  take  in  the  back  pay! — A.  That  is  what  rerating 
means.  It  goes  back  to  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  Army,  25 
years  in  the  most  of  these  cases. 

Q.  Have  you  any  statement  as  to  how  much  money  was  paid  out  dur- 
ing that  time  to  these  employes  in  the  office! — ^A.  The  ten  persons 
whose  papers  were  first  examined  received  on  an  average  $1,600  apiece, 
but  a  number  of  those  had  been  rerated  before,  once  or  twice. 

Q.  So  they  could  not  go  dear  back! — A.  Mr.  Butts  was  one  of  those 
cases.  His  case  had  been  increased  or  rerated  two  or  three  times.  You 
will  find  from  his  history  there  he  had  several  iucrea.ses  of  pension. 

Mr.  Little.  He  got  that  $1,600  in  violation  of  the  law! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  several. 

By  Mr:  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  many  employes  were  rerated  at  that  time! — A.  I  think  I 
have  only  a  record  of  about  thirty-five. 

Q.  How  much  would  you  estimate  the  aggregate  amount  ot  money 
illegally  taken  from  the  Treasury  at  that  time  in  this  way  by  those 
thirty -iive! — A.  I  never  figured  it  up  and  I  could  not  tell  you.  I  as- 
sumed that  the  ton  cases  we  figured  on  was  a  fair  average. 

Q.  One  thousand  six  hundred  dollars  for  thirty-five  is  a  simple  mat- 
ter of  calculation.  You  think  that  would  be  a  fair  average! — ^A,  Yes, 
sit;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  LoTD.  Before  you  leave  this  subject  I  would  like  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion. In  order  to  get  at  just  what  was  done  I  would  like  to  ask  this 
qoestion — ^in  these  cases  which  were  rerated  by  this  railroading  facility 
^ere  the  rules  that  had  been  adopted  by  Gen.  Black  and  applied  by 
iim  violated  in  any  respect  except  as  to  the  time!  You  understand 
^hat  I  mean. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.    No,  sir;  the  whole  tiling  was  in  carrying 

<^iit  the  policy  which  they  had  Duilt  up  in  the  Pension  Office  in  viola- 

^on  of  departmental  decisions  and  in  violation  of  the  practice  of  the 

tension  Office  by  rerating  cases  in  violation  of  the  law,  and  giving 

J\*en  who  had  been  pensioned  three,  four,  five,  six,  seven,  and  eight 

times  an  increase  of  pension,  giving  them  a  final  rerating  and  carrying 

tUeir  pensions  back  to  the  date  of  their  discharge  from  the  Army.   Now, 

to  make  that  plain,  when  the  pension  law  went  into  eftect  first  the 

highest  pension  any  man  could  receive  was  J8.    If  he  had  both  legs  ofi 

or  both  eyes  out,  or  if  he  was  so  disabled  that  he  had  to  be  taken  care 

of  by  another  person  he  could  only  get  $8.    Consequently  at  that  time 

a  man  who  applied  for  a  pension  who  had  a  gunshot  wound  or  flesh 

wound  or  sometlung  of  that  kind  probably  got  $2  a  month  because  it 

8  ran* 
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was  proportionate  to  a  much  greater  disability.  If  be  bad  a  digU 
deafness  in  one  ear  be  got  $1.  ^ow,  after  a  wbile  tbe  xM^sion  Byetm. 
became  more  liberal  and  tbe  rates  were  increased  from  time  to  time. 

Mr. Payson.  Bylaw! 

The  Witness.  By  law.  A  man  starts  perhaps  at  $2  a  month.  Aicer 
awbile  bis  disabilities  have  increased  and  under  a  medical  examinatkA 
be  is  getting  say  $24  a  month.  He  bears  about  reratiog  and  bethinks 
be  was  entitled  to  $24  from  tbe  date  of  bis  discbarge  when  there  was 
no  sucb  law  and  tberefore  be  files  an  application.  We  are  getting  ap- 
plications every  day  for  reratiug  under  tbe  supposition  that  tbe  men 
are  entitled  to  $24  from  tbe  date  of  their  discharge  from  the  Army,  con- 
sequently pensioners  throughout  the  country  are  demoralized  on  this 
subject.  Th^e  is  no  question  but  that  Sec;  4698^  probibits  any 
carrying  of  a  pension  back  beyond  the  point  of  the  last  medical  exami- 
nation and  there  can  be  no  increase  of  pension  witbout  a  medical 
examination.  A  man  files  an  application  in  tbe  Bureau  and  asks  for 
an  increase  of  pension.  He  is  ordered  before  a  medical  board  consist 
ing  of  three  doctors  to  determine  what  bis  disability  is.  Wben  that 
medical  certificate  comes  back  it  is  referred  to  tbe  medical  referee  or 
medical  board  to  examine  into  the  degree  and  description  of  the  dis- 
ability in  order  to  ascertain  wbetber  or  not  the  man  is  entitled  to  an 
increase.  If  he  is  entitled  to  it  bis  pension  is  increased  and  should 
date  from  tbe  medical  examination  bad  to  determine  that  be  is  entitled 
to  it.  This  rerating  process  went  clear  back  to  tbe  date  of  discharge 
and  gave  bim  tbe  increase  from  tbe  time  of  bis  discbarge.  Perhaps  a 
man  starts  at  $2  from  1864  and  has  been  given  every  increase  under 
the  law  up  to  the  present  day,  perhaps  stopping  at  $30  a  •month,  wliich 
is  the  largest  pension  allowed  to  a  man  who  is  not  able  to  perform  any 
manual  labor.  He  may  be  serving  as  a  chief  in  tbe  Pension  Office,  bat 
not  able  to  perform  manual  labor. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Before  leaving  that  let  me  inquire  bere  please;  under  what  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  was  that  practice  adopted! — A.  Tbis  book  shows 
it  commenced  under  Commissioner  Black.  Here  are  many  forty-dght 
hour  cases  in  this  book  granted  by  Gen.  Black. 

Q.  Then  after  Oen.  Black  went  out  of  office  be  was  succeeded  by 
Commissioner  Tanner;  and  the  practice  instituted  by  Gen.  Black  was 
followed  by  bim  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  I  recollect  Secretary  Noble's  testimony  you  bave  a  record  rf 
some  1,700  of  such  cases  under  Gen.  Black  and  some  1,300  under  Mr. 
Tanner's  administration.  This  practice  was  stopped  by  tbe  investiga- 
tion and  nothing  of  that  kind  has  occurred  under  the  present  adminis- 
tration of  the  Pension  Office? — A.  I  defy  any  man  to  show  me  a  case 
of  rerating  in  violation  of  the  law  under  Gen.  Baum's  administratioo. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  That  makes  3,000  cases?— A.  WeU,  that  is,  3,000  cases  were  ex- 
amined. Probably  there  are  a  great  many  more  cases.  We  only  ex- 
amined in  a  small  period  of  time. 

Q.  You  estimate  that  $1,600  would  apply  to  these  3,000  cases!— A. 
V  ery  largely. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Mr.  Secretary,  have  you  made  any  approximate  estimate  of  what 
the  oxpennes  of  that  business  would  have  been  to  this  Government  if  it 
bad  been  earned  through  the  Pension  Office  with  tb©  ^pplicatioaa 
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6l.  I  made  some  fibres  and  I  think  it  wonid  have  cost  the 
lent  about  9800^000,000  to  have  rerated  all  the  pensioners  oil 
ion  roll. 

Wy  in  regard  to  the  forty-eight-hoar  business,  will  you  explain, 
etary,  and  detail  it  so  the  committee  may  understand  exactly 
^  pursued  in  relation  to  the  forty-eight  cases.  Take  the  case 
1^  with  which  I  am  familiar,  and  I  tlunk  you  are. — A.  That  is 
in  this  book.  Mr.  Powell  arrived  in  Washington  some  time 
L,  1889,  and  filed  an  application  in  the  Pension  Office  on  the 
[arch,  1889.  That  application  was  on  a  piece  of  type  written 
►mething  like  this  (exhibiting).  It  was  never  filed.  There  is 
)  mark  on  it  at  all.  Gen.  Black  took  the  paper  and  wrote  on 
pencil  ^^Dr.  Campbell,  J.  0.  B."  and  he  carried  that  in  to  Dr. 

lo  was  Dr.  Campbell  t — ^A.  The  medical  referee  of  the  Bureau, 
no  right  to  examine  him,  the  examination  should  have  been 
the  medical  board.  Dr.  Campbell,  the  same  day,  made  a  certi- 
which  he  said  he  had  examined  this  pensioner  who  had  been 
d  at  one-quarter  for  a  nonsi>ecified  disability,  and  he  did  not 
lything  about  the  case  except  what  was  told  him  by  the 
r.  It  is,  '^pension  should  be  total,''  in  those  words.  Commis- 
lack  on  the  same  day  approved  it  for  rerating  and  on  the  2oth, 
fT^eight  hours  after  it  had  been  filed,  his  pension  certificate  was 
to  him  at  $30  a  month  from  discharge, 
ring  him  how  much  money  t — A.  He  was  paid  $6,500  or  there- 

L  it  come  to  your  knowledge,  Mr.  Secretary,  in  such  a  way  that 
Id  feel  at  liberty  to  testify  as  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  application ;  how  he  happened  to  make  application  for 
rn  in  the  hotel  office t — ^A.  This  report  of  this  case  shows  that 
examined  in  1875  by  a  medical  board  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
one-quarter,  gunshot  wound  right  shoulder.  He  was  agsiin 
1  by  a  medical  board  in  1877  and  rated  at  one  quarter.  He 
i  other  application  from  1877  until  1889,  when  he  was  here  in 
>f  Washington,  twelve  years.  I  could  not  answer  that  question 
>  give  you  what  was  mere  rumor. 

lat  was  currently  reported t — ^A.  I  could  not  tell  you  anything 
at. 

iLOE.  Unless  you  have  Gen.  Bussey  tell  us  in  relation  to  van- 
^  in  which  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  presumption. 
LYSON.  I  know  what  the  report  was  at  that  time. 
fLOE.  Well,  you  need  not  state  it. 
[JNGAN.  Did  you  give  his  namet 
''ITNESS.  W.  H.  PoweU. 

f  Mr.  Enloe  : 

to  the  forty-eight  hour  cases,  in  speaking  of  rerating,  you  say 
;  practice  originated  under  Gen.  Black's  administration t — ^A. 
There  is  a  number  of  cases  of  rerating  in  forty  eight  hours 
m.  Black. 

lat  number  of  the  forty-eight  hour  cases  did  you  find  under 
Mik's  administration  compared  with  what  you  found  under 
ioner  Tannert — A.  Well,  I  could  not  tell  you. 
I  not  you  find  that  the  evil  had  very  greatly  increased  under 
ler's  administration  and  was  a  growing  onet — ^A.  Yes^  sirj  J 
ig  to  cicUait  it  was  growing  with  great  rapidity. 
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Q.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  Oommissioner  introdnoedit, 
it  was  a  bad  practice. — ^A.  It  was  a  very  bad  practice. 

Mr.  Little.  And  contrary  to  law! 

Tlie  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  contrary  to  and  a  violation  of  the  law.  If 
we  can  set  aside  one  section  of  the  law  we  can  set  aside  all  of  it 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  many  chiefs  of  division  and  medical  examiners  and  medical 
referees,  if  any,  do  you  believe  engaged  in  this  business  that  you  thought 
wa«  culpable  enough  to  justify  their  discharge t — A.  Well,  there  were 
several.  There  were  three  medical  officers  turned  out  one  day  who 
were  instrumental  in  giving  these  certificates. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  turned  out  all  the  men  in  the  office  there  who 
should  have  been  turned  out  for  participating  in  it! — A.  Well,  it  was 
impossible  to  make  a  complete  investigation  with  the  duties  that  de- 
volved on  the  office  at  that  time  and  devolved  upon  me  at  that  time. 

Q.  There  are  a  number  of  those  employes  still  there! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
there  are  quite  a  number  of  parties  there,  but  as  I  said  investigation 
showed  many  of  those  had  put  in  a  claim  for  rerating,  but  they  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  reratiug  of  their  own  cases,  and  they 
could  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it  from  the  position  they  occupied. 
They  had  no  influence. 

Q,  Did  it  not  become  apparent  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  alac- 
rity and  interest  all  through  the  office  in  regard  to  the  matter  of 
reratiug;  a  sort  of  expectancy  on  every  man's  part  that  his  time  was 
coming! — A.  1  have  no  doubt  there  was  that  feeling. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  it  would  have  been  a  good  administrative  refon 
to  have  turned  every  man  out  who  had  anything  to  do  with  that!— A. 
1  think  they  did  turn  out  the  men  who  were  instrumental  in  doing  it 

Q.  You  mean  the  men  who  were  mostly  responsible  for  it! — A.  Yes, 
sir.  I  will  say  this,  if  there  were  men  in  the  office  badly  crippled,  with 
a  leg  or  an  arm  ofl',  or  something  of  that  kind,  who  had  been  rerated 
on  a  simple  application,  on  a  simple  request  to  be  rerated,  when  he 
himself  did  not  occupy  a  position  where  he  could  facilitate  the  reratiDg 
in  any  way  at  all,  but  where  they  had  made  an  application  as  anyhody 
else,  it  was  a  question  whether  you  would  turn  that  old  soldier  oat  in 
the  cold,  and  1  think  you  would  inquire  whether  he  was  the  respoDsi- 
ble  party;  and  the  investigation  showed  that  in  many  of  these  cases 
men  who  wore  rerated  were  simply  clerks  who  never  had  facilitated 
their  own  rerating,  and  therefore  they  were  not  turned  out.  Some  of 
them  were  turned  out  and  afterwards  got  back  after  they  had  been 
turned  out.  What  I  want  to  say  is  this,  that  when  Commissioner  Raum 
assumed  the  duties  ot  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  that  he  coincided  fully 
with  the  attitude  of  the  Department  with  regard  to  this  question,  and 
we  have  heard  nothing  more  of  any  case  rerated  in  violation  of  law. 

Q.  You  say  that  there  has  not  been  any  case  of  improper  rerating  in 
the  Pension  Office  under  Commissioner  liaum? — ^A.  !N^ot  one  has  come 
to  my  notice. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  do  you,  whether  that  is 
60  or  not! — A.  We  have  a  record  made  from  the  Commissioner's  boolcs, 
and  whenever  any  large  amount  is  involved,  any  amounts  that  seem^ 
all  unusual,  the  papers  are  sent  for  and  examined,  and  I  have  never  foand 
one  case  rerated  in  violation  of  law.  As  the  Secretary  said  the  other 
day,  that  is  our  present  knowledge  in  regard  to  rerating. 

Q,  Are  you  willing  to  say  that  there  has  never  been  any  departure 
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tlielaw,  granting  pensions  in  violation  of  the  law  t — ^A.  It  has  not 
to  my  notice;  certainly  if  it  had  I  would  have  corrected  it. 
I  want  to  hjiow  what  you  know  about  it! — A.  I  do  not  know  about 
bave  tried  to  execute  the  law  to  the  letter,  and  if  any  violation  had 
to  my  notice,  I  would  have  taken  notice  of  it  and  corrected  it. 
.  DuNGAN.  You  don't  mean  that  you  drew  any  fine  distinctions  t 
No,  sir;  I  don't  draw  any  distinctions;  the  humblest  man  in  this 
Ty  would  get  his  matter  considered  if  it  came  to  me. 
.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  recovered  any  part  of  this  money  t 
Ko,  sir. 

You  heard  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  on  that  point! — A.  Yes, 
md  I  desire  to  say  this:  The  Secretary  directed  me  to  prepare 
plan,  to  formulate  some  plan,  for  the  recovery  of  this  money,  and 
pared  a  basis  for  the  recovery  of  a  good  deal  of  the  money  that 
yeen  paid  out,  and  I  took  the  plan  to  the  Secretary,  and  he  referred 
the  Assistant  Attorney-General,  who  furnished  us  with  an  elabo- 
jecision,  a  copy  of  which  you  received,  in  which  it  was  declared 
there  was  no  power,  no  law,  by  which  you  could  stop  a  pension  or 
er  a  pension  that  has  been  paid  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
)lation  of  the  law,  if  he  knew  what  he  was  doing  at  the  time  he 
t.  If  a  clerical  enor  has  been  made — that  is,  when  you  give  a  man 
rhen  you  should  have  given  him  $6,  if  the  papers  show  it  was  a 
tal  eri'or,  you  can  prevent  that  and  recover  by  stopping  the  pay; 
f  the  OommissioDcr  says  it  is  properly  adjudicated,  and  if  he  does 
a  man  a  pension  to  which  he  is  not  entitled  to,  or  if  he  sets  aside 
3n  4698^  and  rerates  his  pension  for  twenty- five  years  and  says  he 
titled  to  this  rerating,  that  is  the  official  act  of  the  Commissioner 
tnsions,  and  there  is  no  power  by  which  you  can  stop  that  pension. 
Nor  collect  the  amount? — A.  No,  sir;  if  a  man  is  a  defaulter  to 
rovemment,  or  owes  the  Government  a  large  amount  of  money  for 
)ther  purpose,  you  can  not  stop  his  pension  to  reimburse  the  Gov- 
ent. 

You  mean  you  can  take  any  part  of  itt — A.  No,  sir;  no  power  by 
h  you  can  recover  any  portion  of  what  he  owes;  that  is  regarded 
e  official  acts  of  a  man  who  has  the  right  to  do  the  act,  and  if  ho 
nolated  the  law  the  pensioner  can  not  be  held. 
So  that  with  the  acts  of  Mr.  Tanner  there  is  nothing  in  regard  to 
matter  that  can  be  done! — A.  No,  We  got  the  opinion  of  the 
stant  Attorney-General,  and  that  is  being  copied. 
le  following  is  a  copy  of  the  opinions  of  the  Assistant  Attomey- 
sral,  referred  to  by  the  witness: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

fVaskingtonf  July  15,  1889. 
Secrbtart  of  the  Interior: 

t :  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  reference  of  certain  papers  relating  to  the  reral  ing  and 

ase  of  the  peusiuus  of  certain  employ^  of  the  Barean  of  Pensious  in  this  De- 

nenc. 

lODg  the  papers  is  a  letter  marked  "uaofficial/'  addressed  to  yon,  as  it  appears, 

le  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  under  date  of  the  11th  instant. 

that  letter  certain  positions  are  taken  which  lead  you  to  ask  an  opinion  on  the 

ff  JDg  points : 

"Whether  the  power  claimed  hy  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  exists  in  the de- 

claimid. 

.  Whether  the  Secretary  has  not  a  power  to  take  direction  in  cases  where  abuses 

eveloped  in  cases  of  this  nature,  to  bis  own  knowledge. 

.  Whether  when  an  illegal  payment  has  been  made,  even  upon  approval  of  the 

iiissioner,  the  same  becomes  'arrears'  or  falls  within  the  spirit  of  the  statute 

ibiting  a  stoppage  of  pensions  to  pay  arrears.^' 
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I  have  c&refnlly  considered  the  qaeations  thns  saggested,  and  present  the  folloiriiig 
as  my  conclasions: 

The  position  taken  by  the  Comniissioner  seems  in  substance  to  be  that  the  SeeitUrj 
of  the  Interior  can  review  his  action  in  any  given  pension  claim  only  by  waj  of  ap- 
peal ;  that  '*if,  for  any  reason,  it  be  held  that  the  claimant  has  been  granted  too 
much  pension,  the  Commissioner  himself  is  the  only  person  who  has  the  powertoeall 
a  halt  and  redoce  the  pension." 

ThiH,  if  I  understand  the  Isnguage  used,  is  equivalent  to  saying  that  while  the  See- 
retsry  has  appellate  J  orlsdiction,  he  is  without  authority  or  power,  except  by  way  of 
appeal,  to  act  or  to  give  directions  in  any  pension  claim.  The  Commissioner  Um 
his  view  on  the  provisions  of  Sec.  3  of  the  act  of  June  21,  1879  (21  Stat,  30),  reiding 
as  follows : 

'*That  sections  forty-seven  hundred  and  seventy-one,  forty-seven  hnndred  iod 
seventy-two,  and  forty-seven  hnndred  and  seventy-three  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
the  United  States,  providing  for  biennial  examinations  of  pensioners,  are  herebjre- 

Sealed :  Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall  hare  the  same  )K)wer  m 
eretofore  to  order  special  examinations  whenever,  in  his  Judgment,  the  same  nujbe 
necessary,  and  to  increase  or  reduce  the  pension  according  to  right  and  justice;  bot 
in  no  case  shall  a  pension  be  withdrawn  or  reduced  except  upon  notice  to  the  pen- 
siofier  and  a  hearing  upon  sworn  testimony,  except  as  to  the  certificate  of  the  exam- 
ining snrgeon." 

Tins  provision  of  law  gives  the  Commissioner,  as  to  certain  matters,  ineladingtbe 
increasing  and  reducing  of  pensions,  **  the  same  power  as  heretofore,''  and  sacn  in- 
crease or  reduction  must  be  '<  according  to  right  and  Justice."  To  ascertain  what  if 
meant  by  '*  the  same  power  as  heretofore,"  resort  must  be  had  to  previous  legieUtioa 
relative  to  the  power  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  snob  legislatioD  omst  1m 
considered  in  pari  materia  with  the  law  above  quoted.  Sec.  437,  Revised  Statotei, 
provides  that — 

**  There  shall  be  at  the  seat  of  Government  an  executive  department  to  be  known, 
as  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  a  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  shall  be  fte 
head  thereof.'* 

Section  161,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that — 

''The  head  of  each  Department  is  authorized  to  prescribe  regnlations,  notineM- 
Histent  with  law,  for  the  government  of  his  Department,  the  conduct  of  itsoffiess 
and  clerks,  the  distribution  and  performance  of  its  business^  and  the  custody  up 
and  preservation  of  the  records,  papers,  and  property  appertaining  to  It.^ 

Section  441,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that — 

"The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  charged  with  the  supervision  of  public  boaoea 
relating  to  the  following  subjects :    •    •    •    Pension  and  bounty  lands."    *    *  ' 

Section  470,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that — 

**  There  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  a  Commissioner  of  Pensioiia,  wbo 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,"  etc. 

Section  471,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that— 

''The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall  perform,  under  the  direction  of  the  Seereteri^ 
the  Interiorf  such  duties  in  the  execution  of  the  various  pension  and  bonnty-laodlsvi 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President." 

These  provisions  of  law  clearly  show  the  supervisory  authority  of  the  Seorstsry  of 
the  Interior  over  the  ofificial  acts  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  the  wordi 
"the  Commissioner  o^ Pensions  shall  have  the  same  power  as  heretofore,"  as  uied  in 
the  act  of  June  21,  1879,  must  refer  to  the  powers  conferred  by  the  sections  of  tbeR^ 
vised  Statutes,  above  quoted.  That  is,  he  has  the  power  to  do  what  the  law  directs 
or  authorizes,  "  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,"  and  the  Secre- 
tary is  charged  by  law  "  with  the  supervision  of  public  business  relating  to  pen- 


sious." 


This  is  the  letter  of  the  law.    It  is  in  the  very  nature  of  things  reasonable,  and 
"reason  is  the  soul  of  the  law." 

This  supervisory  and  directory  authority  in  the  Secretary  is  repeAtedly  recognised 
specitically  in  the  pension  laws. 

Section  47^6,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that— 

"  The  Sicretafj^  of  the  Interior  is  directed  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,"  etc 

Section  4739,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that— 

'*  Before  the  name  of  any  person  is  placed  upon  the  pension  roll  under  the  three  pw- 
ceding  sections  proof  shall  be  made,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  /•• 
terior  may  prescribe,  that  the  applicant  is  entitlea  to  a  pension  under  the  proviaioo* 
of  the  sections  herein  cited,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  cause  to  be 
stricken  from  the  pension  roll  the  name  of  any  person  whenever  it  appears,  by  proof 
satisfactory,  that  such  name  was  put  upon  such  roll  through  Calee  or  fraudulent  rep- 
resentations." 

Sjm*  also  sections  476:i  and  4767,  which  give  the  Secretary  directory  authority  eren 
in  such  details  as  the  identification  of  pensioners,  the  preparation  of  blanks  i^ 
Touchers,  etc. 


dre  is  notbiDj;  in  the  act  which  alters  the  relation  between  the  two  officers 
cretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office)  as 
ise  established/'  etc. 
8  the  syllabns  of  the  decision  states  it — 

Q  right  of  review  of  the  official  acts  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
conferred  opon  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  general  laws,  isxteuds  to  acta 
Commissioner  under  the  act  of  March  5,  1872,  directing  him  to  receive  and 
le  selections  of  swamp  lands  in  luwa,  and  allow  or  disallow  the  same.'' 
ilso  Magwirev.  Tyler  (1  Black,  195)  ;  Snyder  v.  Sickles  (98  U.  S.,  203).  Also 
Q  of  my  predecessor,  Secretary  Lamar,  in  the  case  of  Pneblo  of  San  Francisco 
>.,  494). 

bermore,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  his  letter  recognizes  the  right  of 
from  him  to  th*)  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Now  there  is  no  direct  statutory 
on  for  appeal  in  pension  cases.  The  right  grows  ont  of  the  fact  that  under 
'  the  Secretary  has  snpervisory  anthority  over  the  official  acts  of  the  Commis- 
If  he  can  exercise  that  authority  on  appeal,  then  also  may  he  exercise  it  in 
ber  mode  in  his  discretion  suitable  to  the  end  in  view.  Butt-erworth  v.  Hoe 
8.f  top  p.  58). 

be  reasons  given  I  am  of  the  opinion,  in  reply  to  your  first  question,  that  the 
claimed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  does  not  exist  to  the  degree 
i. 

iHme  reasons  lead  me  to  the  conclusion,  in  reply  to  your  second  point  of  in- 
that  the  Secretary  has  the  power  to  take  direction  when  to  his  knowledge 
are  developed  in  cases  of  the  nature  which  called  out  the  inquiry.  If,  how- 
bat  direction  looks  to  the  reduction  or  stopping  of  a  pension,  tinal  action  ad- 
o  the  pensioner  should  not  be  hod  without  previons  notice  to  him  and  an  op- 
ity  to  be  heard.  This  is  required  by  ihe  act  of  June  21,  1879  (herein  quoted 
which  provides  among  other  things: 

t  in  no  case  shall  a  pension  be  withdrawn  or  reduced  except  upon  notice  to 
isiouer  and  a  hearing  upon  sworn  testimony,  except  as  to  the  certiOcat«  of  the 
ling  surgeon.'' 

third  point  in  your  inquiry  is  whether  when  an  illegal  payment  has  been  made, 
pon  approval  of  the  CommiKsioner,  the  sum  becomes  ''arrears"  or  falls  within 
rit  of  th<^  statute  prohibiting  a  stoppage  of  pension  to  pay  arrears, 
ion  4734,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that — 

e  provisions  of  law  which  allow  the  withholding  of  the  compensation  of  any 
who  is  in  arrears  shall  not  be  construed  to  authorize  the  pension  of  any  pen- 
of  fhe  United  States  to  be  withheld." 

i  section  is  a  reproduction  in  eitect  of  the  act  of  May  20,  1836  (5  Stat.,  31), 
act  referred  back  to  the  act  of  January  25,  lb28  (4  Stat.,  246),  entitled  **An 
nrevAnt  He.fA In a1  inn n  nn  thn  nart  nf  IhA  HifihiirMtnor  ntrAntji  nf  thn  OovArnment. 
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It  does  not  in  terms,  nor  do  I  tbink  in  spirit,  include  a  case  where  tbere  has  fhroogb 
raad  or  mistake  been  an  excessiye  payment  of  pension. 

Section  4747,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  tbat-- 

**  No  sniii  of  money  doe,  or  to  become  dne,  to  any  pensioner  shall  be  liable  toit> 
tacbment,  levy,  or  seizure  by  or  under  any  legid  or  equitable  process  whstever, 
wbetfasr  the  same  remains  with  the  Pension  Office  or  any  officer  or  agent  ibereof  or 
is  in  course  of  transmission  to  the  pensioner  entitled  thereto,  bnt  shall  iuure  wlkoUj 
to  the  benefit  of  such  pensioner." 

Section  4718,  Revised  Statutes,  provides,  among  other  things,  that  in  csseof  tbe 
death  of  a  pensioner  tbe  accruing  pension  due  to  the  date  of  death  '^  sball  not  be  cod- 
sidered  as  a  part  of  the  assets  of  the  estate  of  the  deceased,  nor  liable  to  be  applied 
to  the  payment  of  the  debts  of  said  estate  in  any  case  whatever,  but  shall  inare  to 
the  sole  and  exclusive  benefit  of  tbe  widow  or  cbildren." 

All  these  provisions  of  law  clearly  relate  to  pension  allowed  or  dne  under  and  io 
accordance  with  law,  and  do  not  cover  money  paid  and  received  as  pension  in  pluin 
violation  of  law  and  through  fraud  or  mistake.  For  mouey  so  received  the  Govern- 
ment  may,  in  my  Judgment,  reimburse  itself  by  withholding  pension  until  the  amoont 
overpaid  is  made  good. 

The  Department  has  repeatedly  ruled  to  this  effect. 

In  the  case  of  Sarah  E.  Brooker,Vlecided  by  Secretary  Cox,  May  11,1869  (Vol. 6, p. 
477,  of  Pension  Records),  it  was  held  that,  where  a  widow  was  erroneously  paid  pen- 
aion  from  the  date  of  her  husband's  discharge  instead  of  from  the  date  of  his  death, 
and  thereby  received  nearly  four  years'  pension  to  which  be  was  not  entitled,  apoo 
the  facts,  future  pension  should  be  withheld  from  her  until  the  Government  bad 
been  reimbursed  for  tbe  amount  thus  overpaid.  See  also  tbe  case  of  James  Mom, 
decided  by  Secretary  Kirk  wood,  January  24, 1882  (Pension  Record,  Vol.  9,  p.  110;  di- 
gest of  Pension  Laws,  1H85,  p.  363),  and  decieion  of  October  29, 1^51 ,  rendered  by  Sec- 
retary Stuart  in  tbe  case  of  Prudence  Clark  (Mayo  &  Moultou  Pension  snd  fiooDtj 
Lands,  p.  517),  and  decision  by  Secretary  Eirkwood,  dated  February  6, 1882,  in  esse  of 
Lovell  Pordy  (Pension  Record  No.  9,  p.  134). 

Attorney-General  Taney,  in  an  opinion  rendered  October  14,  1832  (2  Op.,  532),  in 
tbe  case  of  Sophia  Gardner,  held  on  the  facts  in  the  case  that  pension  money  dae  ber 
could  not  be  withheld  as  a  setoff  to  recover  money  which,  under  decision  of  the 
officers  bavins  charge  of  the  adiudication  of  many  pension  claims,  had  been  wrongly 
paid  under  a  former  erroneous  adjudication.  In  that  case  two  Attorneys-General  (Mr. 
Wirt  and  Mr.  Berrien)  had  expressed  different  opinions  as  to  her  right  under  the  liv 
to  tbe  pension  held  as  above  to  have  been  wrongly  paid.  Attorney-General  Tsney 
held,  on  these  facts,  that  the  adjudication  made  was  bindins:  upon  the  Govern  ment, 
and  that  there  was  no  debt  from  Mrs.  Gardner  to  the  United  States.  He  said,  how- 
ever, that  **  the  case  would  be  different  if  any  mistake  of  fact  bad  been  committed  or 
tbe  Government  imposed  upon  by  false  testimony.'' 

Attorney -General  Legar^,  in  an  opinion  rendered  by  him  July  2, 1842  (4  Op»  7D), 
in  the  case  of  James  Palmer,  was  very  pronounced  in  the  view  that,  in  all  ossn  of 
mistake  of  fact,  deduction  ought  to  be  made  from  accruing  pension  as  a  set-off  to 
make  good  overpaymeuts  wrongly  made  as  a  result  of  mistake.  His  conclusion  in 
general  is  that,  at  common  law,  pensions  are  liable  to  set-off.  and  thai  the  act  of 
May  20,  1836  (cited  on  page  8  hereof  and  now  substantially  embodied  in  section  4734 
R.  S.),  which  changes  the  common  law  rale  in  certain  cases,  is  not  applicable  to  pen- 
sion when  overpayments  have,  by  mistake,  been  made.  The  act  of  1H36,  be  say«, 
''only  applies  to  dedications  in  disbursing  officers,  and  can  by  no  fair  construction 
be  made  to  affect  a  settlement  in  such  an  account,"  that  is,  in  a  pension  aoooont 
where  pension  has  been  mistakenly  paid.  That,  he  says,  "involves  merely  an  ad- 
justment on  correct  principles  of  the  very  account  in  which  the  claim  of  the  pen- 
sioner arises."  He,  in  his  opinion,  refers  to  a  dijferent  view  as  having  been  ezprewed 
by  Mr.  Butler  when  acting  as  Secretary  of  War,  and  dissents  therefrom,  giving  hit 
reasons,  which  to  uie  seem  sound.  The  opinion  of  Mr.  Butler,  to  which  1  presonie 
the  reference  above  was  made,  may  be  found  in  Mayo  and  Monlton's  Pension  and 
Bounty  Lands,  p.  516. 

As  a  conclusion  on  the  entire  matter  as  presented,  to  your  first  inquiry  I  answer 
no;  to  your  second,  yes;  and  to  your  third,  no. 
Very  respeotfuUy, 

Geo.  H.  8hiisld8| 
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Dkfartmbnt  of  the  Interior, 

OVFICE  OF  TUK  ASSISTANT  ATTOUNKY-GkNKRAL, 

WaBhingtonf  December  3, 1889. 

The  SXCRSTART  OF  THE  INTERIOR : 

Sir:  Pursaant  to  yoorreqaest  that  I  examine  tbe  oCBcial  opinions  and  decision! 
which  have  from  time  to  time  been  rendered  on  the  qnestion  of  the  right  of  the 
Government  to  recover,  by  set-off  or  otherwise,  pension  money  which  has  been 
wrongly  paid,  and  that  I  give  my  opinion  as  to  the  extent  or  scope  of  yoar  authority 
under  the  law  in  the  din-i  Hon  saggested,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following : 
In  the  order  of  time,  your  attention  is  first  invited  to  an  opinion  rendered  as  long 
aigo  as  October  ;24, 1H32,  by  Attorney-General  Tanoy  (2  Op.,  532),  and,  in  order  that 
tbe  faets  in  the  case  then  under  consideration,  as  well  as  the  conclusion  of  law,  may 
l>e  before  yon,  the  opinion  will  here  be  quoted  in  full.  It  was  rendered  in  the  case 
of  Sophia  Gainer,  a  pensioner,  as  the  widow  of  John  M.  Gardner,  a  soldier  of  the 
war  of  1812,  and  reads  as  follows: 

'^It  appears  from  the  papers  before  me  that  John  M.  Gardner,  who  was  a  master 
commandant  in  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  died  shortly  after  tbe  closciof  the  war, 
of  a  disease  contracted  during  the  war;  and  that  his  widow,  Sophia  Gardner,  was 
placed  on  the  pension  list  by  the  commissioners  of  the  Nuvy  pension  fund,  under  the 
act  of  1817.    Under  this  law  she  was  clearly  entitled  to  the  pension.    Her  certificate 
was  afterwards  renewed,  and  the  pension  continued  to  her  under  the  acts  of  IblU  and 
18:24.     The  act  of  1828,  which  continued  the  Navy  pensions  for  five  years  longer,  gives 
pensions  t-e  the  widows  of  persons  who  were  killed  in  battle  or  died  in  service  *  dur- 
ing the  last  war; '  and  under  this  act  it  was  decided  by  the  commissioners  of  the 
Navy  fnnd  that  the  case  of  Mrs.  Gardner  was  not  embraced  by  its  provisioni,  and  she 
was  dropped  from  the  roll.    The  language  of  the  acts  of  1819  and  1824,  before  men- 
tionedy  is  the  same  in  effect  with  that  of  1828  in  this  respect,  and  gives  the  pension  to 
those  who  were  killed  in  battle  or  died  in  service  *  during  the  last  war.'    And  if  the 
constrnction  placed  on  the  act  of  1828  was  the  true  one,  then  the  pension  of  Mrs. 
Gardner  onght  not  to  have  been  continued  under  the  acts  of  1819  and  1824. 

*'  It  is  unnecessary  in  this  case  to  decide  whether  the  constrnction  given  to  the  act 
of  1828  was  the  true  one  or  not.  I  find,  on  examination,  that  Mr.  Wirt  and  Mr.  Bor« 
no  differed  in  opinion  on  this  point.  But,  assuming  that  the  opinion  given  by  Mr. 
Wirt  is  the  corect  interpretation  of  the  law,  and  that  the  pension  of  Mrs  Garduet 
ought  not  to  have  been  continued  under  the  acts  of  1819  aud  1624,  it  does  not  follow 
that  she  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  debtor  to  the  Government  for  the  amount  received 
under  those  two  acts.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  that,  inasmuch  as  the  tribunal  to 
whom  the  construction  of  these  laws  was  confided  by  the  Government,  decided  that 
Mrs.  Gardner  was  embraced  by  their  provisions,  and  the  pension  was  paid  to  her  un- 
der that  decision,  she  is  entitled  to  hold  the  money.  The  interpretation  then  given 
by  the  competent  authority  having  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  subject,  can  not  now  be  revised 
or  reversed  by  their  successors  in  the  same  office  so  as  to  affect  the  rights  of  those  who 
have  received  pensions,  although  the  construction  then  given  should  now  be  deemed 
erroneous.  The  case  would  be  different  if  any  mistake  of  fact  had  been  committed, 
or  the  Government  imposed  on  by  false  testimony. 

**  The  act  of  the  last  session  of  Congress  in  relation  to  these  pensions,  conforms,  in 
its  language,  to  the  act  of  1817 ;  and  Mrs.  Gardner  is  entitled  to  a  pension  under  this 
law.  Being  so  entitled,  she  has,  in  my  opinion,  the  right  to  receive  her  pension ;  and 
the  money  which  was  paid  to  her  under  the  laws  of  1819  and  1824  can  not  be  set  off 
against  it.  She  is  not  debtor  to  the  pnblic  for  what  she  has  before  received  under 
the  decision  of  the  tribunal  established  by  the  Government  to  decide  on  her  rights ; 
and  that  sum  can  not,  therefore,  be  retained  as  a  set-off  against  the  money  which, 
nnder  the  late  law,  is  due  to  her  from  the  public." 

In  1842  (July  2)  Attorney- General  Legare  rendered  an  opinion  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  in  relation  to  the  adjustment  of  overpayment  of  pensions,  the  question  having 
been  raised  in  the  case  of  James  Palmer,  a  pensioner.  The  opinion  does  not  set  out 
in  detail  the  facts  in  the  case,  but  it  says  enough  to  indicate  that  the  pension  money 
n  question  had  been  paid  out  on  a  mistake  of  fact,  aud  the  Attorney-General  thought 
that  nnder  the  circumstances  the  pension  might  be  withheld  as  a  set-off  against  the 
overpayment.  The  opinion  of  Attorney-General  Legare  (4  Op.,  70),  in  full,  reads  as 
follows : 

'*  In  tbe  matter  of  James  Palmer's  pension,  considered  as  a  matter  unprejudiced  by 
prevtoas  decisions  in  this  office  or  in  yours,  I  should  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  de- 
duction onght  to  be  made.  In  all  cases  of  mistake  of  fact,  there  is  a  oondiotio  indebiii 
even  in  favor  of  an  individual,  much  more  of  a  government^  which  is,  on  strict  prin- 
ciples, not  estopped  even  by  a  iudgment  of  a  court  in  case  of  subsequently  discovered 
evidence.  I  do  not  conceive  there  would  be,  on  general  principles,  any  objections  to 
setting  off  a  demand  of  the  Government  against  a  pensioner  arising  out  of  a  separate 
eanse.  (See  Pridy  vs.  Rose,  3  Mer.,  84,  especially  at  p  104.)  But  the  statute  of  1836 
(20th  May)  has,  as  far  as  it  goes,  certainly  altered  the  law  in  this  respect.    The  case 
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here,  however,  is  not  a  defalcation  in  a  disbaninj!^  offlcer,  or  even  a  eollatenl  di 
maud.    It  involves  merely  an  adjustment,  on  correct  principles,  of  the  very  aceooDt 
on  which  the  claim  of  the  pensioner  arises.    If  he  have  l>een  paid  already  by  utiei* 
pation,  what  equity  is  there  in  the  present  demand  f    How  can  he  keep  whst  is 
enough  to  pay  his  whole  claim,  and  yet  insist  on  havins  more? 

*^  Tbas  stands  the  case  between  him,  a  creditor,  and  the  Government  as  debtor. 
But  there  is  another  view  of  the  snbiect,  and  that  is  the  one  taken  by  the  aothonof 
the  above  cited  law  of  1836,  and  by  Mr.  Butler,  when  acting  as  Secretary  of  War.  It 
is  this:  Pensions  are  given  to  maintain  decently  a  person  entitled  to  pablic  boootj 
for  past  service,  and  have  no  reference  whatever  to  any  present  relation  betweeo 
Governmeut  and  the  beneficiaries.  This  is  plausible,  and  tb^  act  of  1836  certtiuly 
gives  It  countenance.  Bat  I  can  not  accede  to  the  general  principle.  I  have  cited 
authority  to  show  that  pensions  at  common  law  are  liable  to  set-off.  Beyond  the 
scope  of  the  except iou  in  the  act  of  1^36  the  common  law  is  still  unchanged,  fiot 
that  statute  only  applies  to  the  defalcations  in  disbursing  officers,  and  can  by  do  fair 
construction  be  made  to  affect  a  settlement  in  such  an  account.  Suppose  the  peo- 
siouer  to  have  invested,  and  still  to  possess,  the  overplus  paid  him,  can  he  coutcieD- 
tiously  keep  it  7  The  maxim  is  universal,  neminem  alieno  damno  ditiorem  etM.  &c. 
Still,  if  Mr.  Butler's  opinion  has  been  acted  on  and  has  grown  into  settled  pnetiee, 
I  would  not  advise  you  to  disturb  it  now^" 

It  will  be  observed  that  notwithstanding  Mr.  Legare's  opinion  in  favor  of  set-off  to 
correct  a  mistake  of  fact,  he,  in  deference  to  a  ditt'ereut  opinion  which  had  beeo  r<fD< 
dered  by  Mr.  Attorney-General  Butler,  when  acting  as  Secretary  of  War,  advised  that 
if  said  opinion  had  been  acted  upon  and  had  grown  into  settled  practice  he  would  oot 
advise  that  it  be  disturbed. 

The  opinion  of  Mr.  Butler,  to  which  I  assume  Mr.  Legare  referred,  was  rendered  I 
March  13, 1837,  by  Mr.  Butler,  while  Secretary  of  War  ad  interim,  and  it  is  to  be  foond  ! 
in  Mayo  aud  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Lands,  p.  516. 

In  order  that  you  may  have  the  facts  iu  the  case  (that  of  Captain  Vemou)  iu  which 
the  opinion  was  rendered,  I  quote  the  latter,  dated  February  '-iO,  1837,  from  thePeo- 
sion  Otfice,  which  was  then  in  the  War  Department,  to  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Wa^, 
and  his  brief  reply  thereto,  which  constitutes  the  opinion.    They  read  as  follows: 

<<War  Department,  PoMion  Offiee,  Febmmry  20, 1B:17. 

"  Sir  :  In  relation  to  the  case  of  Richard  Vernon,  referred  to  in  the  inclosed  letter 
from  the  honorable  A.  P.  Maury,  I  have  the  honor  to  make  the  following  report: 

*^  Captain  Vernou's  pension  of  |420  for  two  years'  alleged  service  was  granted  at  a 
time  wheu  the  Department  possessed  but  an  imperfect  knowledge  of  the  service  of 
the  troops  with  whom  he  served,  and  principally  upon  his  own  statement  as  to  tlw 
duration  of  each  tour  of  service,  although  he  had  abundant  proof  of  his  having  seT- 
eral  times  been  called  on  to  perform  militia  duty.  So  soon  as  it  was  ascertained  that 
his  service  fell  short  of  one  full  year,  the  pension  was  reduced  tn$189,  the  amoont 
due  for  eight  months  as  lieutenant,  and  four  months  and  four  days  as  captain.  Id 
conformity  with  the  practice  of  this  Department,  the  amount  overpaid  has  b^en  di- 
rected to  be  stopped  from  future  payments.  Mr.  Maury  appeals  from  the  decistoo of 
this  office  in  this  case  on  the  ground  that  the  retention  of  the  pension  until  the  Gov* 
emment  shall  have  b«;en  reimbursed  is  illegal.  The  question  on  this  point  is  nb* 
raitted  to  your  consideration. 

**J.  L.  Edwakss. 

"Hon.  B.  F.  BuTLKR, 

**  Secritary  of  War  ad  interim, 

**  Except  where  the  overpayment  has  been  made  hj  fraud,  I  think  it  most  agte*^ 
able  to  the  spirit  of  the  pension  laws  to  treat  the  overpayment  in  the  light  of  moae^ 
paid  and  received  by  mistakey  and  constituting  a  debt  from  the  pensioner  to  ^^ 
Unit'Cd  States,  which  is  no  bar  to  the  payment  of  the  pension,  according  to  ^ 
equity  of  the  act  of  20th  May,  1836. 

••B.  F.  BUTLB»- 
"March  13,  1837." 

In  the  order  of  time,  the  next  case  which  I  find  involving  the  question  of  re§  '^ 
bursemeut  on  account  of  money  niistnkcniy  paid  as  pension  is  that  of  Prudet^^ 
Clarke,  decided  by  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Mr.  A.  H.  H.  Stuart,  October  29,  18^"^ 
and  to  be  found  in  Mayo  aud  Moultou,  page  571.  That  decision  held,  in  ease  of  p^^ 
ment  by  mistake,  that  interest  on  the  money  so  mistakenly  paid,  as  well  as  t^  ' 
money  itself,  couM  be  charged  against  and  deducted  out  of  snbseqnent  acemmg  p^-^ 
ments,  thus  puttiug  the  pensioner  in  the  attitude  of  debtor.  The  following  is  t?^ 
decision: 

**  I  herewith  return  the  papers  in  the  case  of  Prudence  Clarke,  from  your  decisi^'*' 
on  which  an  appeal  was  taken  by  S.  A.  Peugh.    I  fnlly  ooncor  with  you  as  to  *^^ 


^htfoot  r0.  Pnce  (4  Hen.  &  Maf.  Rep.,  431.)  '  The  proper  mode  of  calculating  in- 
)  where  partial  pajrmente  have  heen  made  is  as  follows:  So  mach  of  any  ]iay- 
a«  is  equal  to  the  Interest  is  to  be  applied  to  the  discharge  thereof,  and  the 
16  towards  discharging  the  principal,  unless  the  debtor  at  the  time  of  the  pay 
,  or  before,  directed  otherwise ;  that  is  to  say,  from  the  sum  of  principal  and 
»8t  computed  at  the  time  of  payment,  the  sum  paid  is  to  be  deducted,  and  tbe 
ce  to  form  a  new  oapitaL  bearing  interest;  but  with  this  caution,  that  the  new 
ftl  be  not  more  than  the  former;  so  that  if  the  payment  be  less  than  the  interest 
t  the  time,  the  surplus  of  interest  must  not  augment  the  remaining  capital,  be- 
that  would  give  interest  on  interest,  which  would  be  unlawful.' 
ou  will  place  Mrs.  Clarke's  name  on  the  pension  roll  under  the  act  of  July  7, 
and  issue  the  certificate  in  her  favor  for  whatever  amount  of  arrears  of  pension 
\i  may  appear  due  her  upon  a  settlement  of  the  account  when  stated  in  accord- 
with  the  above.  I  would  further  remark,  in  reference  to  the  amount  of  pension 
ii  she  received  as  accruing  from  the  4th  March,  183H,  to  the  4th  Marcb,  1839 
),  that  although  it  was  paid  to  her  under  a  mistake,  or  even  through  fraud  or 
presentation,  still  she  was  clearly  entitled  to  it  had  she  made  a  proper  appli- 
[1 ;  and  the  manner  in  which  she  obtained  it  can  not  so  aflect  her  right  as  to 
r  it  liable  to  the  charge  of  interest;  hence,  in  the  enclosed  statement,  I  have 
iken  it  into  consideranon  iu  my  computatiou  of  interest. 

s  next  case  which  1  find  bearing  on  the  subject  under  consideration  is  that  of 
I  E.  Brooker,  decided  by  Secretary  Cox,  May  11,  1869  (Pens.  Rec,  No.  6,  p. 477). 
you  may  have  the  exact  facts  in  that  case  the  decision  of  Secretary  Cox  is  here 
nted  in  full : 

have  received  your  report  of  the  6th  inst.,  in  the  case  No.  106124,  of  Mrs.  Sarah 
ooker,  widow  of  Wm.  U.  Brooker,  late  first  lieutenant  Co.  '  D, '  81st  Regiment, 
lylvania  Infantry.  He  was  discharged  from  the  service  February  28tb,  1863, 
lied  February  19,  1867.  A  pension  was  awarded  to  his  widow  at  the  rate  of  sev- 
D  dollars  per  month,  commencing  from  the  latter  date. 

certificate  bearing  date  January  9, 1868,  was  accordingly  issued  to  Mrs.  Brooker. 
larrett  was  the  th«n  chief  of  your  bureau.  His  successor,  without  the  presen- 
]  of  any  additional  facts  and  in  tbe  absence  of  any  legislation  bearing  upon  the 
I  or  status  of  Mm.  Brooker,  caused  a  new  certificate  to  be  issued,  giving  her  a 
on  from  the  time  of  her  husband's  discharge,  and  providing  that  former  pay- 
n  were  to  be  dedueted  from  February  19,  1867.  Upon  this  claim  she  received  the 
if  eight  hundred  and  tea  and  ninety  one-hundred ths  dollars  ($810.90),  to  which 
ad  no  rightful  claim.  Upon  further  consideration  the  Commissioner  became  sat- 
of  the  error  he  had  committed  and  directed  that  all  payments  on  the  certificate 
d  be  suspended  until  the  amount  *  erroneously  paid  is  abated.' 
*bf8  appeal  of  Mrs.  Brooker  brings  up  the  whole  case  for  consideration, 
'pinions  have  been  given  by  Attorney-General  Taney,  Mr.  Secretary  Butler,  and 
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1828,  which  wae  the  same  in  its  provisione  as  the  acts  of  1819  and  1824,  and  Mr.  it- 
tomey-General  Taney,  assuming  that  the  opinion  of  Attorney-General  Wirt,  advene 
to  Mrs.  Gardner's  claim  under  that  act,  was  a  correct  interpretation  of  the  law,  sod 
tbat  the  pension  ought  not  to  have  been  continued  under  the  acts  of  1819  and  1^, 
held  that  it  did  not  follow  that  she  was  to  be  excluded  from  the  pension  clearly  ooii> 
ferred  by  the  act  of  183^)  and  that  the  money  which  had  been  paid  to  her  under  the 
acts  of  1819  and  1824  could  not  be  set  up  against  it.  He  also  held  that  the  interpie- 
tation  given  by  competent  aathority  having  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  could  not  be 
revised  or  reversed  by  their  successors  in  the  same  office,  although  the  constractioQ 
then  should  be  deemed  erroneous. 

"Commissioner  Cox  here  did  revise  the  action  of  Mr.  Barrett,  but  afterwarda  die- 
covered  his  error  and  made  an  order  rectifying  it.  I  am  not  called  upon  to  decide 
whether  the  rights  of  Mrs.  Brooker  under  a  subsequent  act  of  Congress  could  be  af- 
fected by  the  unaQthorized  payment  of  seventeen  dollars  a  month  from  tbedateof  ha 
husband's  discharge  to  that  of  his  death.  No  act  affecting  her  rights  or  conferriDg 
upon  her  another  pension  has  been  since  passed.  It  is  my  province  to  determiiM  the 
pension  which  Mrs.  Brooker  was  entitled  to  receive  per  month,  and  from  what  dale 
the  compulation  thereof  should  be  made.  The  same  question  was  before  thepeneioQ 
office  and  was  determined  by  it  when  the  original  certitit^ate  was  issued. 

•<  The  case  which  Mr.  Butler  decided  differs  in  essential  particulars  from  the  preeent 
one,  and  the  soundness  of  his  opinion  was  seriously  questioned  by  Attomey-Genenl 
Legare. 

"  1  am  of  opinion  that  Mrs.  Brooker  was  entitled  to  a  pension  of  seventeen  doIUra 
a  month  from  the  date  oi  her  husband's  death.  If  a  larger  sum  has  been  paid  to  her 
pursuant  to  the  unauthorized  act  of  Mr.  Barrett's  successor,  future  payments  sboold 
be  withheld  until  the  Government  is  reimbursed. 

"  The  decision  of  the  Pension  Office  in  accordance  with  the  above  opinion  is 
affirmed." 

In  the  case  of  the  minor  children  of  Louis  Roth,  decided  by  Acting  Secretary  Coven, 
May  5,  1873  (Pens.  Rec,  No.  1,  p.  156),  the  widow  continued  to  draw  pension  for 
nearly  two  years  after  her  remarriage.    She  died  and  the  minor  children  uf  Both 
came  in  as  claimants,  and  their  right  to  pension  as  minors  was  recognized.   The 
question  tben  arose  whether  deduction  could  properly  be  made  from  their  pension  ia 
onler  to  make  ^ood  the  Government  amount  illegally  paid  to  the  mother  of  said  chil- 
dren as  the  widow  of  the  deceased  soldier.    The  Commissioner  reported  tbat  this 
course  of  proceeding  had  been  in  vogue  in  his  office  tor  several  years,  and  attempted 
to  justify  it.    The  Actiug  Secretary,  in  his  decision,  stated  that  restitution  could  not 
properly  be  enforced  in  this  manner — that  the  minor  children  should  not  be  held  le* 
sponsible  for  the  neglect  of  the  Pension  Office  in  oveqiayiug  pension  to  their  mothei 
after  her  remarriage.    The  decision  further  says,  in  effect,  that  the  case  would  be 
diHerent  if  reimbursement  for  the  pension  overpaid  could  be  secured  by  withholding 
penniou  accruing  to  the  person  to  whom  money  had  been  improperly  paid. 

The  same  question  was  again  before  the  Department,  under  somewhat  different 
circnnistauces,  in  the  case  of  Catherine  Sachs,  decided  by  Secretary  Delano  February 
i^8,  1874  (Pens.  Rec,  No.  1,  p.  3'^7).    In  that  case,  like  the  one  last  above  referred  to, 
there  was  an  overpayment  to  the  widow,  so  that  she,  in  violation  of  law,  received 
peuHion  covering  a  period  subsequent  to  her  remarriage.    The  fact  was  discovered  in 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  the  claim  of  the  minor  children  of  the  soldier 
for  pension.    The  widow  was  then  called  upon  to  refund,  in  response  to  which  call 
the  guardian  of  the  minor  children  filed  a  statement,  ^nder  oath,  to  the  effect  Uiat 
the  widow,  Mrs.  Sachs,  had  credited  him  as  guardian  with  the  amount  overpaid  to 
her,  and  asking  that  the  pension  in  behalf  o?  the  minors  be  allowed  to  commence 
from  the  date  when  the  widow  was  last  paid.    Secretary  Delano,  while  adhering  to 
the  principle  laid  down  in  the  Roth  case,  supra,  directed  the  adjudication  of  this 
case  on  the  basis  above  proposed,  basing  his  action  on  the  fact  that  the  guardian  had 
requested  and  authorizfd  the  deduction. 

December  28,  1^74,  Secretary  Delano,  having  before  him  the  case  of  Mary  J.  Ruslk- 
more,  in  which  t,^^  Commissioner  of  Pensions  had  suspended  payment  of  her  pension 
as  widow,  in  order  that  the  Government  might  be  reimbursed  for  money  (|545)  over- 
paid to  her  by  the  Secoid  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  on  account  ot  back  pay  alleged  to 
have  been  due  to  her  late  hnnband  for  his  services  as  soldier,  held,  citing  the  act  of 
May  20,  18:^  (5  Stat.,  31),  that  pension  money  could  uot  be  legally  withheld  in  order 
to  reimburse  the  Governmeut  **  for  moneys  due  to  it  by  any  person  whatsoever,  ex- 
cept in  case  such  pensioner  has  been  overpaid  by  the  Government  a  part  of  his  or 
her  pension." 

The  provision  of  law  above  cited  and  now  embodied  in  sec.  4734  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes reads  as  follows : 

"The  provisions  of  law  which  allow  the  withholding  of  the  compensation  of  any 
person  who  is  in  arrears  shall  not  be  construed  to  authorize  the  pension  of  any  pen- 
aioner  of  the  United  States  to  be  withheld,'' 
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le  Second  Anditor  of  the  Treasory  sobseqaeDtly  made  other  requests  for  the  with- 
ing  of  pension  to  reirabiirse  the  Governmeut  for  monejs  overpaid  by  hioi,  and, 
December  15,  1875,  Secretary  Chandler,  haying  before  him  one  such  reqaest,  cited 
'ovinely  the  Rnshuiore  case,  supra,  and  held  that  the  pension  in  question  conld 
legally  be  withheld,  as  requested  by  the  Anditor.  The  particular  case  before 
was  that  of  Mrs.  Margaret  Hensley,  to  whom,  as  stated  by  the  Anditor,  two  hnn- 
dollars  had  been  erroneously  paid  as  bounty  on  account  of  services  of  her  son. 
etary  Chandler,  in  view  of  the  numerous  requests  of  this  character,  directed  the 
missioner  of  Pensions  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Auditor  to  the  provisions  of 
ions  4734,  4747,  and  4766  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which,  in  his  judgment,  ''dearly 
id  such  a  diversion  in  the  payment  of  pension  as  is  requested  by  him."  (Pens. 
,  No.  3,  p.  102.) 

ptember  16,  1876,  the  same  Secretary  (Chandler)  again  had  before  him  the  qnes- 
of  the  right  of  the  Government  to  withhold  pension  for  the  purpose  of  reim- 
ing  itself  for  n>oney  erroneously  paid,  llie  case  was  that  of  James  Kelly,  to 
m  there  had  been  overpayment  of  pension  to  the  amount  of  $68.50,  erroneously 
because  it  covered  a  period  when  the  pensioner  was  in  the  military  service* 
Secretary  held  that  sec.  4734  of  the  Revised  Statutes  did  not  apply  to  such  case, 
that  the  Grovemmeut  has  the  undoubted  right  in  such  case  to  reimburse  itself 
withholding  pension.     (Pens.  Rec,  No.  3,  p.  433.) 

the  caMc  of  the  minor  children  of  Patrick  £.  Hughes,  decided  by  Secretary  Schurz, 
5, 1879  (Pens.  Rec,  No.  5,  p.  484).  the  facts  as  round  by  the  Secretary  were,  that 
widow  of  Hughes  remarried  and  firandulently  concealed  the  fact,  also  the  fact  of 
leath  of  one  or  two  minor  children  on  whose  account  she  drew  pension,  thus  con- 
ing to  receive  pension  when,  had  the  facts  been  known,  it  would  not  have  been 
to  her.  The  facts  were  not  discovered  until  after  her  death  and  when  the  snr- 
ns  minor  child  applied  for  pension.  The  guardian  of  said  child  consented  to  a  de- 
ion  from  the  minor's  pension  to  make  good  to  the  Government  the  amount  errone- 
y  paid  the  widow,  but  before  the  claim  was  adjndicated  there  was  a  change  of 
^ian,  and  the  second  guardian  demanded  the  full  pension  from  the  date  of  the 
»w's  remarriage.  The  Secretary  found  that  the  pension  had  been  paid  to  the 
ler,  the  natnral  guardian  of  the  child,  for  the  period  in  question,  and  that  the 
I  received  the  benefit  of  it.  So  finding,  he  held  that  the  peuMion  had  been  paid 
le  child  in  such  manner  as  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  law  and  to  preclude 
"epayment  of  it. 

[ie  Kiime  Secretary  (Mr.  Schurz),  on  February  8, 1880  (Pens.  Rec,  No.  6,  p.  370), 
before  him  on  appeal  the  case  of  John  P.  Laundon,  who  had  in  1669  been  pen- 
id  at  total  for  the  rank  of  second  lieutenant,  $15  per  month.  In  December,  1879, 
o  examination  of  his  claim  for  increase,  it  was  discovered  that  the  disability  on 
nnt  of  which  he  bad  been  pensioned  was  incurred  while  he  was  sergeant  of  his 
»any.  Upon  this  fact  the  Pension  Ofllce  issued  a  new  certificate,  allowing  him 
ion  as  sergeant  (|d  per  month),  with  directions  to  the  pension  ageut  to  deduct 
Miynients  already  made,  the  enect  of  which,  the  Secretary  stated,  would  be  to 
ive  the  pensioner  of  fnture  payments  of  pension  for  upwards  of  six  years,  until 
loold  have  refunded  $86^. 

e  Sc-cretary  found  that  said  pensioner  was  in  no  degree  responsible  for  the  er- 
>ns  action  which  allowed  a  pension  for  the  rank  of  second  lieutenant,  instead  of 
'ant,  and  which  resulted  from  a  misinterpretation  of  the  law  and  was  therefore 
Tor  of  jnclgnieut.  So  finding,  he  held  that  the  pensioner  should  not  be  required 
fund,  as  proposed  by  the  Pension  Office. 

few  days  later,  to  wit,  February  7,  1880,  Secretary  Schurz  had  before  him  on 
a1  tho  case  of  Ebenezer  Bassott,  involving  the  question  of  refunding  pensions 
to  said  Bassett.  (Pens.  Rec  No.  6,  p.  378.)  The  facts  in  that  case,  as  disclosed 
le  Secretary's  decision,  were  that  Bassett  was  in  1871  pensioned  at  six  dollars 
nonth,  from  March  11th  of  that  year.  In  1879  the  Pension  Office  having  under 
ideration  his  application  for  arrears  under  the  act  of  January  25,  and  ot  March 
79,  diricovrred  that  an  error  had  been  made  in  the  original  allowance,  in  that, 
e  the  medical  referee  had  rated  the  disability  (loss  of  right  index  finger)  at  three- 
bhs,  entitling  him  to  three  dollars  per  month,  in  accordance  with  what  is  stated 
bviug  been  the  uniform  practice  in  such  cases,  yet  a  different  rate,  viz,  six  dol- 
was  inserted  on  the  fact  of  the  brief  which  error  was  carried  into  the  certificate 
payments  were  made  accordingly.  Upon  the  discovery  of  the  mistake,  the  Pen- 
Office  recalled  the  outstanding  certificate,  and  issued  in  lieu  thereof  another, 
scting  and  changing  the  rate  from  six  dollars  to  three  dollars  per  month,  and 
;ting  that  the  amount  overpaid  by  error  be  recovered.  Such  action,  it  appears. 
Id  have  absorbed  all  the  arrears  which  otherwise  the  pensioner  wonld  have  re- 
$d,  and  would  also  have  prevented  the  further  receipt  by  him  of  pension  for  a 
)d  of  more  than  three  3'ears  following  such  adjudication.  From  this  he  appealed. 
Secretary,  finding  that  the  payment  of  pension  at  six  dollars  instead  of  three 
n  per  inonth  wa«  the  result  of  a  clerical  error,  and  that  as  such  it  involved  a 
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mero  qnestion  of  fact  and  not  one  of  Jadgment;  that  it  was  an  orror  of  oompatailoB 
and  not  the  resalt  of  a  mistaken  opinion  as  to  the  weight  of  evidence  or  the  applies- 
tiou  of  the  law  thereto,  held  that  the  Government  has  the  right  to  recover,  and  that 
it  could  properly  withhold  from  payments,  dae  or  to  become  dne,  for  the  porposeof 
secoring  reimbursement  of  moneys  thns  erroneously  paid.  He  said,  if  the  qoestion 
had  been  one  of  judgment,  the  case  might  be  different. 

The  next  case  which  1  find  involving  the  qnestion  of  reimborsement  is  that  of 
James  Moss,  which  was  before  the  Department  and  was  passed  upon  by  Acting  Sec- 
retary Bell,  March  28,  1881.  (Pens.  Kec.  No.  8,  p.  112.)  That  was  a  case  in  which 
the  pensioner  had  paid  to  him  a  pension  through  and  covering  periods  of  militaix 
eervice  rendered  subsequently  to  that  in  which  the  disability  tor  which  he  was  pen- 
sioned  was  incurred.  The  Pension  Office  suspended  payment  of  his  current  peoeioo 
in  order  that  the  Government  might  be  reimbursed  for  the  moneys  thus  erroneoosl; 
paid  as  pension.  He  appealed  to  the  Department  and  urged  that  if  be  had  reoeiyed 
pension  in  violation  of  law  it  was  through  ignorance ;  also  that  to  withhold  bis 
peuHion  for  the  purpose  proposed  would  work  a  great  hardship,  since  it  would  d^ 
prive  him  of  his  pension  for  about  three  and  one-half  years,  though  disabled  darioj; 
all  that  time.  The  Acting  Secretary  accepted  as  true  the  statement  of  the  pensiooer, 
in  receiving  pension  ooveriug  a  period  of  subsequent  military  service,  did  no  in  ig« 
norance  of  the  fact  that  he  was  getting  pension  in  violation  of  the  law.  The  effect 
of  this  was  to  exonerate  the  pensioner  from  any  charge  or  imputation  of  fraud.  The 
decision  treated  the  money  erroneously  paid  to  and  received  by  the  pensioner  u  % 
debt  dne  from  him  to  the  Government,  and  held  that  as  such  it  could  not  be  recovered 
by  withholding  the  current  and  accruing  pension  as  an  offitet,  citing  sections  4734 and 
4747  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  The  argument  was  that  since  nnder  these  statnttf 
pension  could  not  by  legal  or  equitabie  process  be  levied  upon  or  seized  to  Beenre 
pciyment  of  money  due  from  the  pensioner,  then  much  more  should  it  not  be  seized, 
withheld,  and  appropriated  by  the  Government,  arbitrarily  and  without  prot'ess,  to 
reimburse  itself  ibr  money  erroneously  paid  out  years  previously.  The  opinioo  of 
Attorney-General  Butler,  rendered  in  18!i7j  while  acting  Secretary  of  War,  and  quoted 
herein,  was  cited  as  authority  for  the  views  expressed  and  the  conclusion  reached. 

January  24,  1882,  the  above  case  of  Moss  was  again  before  the  Department  for 
further  consideration  of  the  question  passed  upon  in  the  previous  decision.  Informs- 
tion  from  the  office  of  the  Third  Auditor  had  disclosed  the  fact  that  the  pensioner  in 
executing  the  vouchers  for  the  payment  of  his  pension  made  oath  that  he  had  not 
been  employed  in  the  Army  or  Navy  during  certain  periods.  These  cover  times 
when,  as  he  had  conceded  in  his  pension  claim,  he  was  in  the  service.  It  was  tbas 
shown  that  the  pensioner  had  perpetrated  a  frand  in  order  to  draw  his  pension,  sod 
Secretary  Kirk  wood  held,  because  of  such  actual  fraud  by  the  pensioner,  that  bis 
pension  should  be  withheld  until  the  Government  should  be  reimbursed  the  amooot 
overpaid.  After  stating  that  the  previous  decision  had  been  made  on  the  view  that 
no  wrong  bad  been  committed  by  the  pensioner,  the  Secretary  recalled  said  former 
decision  and,  on  the  showing  of  fraud  as  above  mentioned,  directed  the  withholdiug 
of  pension  to  make  good  the  amount  overpaid.     (Pens.  Rec.  No.  9,  p.  110.) 

A  few  days  later,  to  wit,  February  6,  1882,  Secretary  Kirkwood  had  before  himoD 
appeal  the  case  of  LoveUPurdy,  which  was  a  case  of  erroneous  payment  of  pension 
through  a  mistake  of  the  Pension  Office.    (Pens.  Rec.  No.  9,  p.  124.)    The  pertinent 
facts  in  that  case  were  that  Pnrdy  was  pensioned  for  two  gunshot  wounds,  one  oC 
the  left  shoulder  and  the  other  of  the  side.    The  wound  of  the  shoulder   was  rer 
ceived  while  he  held  the  rank  of  second  lieutenant  and  that  of  the  side  while  b^ 
held  the  rank  of  major.    The  disability  from  the   wonnd  of  shoulder  was  rated  »^ 
one-half  and  that  of  the  wound  of  side  at  one-fourth.     By  mistake  the  Pension  Offio^ 
issued  the  certificate  allowing  the  one-half  rating  for  the  wound  of  shoalder,  on  th.^ 
basis  of  the  rank  of  major,  and  the  one-fourth  rating  of  the  wound   of  the  sideo^ 
the  basis  of  rank  of  second  lieutenant,  thus  reversing  the  correct  order  as  to  rank: 
which  should  have  been  second  lieutenant  for  the  wound  of  shoulder  and  major  fo^ 
the  wound  of  side.    When  the  error  was  discovered  there  had  been  overpaid  to  pen — 
sioner  the  sum  of  $379.87.    The  Secretary  finding  that  said  pensioner  had  received 
an  amount  in  excej^s  of  that  provided  by  law  for  his  disability,  held  that  no  further 
payments  of  pension  should  be  made  until  the  overpayment  should  be  balanced  bj^ 
the  accruing  pension.    The  error  committed  in  this  case  would  appear  to  have  beei^ 
clerical. 

July  12,  1882,  Secretary  Teller  had  under  consideration  the  question  of  reimbarse- 
meut  as  presented  by  the  record  in  the  case  of  the  minor  child  of  James  Gardner.    Iik 
that  case  the  widow  was  allowed  pension,  with  additional  allowance  on  account  of 
the  minor  child  of  the  soldier.     She  remarried  March  26,  1870,  and  her  right  to  pen- 
sion, therefore,  tenninated  at  that  date.    She,  however,  continued  to  draw  pension  u^ 
to  September  4,  1873.    She  died  November  2,  1873.    A  claim  was  then  filed  in  behair 
of  the  minor  child,  and  was  allowed  from  the  date  of  the  widow's  remarriage,  with 

iMtnictions,  however,  to  tUe  peas^oa  agent  tg  withhold  ^m  tU«  ftf#t  paywent  to 
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aivalent  to  the  amoant  wbtch  bad  been  illeiycally  drawn  by  tbe  widow, 
hwn  after  ber  remarriage.  On  appeal,  Secretary  Teller  cited  the  following 
^  Secretary  Scharz,  in  the  case  or  tbe  minors  of  Patrick  Hoghes  (already 
<  herein),  the  mat-erial  facts  in  the  two  cases  being  almotit  exactly  similar, 
ingly  approved  the  action  of  tbe  Commissioner  withholding  tbe  minor's 
make  good  tbe  amount  overpaid  to  the  widow.  (Pens,  liec.,  No.  9,  p.  :i44.) 
iciple  oi  both  decisions  was  that  tbe  widow  of  tbe  soldier  bein^  the  iiat- 
Lian  of  the  minor  child,  and  having  as  matter  of  fact  bad  custody  of  and 
md  supported  said  minor  child,  it  in  effect  received  tbe  benefit  of  the  pay- 
de  to  tue  widow  during  tbe  period  when  the  latter  drew  the  pension  ille- 

9, 1883,  the  Department  bad  before  it  the  case  of  Betsey  Qnigley,  who  had 
d  of  about  three  years  drawn  two  pensions,  one  as  a  widow  of  a  soldier  of 
f  1812  and  one  as  tbe  mother  of  a  soldier  of  tbe  war  of  the  rebellion.  Act- 
ary  Joslyn  found  from  the  evidence  that  tbe  pensioner  wss  not  aware  at 
he  pension  was  paid  that  she  was  not  entitled  to  two  pensions.  His  con- 
IB  tbat  there  bavins  been  no  intention  on  tbe  part  of  said  pensioner  to  com- 
d,  ber  pension  should  not  be  withheld  t  make  good  the  overpayment,  but 
Ktinac  to  be  paid  as  it  falls  due.  (Pens.  Bee,  No.  10«  p.  ^IH2,) 
y  7,  1888,  Commissioner  Black  promnlgated  a  ruling,  No.  227,  which  was 
by  Assistant  Secretary  Hawkins,  in  tbe  case  of  Adeline  Bly  et  aL,  which 
reference  to  tbe  question  of  the  withholding  of  accruing  pension  to  make 
ions  overpayments  of  pension. 

e  of  Bly  involved  tbe  receipt  of  two  pensions  covering  tbe  same  period — 
•endent  mother  of  a  soldier  of  the  late  war,  the  other  a8  widow  of  u  soldier 
r  of  1812.    The  facts  were  therefore  similar  to  those  in  tbe  case  of  Betsey 

her  eases  were  involved  in  the  ruling.  Tbe  second  was  tbat  of  Henry  Haul- 
.,  who,  while  himself  a  pensioner,  received  also  tbe  acarued  pension  due  to 
at  the  date  of  the  latter's  death.  The  third  case  was  that  of  Cyrus  Fike, 
ved  pension  covering  a  period  of  military  service  contrary  to  law.  Tbe 
e  was  tbat  of  Daniel  Oberly,  who  received  an  increase  of  pension  for  a  dis- 
licb  it  was  afterwards  found  ba<l  never  existed.  Tbe  ruling  in  these  cases 
and  answered  two  questions  in  form  as  follows  :■ 

whether  or  not  cnrrent  pension  may  be  stopped  to  reimburse  tbe  Govern- 
my  amount  overpaid  by  mistake,  there  being  no  allegation  of  fraud;  boc- 
her  or  not  tbe  payment  of  current  pension  must  be  wholly  stopped  or 
a  made  in  quarterly  payments  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  tbe  Govern- 

wer  to  tbe  first  of  these  queries  was : 

i>vernment  may  withhold  payment  of  current  pension  for  tbe  purpose  of 
sg  itself  for  the  overpayment  in  question." 

wer  to  the  second  was,  Aiat  where  it  appeared  tbat  an  order  withholding 
current  pension  would  work  hardship,  there  being  no  allegation  of  fraud 
mal  wrong  on  the  part  of  tbe  claimants,  that  it  lies  within  the  discretion 
omisstoner  to  direct  what  poition  of  tbe  current  pension  shall  be  withheld 
[uarterly  payments  to  make  good  tbe  amounts  overpaid, 
e  cafse,  mentioned  above,  was  before  the  Department,  on  appeal,  March  9, 
inestion  being  the  same  on  which  the  rnling,  227,  bad  been  made  a  month 
r.  That  decision,  rendered  by  Assistant  Secretary  Hawkiup,  found  actual 
tbe  part  of  the  pensioner,  in  that  be  falsely  swore  he  was  not  in  tbe  mi  li- 
ce at  a  time  when  be  was,  in  order  to  draw  pension.  So  finding,  the  order 
omissioner  withholding  pension  for  the  purpose  indicated  was  affirmed, 
r  2r^,  1889,  Commissioner  Black  promnlgated  Ruling  No.  2:^.  Said  ruling 
3ts  in  the  case  of  Sarah  Banner,  who  bad  been  in  receipt  of  two  pensions 
ihe  same  period,  one  as  dependent  mother  and  the  other  as  widow.  Tlie 
not  discovered  until  there  bad  been  overpayment  amounting  to  $550.(>7. 
on  Office  then  required  ber  to  elect  which  of  the  two  pensions  she  wonld 
to  receive,  and,  having  so  elected,  tbe  pension  agent  was  instructed  to 
>m  each  quart«'rly  payment  six  dollars  until  there  should  have  accrued  a 
lent  to  offset  tbe  amount  overpaid. 

counting  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department  raised  the  point  that  under 
15  of  the  Revised  Statutes  tbe  whole  amount  of  pension  as  each  installment 
lionld  be  withheld  until  the  Government  had  been  reimbursed  the  amount 

Section  4715  reads  as  follows : 
Dg  in  this  title  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  allow  more  than  one  pension  at 
»ime  to  the  same  person,  or  to  persons  entitled  Jointly ;  but  any  pensioner 
so  elect  may  surrender  his  certificate  and  receive  iu  lieu  thereof  a  certifi- 
ly  other  pensiou  to  which  he  wonld  have  been  entitled  had  not  tbe  surren- 
iiic#t«  beef)  is»ae4t    3ut  M  fKfim^in  previoo^ly  made  for  ftuy  period  CQy« 
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ered  by  the  new  certificate  shall  be  dedacted  from  the  amomit  allowed  by  raeh  wx- 
titicate.'' 

The  isttue  thas  raised  bet  treen  the  ofBcem  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  tiieCon- 
missioDer  of  Pensions  was  by  the  latter  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  wbu 
submitted  the  matter  to  Attorney -General  Garland  for  his  opinion.  That  officer, 
onder  date  of  I>ec«^mber  12,  18dd,* rendered  an  opinion  to  the  efifeet,  among  other 
things,  that  on  the  facts  in  tie  Banner  case  and  nnder  the  provisions  of  section  4715 
of  the  Revised  Statntes,  affpra,  the  whole  amount  of  the  monthly  pension  noder  the 
existing  certificate  should  be  withheld  until  the  sum  of  the  accmin^  pensioD  shall 
equal  the  amount  erroneously  paid.  Upon  receipt  of  this  opinion,  Commianoner 
Black  isbued  his  Ruling  230,  rescinding  Ruling  227,  and  directing  that  section  4715  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  be  thereafter  construed  strictly  in  harmony  with  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  Attorney-General. 

The  foregoing  constitutes  all  that  I  have  been  able  to  find  in  the  way  of  official deei»- 
ions  and  opinions  on  the  question  of  the  recovery  by  the  Government  of  moneys 
erroneously  paid  out  as  pension. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  trend  of  the  decisions  has  been  to  the  effect  that  where 
there  has  been  fraud  on  the  part  of  a  pensioner,  or  where  there  has  been  a  mistakeof 
fact  in  the  adjudication  of  a  pension  claim,  which  results  in  the  overpaymeDl  of 
money  as  pension,  in  such  ciise  the  Government  may  reimburse  itself  by  withholding 
the  accruing  pension  until  the  amount  overpaid  is  made  good,  and  of  the  correoineai 
of  this  position  there  can,  1  think,  bono  reasonable  donbt. 

In  all  the  cases  cited  in  which  there  was  recovery  of  overpaid  or  erroneooslj  paid 
penHioD  the  facts  showed  the  error  to  be  the  result  either  of  actual  fraud  on  the  part 
of  the  pensioner  or  of  ni intake  of  fact.  1  can  not  tind  that  there  has  ever  been  an  at- 
tempt to  recover  pension  money  paid  out  on  an  erroneous  judgment  in  the  applica- 
tion of  the  law,  the  facts  all  being  present,  nor  that  the  question  of  the  rigbt  aod 
authority  of  the  Government  to  withhold  pension  in  such  case  haa  ever  been  paaeed 
upon. 

The  question  in  that  shape  is  a  new  one,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain.  The  very  fact 
that  it  has  never  been  passed  upon  argues  in  favor  of  a  negative  answer  to  tUeqaea' 
tion,  for  no  one  can  doubt  that  there  are  many  pension  claims  in  the  allowtnceof 
which  there  have  been  erroneous  judgments  on  the  weight  of  evidence  and  in  the  ap- 
plication of  the  law. 

In  the  case  of  William  H.  Sain,  decided  by  Secretary  Schurz^  March  4,  1880  (Pent. 
Rec,  No.  6,  p.  425),  and  that  of  Hugo  Eichholtz,  decided  by  Secretary  Kirkwood, 
March  2(>,  Idbl  (Pens.  Rec,  No.  8«  p.  107),  it  was  held  that  where  an  error  of  judg- 
ment has  been  made  and  a  higher  rate  of  pension  allowed  than  that  to  which  claim- 
ant is  entitled,  the  pension  should  be  reduced  to  its  proper  rate  upon  discovery  of  Ue 
error.     Digest  of  Pension  Decisions,  399. 

In  these  cases  the  right  to  reduce  to  correct  an  error  of  judgment  was  exercised, 
but  no  attempt  was  made  to  recover  the  overpayments  made  as  a  result  of  theerroa 
committed,  although  in  the  latter  of  the  two  cases  cited  the  error  was  an  egregions 
one,  for  the  Secretary  reduced  the  pension  from  $72  to  $'24  per  month. 

The  law  has  carefully  guarded  pension  money  from  legal  or  equitable  prooesabya 
creditor,  and  from  recovery  by  tlm  Government  even  though  the  pensioner  be  •  de- 
faulter and  as  such  has  robbed  and  defrauded  the  Government  of  money. 
^  These  considerations  would  lead  me  to  hesitate  to  advise  the  withholding  of  pen- 
sion to  reimburse  the  Government  for  money  paid  as  pension,  where  such  paymeoti 
thoufich  the  result  of  an  erroneous  judgment,  was  made,  and  the  money  received,  ia 
the  absence  of  fraud  or  mistake. 

Congress  has  seen  tit  to  make  pr  vision  by  direct  legislatiou  to  prevent  or  make 
good  the  overpayment  of  pension  in  one  class  of  cases.  The  act  of  August  7,  l^ 
(22  Stat.,  345),  amends' section  4702  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  wherein  it  provides,  in 
case  of  the  remarriage  of  a  widow  receiving  pension,  that  the  miuor  child  orchildrea 
of  the  deceased  soldier  on  whose  account  pension  is  drawn  shall  be  entitled  from  the 

ii%      remarriage,  by  adding  the  following  words: 
Kxcept  when  such  widow  has  continued  to  draw  the  pension  money  after  her  re- 
marriage, in  contravention  of  law,  and  such  child  or  children  have  resided  with  and 
oeen  supported  by  her,  their  pension  will  commence  at  the  date  to  which  the  widow 
was  Jast  paid." 


ilffanrl^tlTfjL*"^^*'^"^''*'?.  ^  ^^"^  enactment  of  the  law  above  quoted,  and  in  ooo- 

Sf  tho  mi^nr!  ^rj'^'-T'x,®*'?  *^®  ^***«  "^  *»»«  °**°or  child  of  James  GaMner  and  that 
ottbo  minors  of  Patrick  Hughes,  herein  referred  to. 

paid  und^e'i  an^'Iirn^"^^^  law  which  gives  direct  authority  for  the  recovery  of  penaion 
5f  Periin«  A.  w  ''°*^"J^^'?^°,*  ^''  interpretation  of  the  law  by  the  CimmiLioner 
oi  l-ensious.    As  before  said,  the  law  jealously  guards  pension  money  and  pioteott  « 
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«1  or  eqnitable  process,  and  will  not  permit  it  to  be  withheld  eyen  to  make 
efalcation  on  the  part  of  the  pensioner  against  the  Qovernment.  It  further 
i  (see  section  three,  act  of  Jnne  21,  1879,  Si  Stat.,  30),  that  *'  in  no  case  shaU 
n  be  withdrawn  or  rednoed  except  upon  notice  to  the  pensioner  and  a  hear- 
1  sworn  testimony,  except  as  to  the  certificate  of  the  examining  surgeon." 
on  what  ground  can  pension  be  withdrawn  (that  is,  stopped)  or  rednced  ez- 
m  the  certificate  of  an  examining  surgeon  f  Manifestly,  the  only  other  ground 
Q  for  such  actioD  must  be  au  error  of  some  kind  in  the  adjudication  by  which 
(ion  was  allowed,  and  the  provision  is  not  for  the  recovery  of  pension  money 
it  for  the  stopping  or  reduction  of  pension  after  notice  and  a  hearing, 
w  of  the  strictness  with  which  the  law  hedges  about  and  protects  pension 
lowed  and  paid  or  accrued,  I  can  not  think  that  Congress  intended  by  impli- 

0  give  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  under 
ervisory  powers,  the  authority  to  withhold  pension  money  to  offset  moneys 
le  finds  to  have  been  paid  out  as  pension  as  the  result  of  an  erroneous  J udg* 

1  the  evidence  in  any  given  case.  Such  erroneous  Judgment  having  been  ren- 
y  an  officer  clothed  by  law  with  anthority  to  act,  and  having  Jurisdiction  of 
ject-metter,  his  Judgment  once  made  and  executed  by  the  payment  of  the  pen- 
in  the  absence  of  fraud  or  mistake,  so  far  conclusive  as  to  prevent  the  recovery 
Qoney  thus  paid  by  witholding  accniin^  pension.  The  Secretary  under  his  su- 
ry  authority  may  stop  or  change  the  action  in  any  case  at  any  time  pending  ad- 
ion  and  be£)re  payment.  He  may  review  such  cose  and  correct  in  the  manner 
bed  by  law  and  Judgment,  so  far  as  it  affects  future  peusiou ;  but  as  to  pension 
paid  ont  on  such  erroneous  Judgment  he  can  not  under  the  law,  in  my  opinion, 
reimbursement  to  the  Government  by  withholding  accruing  pension. 

is  opinion  is  asked  with  reference  to  proposed  action  in  certain  cases  recently 
in  the  Pension  Office,  it  follows,  if  it  be  correct,  that  an  examination  shonld 
le  of  each  of  those  cases  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  act  of  1879,  and  if 
camination  discloses  fraud  or  mistake  other  than  error  of  Judgment,  then 
I  may  be  withheld  to  make  good  overpayments.  But  if  pension  has  been  paid 
result  of  erroneous  Judgment,  the  facts  having  been  before  the  Commissioner 
)  statute  under  which  ne  acted  leaving  room  iox  construction,  in  such  case  or 
lere  can,  in  my  judgment,  be  no  recovery  by  withholding  pension.  As  iJready 
«d,  such  error  or  errors  of  Judgment  may,  however,  be  corrected  to  the  ex- 
reduciug  in  the  legally  prescribed  manner  the  pension  for  the  future  to  the 
t  to  which  the  pensioner  may  be  found  to  be  entitled  under  the  law,  or  by 
ig  it  altogeth^  if  it  be  found  that  there  is  no  title  to  pension, 
n'ill  remember  that  the  general  question  as  to  the  scope  of  your  supervisory 
ty  over  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  has  heretofore  been  before  me  by  ref- 
fiN>m  you  for  legal  opinion.  The  main  question  then  was,  whether  your  an* 
as  Secretary  was  limited  to  the  consideration  of  cases  on  appeal,  as  con- 
by  the  then^Commissiouer  of  Pensions. 

Tdate  of  July  15  last  I  gave  it  as  my  opinion  that  under  your  supervisory 
ty  yon  are  not  restricted  to  the  consideration  of  cases  on  appeal,  but  that  yon 
ftoy  stage  of  proceedings  in  any  case  direct  what  action  shall  be  taken,  and 
)ar  direction  is  binding  upon  the  Commissioner:  also  that  any  error  oom- 
in  the  adjudication  of  any  claim  may  be  corrected  by  you  or  under  yonr  di- 

> 

end  opinion  on  a  similar  or  kindred  subject  was  rendered  by  me  on  September 
It  was  in  effect  an  elaboration  and  enlargement  of  the  one  jprevionsly  given, 
leondnsion  was  substantially  the  same.    Those  opinions,  I  may  say,  are  in 
ly  with  this,  so  far  as  they  go. 

inestion  of  the  right  of  the  Government  to  reimburse  itself  for  moneys  paid 
pension  on  an  erroneous  Judgment  of  the  Commissioner  by  withholding  pen- 
>ney  was  only  incidentally  considered  then,  and  some  of  the  cases  were  cited 
for  information,  but  a  careful  consideration  of  the  whole  subject  leads  me  to 
elusion  that  recovery  in  this  manner  can  only  be  had  in  the  cases  mentioned 
ormer  opinions,  i.  s.,  fraud  or  mistake. 

the  findings  of  the  board  of  special  examiners  in  the  investigation  recently 
y  them  under  your  direction,  and  from  the  facts  disclosed  by  their  report,  it 
fest  that  in  the  matter  of  reratings  during  the  period  covered  by  said  report 
rrors  were  committed,  and  that  loose  and  careless  methods  prevailed  in  the 
lation  of  the  claims  rerated,  and  this  notwithstanding  the  Department  had  in 
ftions  repeatedly  laid  down  rules  for  the  guidance  of  the  Pension  Office  in  the 
of  reratings.  See  James  S.  Coleman,  decided  by  Secretary  Teller,  Jnne  16, 
'ens.  Rec,  No.  3,  p.  2);  Noah  N.  Tyner,  decided  July  22,  1886,  by  Assistant 
»ry  Hawkins  (1  Pens.  Decisions,  21);  Bimey  Hoyt,  decided  November  16, 1H86, 
*etary  Lamar  (id.,  70). 

ing  to  corrective  action,  in  my  opinion  an  inquiry  shonld  be  instituted  to 
i^hly  test  each  individual  case  and  determine  whether  the  pension  should  be 

9  PEN* 
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withdrawn  or  n)duced,  and  also  wlieth'^r  snoh  elementa  of  fraad  or  mistake  entsni 
into  the  several  adjudications  as  wonld  warrant  yon  in  directiDg  the  withholding  of 
correut  pension  to  balance  unlawful  overpayments.  This  inqalry  might  be  made 
under  orders  sometliiDg  like  the  following  : 

1.  fiy  selected  examiners  from  the  corps  of  special  examiners  in  the  Peosion  Boreao, 
or  by  a  special  board  organized,  for  thnt  purpose  by  the  Commissioner  of  PensioiAlo 
examine  thorerated  claims  not  included  in  the  report  of  Ewing,  Campbell,  andBruee^ 
dated  September  5,  1^9,  and  select  therefrom  those  in  which  the  reratings  are  ecnh 
neons  on  their  face. 

2.  To  call  upon  the  pensioners  in  the  cases  so  selected,  and  thoee  iaoloded  lo  ths 
report  of  said  Ewing,  Campbell,  and  Bruce,  to  show  cause,  within,  say,  thirty  dayi 
from  receipt  of  notice,  why  the  adjudication  tinder  which  they  were  rerated  shoold 
not  be  revised  and  corrected. 

3.  That  cases  where  rerating  does  not  involve  increase  also  of  cnrrent  peoikm 
should  be  determined  on  the  record,  except  where  fraud  or  collaaioo  is  SDgg<»tod,  ia 
which  case  testimony  should  be  taken  on  that  point  alone. 

This  on  the  principle  that  in  claims  for  rerating,  on  the  ground  of  palpable  enorii 
the  former  adjudication,  new  evidence  should  not  be  admitted,  bnt  the  a^jiutiDnt 
should  proceed  on  the  same  record  as  that  on  which  it  was  considered  when  the  » 
rating  was  made. 

4.  That  on  those  cases  being  heard  by  the  said  board,  it  report  the  facts  in  eieh 
ease,  with  its  recommendations,  for  the  cousideratiou  of  the  Commissioner  and  Joa^ 
self,  and  for  such  further  action  as  the  faots  will  justify  in  each  particular  caae. 

Very  respectfullyi 

Qkobge  H.  Shields, 

AmbUUuU  Attorm^'G&unl 


Departmiekt  or  thr  Intbrtor, 
Officb  of  TnE  Assistant  Attornky-Obxeral, 

IVaahinglonf  D.  C,  September %\^ 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  reply  to  your  letter  of  Angost  30, 1889,  In  which  yoiiiili* 
mit  to  me  the  following  questious: 

First.  Has  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  power  to  form  a  board  to  rednce  pentioDl 
illegally  granted  on  notice  to  the  pensioner  T 

Second.  If  the  Comuiissioner  has  made  illegal  reratings  must  they  be  rednoed  bf 
the  same  rule  as  where  there  is  a  mere  error  of  judgment  t 

Third.  Is  it  a  mere  error  in  every  case,  when  forms  of  increase  and  lerating  ha*« 
been  pursued,  no  matter  how  obviously  wrong  the  conclusion  is  t 

Fourth.  Is  there  no  appeal  possible  for  the  Government  for  rerating  and  iaoreiM^ 
or  either,  when  the  Secretary  is  convinced  the  proceedings  are  erroneous  t 

Fifth,  If  there  be  such  appeal  how  should  it  be  taken  T' 

In  July  last  I  had  the  honor  to  submit  to  yon  an  opinion  practically  ooTeringMm 
of  the  questious  propounded  in  your  last  letter,  but  I  have  gone  over,  at  your  reqneil. 
the  entire  subject  again,  and  see  no  reason  to  change  the  conclusions  arrtTsd  si  in 
that  opmion. 

The  questions  involve  the  supervisory  power  of  the  Secretary  over  the  ComnuMioiMr 

of  Pensions. 

In  the  sundry  civil  appropriation  act,  approved  March  %  1883.  the  offioeof  Com- 
missoner  of  Pensions  was  established  and  provided  for  in  the  folio  wini?  words:  "And 
a  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  and  Senate,  wko 
shall  receive  a  salary  of  twenty-five  hundred  dollars,  which  is  hereby  appropriated. 
He  shall  execute,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  snch  duties  in  relsti* 
fiS^li-  ^!r^l  rVr^i"  ^?^^  '^  '"*>'  ^®  prescribed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
coStio««  .i?i!  ??-    ""^^^  \'^^''  *^,^*'''  ^''^^^''  ^*'  franking ;  bnt  this  provision  shaU  mIj 

SwS    until  the  expiration  of  the  next  Congress  "  (4  Stat.,  ^^l). 

1^  HITdntiJ^w±^  ^r''/*.*^  ^;®^«  ^^^  Continued  untii  the  fourth  dav  of  Mwek, 
dntiin  ^m,rr?i  f  T^^^  (^^iined  in  the  same  language  ns  the  statute  of  l^ :  and  the 
ihrn^ces  to  th^offlJLV^^  ^l  '^'^  SecrHury  of  fhe  Treasury  in  rogardto  gran*i»« 

to  and3e  the  dn?i!t  of^^^^^^  l^''^'""  "^ ^*'^  Kevolutiouary  war,  etc.,  We  ti^nsfema 

By  aiS  of  Ma^h  M  T«^^^  ^V  ^^^>«^«'^»"^'  ^^  War  (4  Stat.,  779). 
1840  the  dntfl  h«ii'  '  *^M  *'  '^P^  '''*«  continued  until  the  fourth  day  of  March, 

Bv  thi  o   M^rch  4  ^liTrj;.^;'^  >  '^^  ''''"•"^  language.     (5  Stat.,  187.)  ^ 
and  the  dnfciVs  were  ur.^.or  u  V'^''%'^.?«  cont.n.uMl  until  tho  fourth  of  March.  m\ 

«v  «*ar>  oi  vvai  auu  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  such  duties  iu  relation  tetks 
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wion  laws  as  may  be  preeoribed  by  the  Prestdeat."  By  this  act  the  pension  bnsi- 
n  theretotbre  transacted  by  the  Navy  Department  was  transferred  to  the  office  of 
9  CommibsioQer  of  Pensions. 

rbe  act  of  January  20,  1843,  the  office  was  continued  until  the  fourth  of  March; 
16,  and  the  duties  were  prescribed  as  follows:  '^And  that  he  shall  execute,  under 
d  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Nayy,  such  duties  in 
tation  to  the  various  pension  laws  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President ;  and  also 
ch  duties  in  relation  to  the  laws  granting  military  bounty  lands  as  may  be  assigned 
him  by  the  Secretary  of  War  with  the  sanction  of  the  President."  (5  Stat.,  5i37») 
By  act  of  January  14, 1846,  the  office  was  continued  to  March  4,  1849  (9  Stat.,  3). 
f  act  of  January  19, 1849,  the  continuance  of  the  office  was  "  extended  until  further 
^slation  by  Congress."    (9  Stat.,  — .) 

By  act  of  March  3, 1849  (9  Stat.,  395),  it  was  enacted :  <*  That  from  and  after  the 

assa^of  this  act  there  shall  be  created  a  new  Execntive  Department  of  the  Qovem- 

aent  of  the  United  States,  to  be  called  the  Department  of  the  Interior ;  the  head  of 

irhicb  Department  shall  be  called  the  S«scretary  of  the  Ibterior,  who  shall  be  appointed 

by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 

aenate,  and  who  shall  hold  his  office  by  the  same  tenure  and  receive  the  same  salary 

M  the  Secretaries  of  the  other  Execotiye  Departments,  and  who  shall  perform  all  the 

dDtieftasaigned  to  him  by  this  act."    Section  two  provided:  '*  That  the  Secretary  of 

the  Interior  shall  exercise  and  perform  all  the  acts  of  supervision  and  appeal  in 

legud  to  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Patents  now  exercised  by  the  Secretary  (of) 

Stat«.''   Section  three  provided :  ''That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  perform 

all  the  duties  in  relation  to  the  Oeneral  Land  Office,  of  supervision  and  appeal,  now 

discharged  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury."    Section  five  provided :  "  That  the 

Seenta^  of  the  Interior  shall  exercise  the  supervisory  and  appellate  powers  now 

nereised  by  the  Secretary  of  the  War  Department  in  relation  to  all  the  acts  of  the 

Commisrioner  of  Indian  Affairs."    Section  six  provided:  ''That  the  Secretanr  of 

the  Interior  shall  excercise  the  supervisory  and  appellate  powers  now  exercised  by 

the  Secretaries  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  in  relation  to  all  the  acts  of  the 

Commiasioner  of  Pensions."    The  act^  in  additional  sections,  conferred  on  the  Seo- 

ntary  of  the  Interior  the  "  supervisory  and  appellate  powers "  exercised  bv  the 

fieeretary  of  State  in  relation  to  the  censns,  and  those  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Ireas- 

niy  orer  mines,  and  those  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  over  the  Comniis- 

tmaxof  Public  BnUdings,  etc. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  x>owers  conferred  npon  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
tfe  those  of  supervision  and  appeal  over  the  Commisioner  of  Patents,  the  Commis- 
noner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Afiairs,  and  the  Com- 
|Qi«ioner  of  Pensions,  and  that  the  power  is  conferred  in  identically  the  same  words 
i&eaeh  case. 

I  do  not  find  any  snbseqnent  legislation  directlv  in  regard  to  the  authority  of  the 
secretary  of  the  Interior  over  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  till  the  Revised  Statutes. 

The  provisions  of  the  sections  quoted  above  are  embodied  in  the  Revised  Statutes 
kf  the  United  States,  as  follows: 

8kc.  437.  There  diall  be  at  the  seat  of  Grovemment  an  Executive  Department  to 
e  known  as  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  a  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who 

^U  be  the  head  thereof. 

•  •  #  •  •  «  • 

Sec.  441.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  charged  with  the  supervision  of  public 

isinesB  relating  to  the  following  subjects : 

•  *  •  «  •  •  • 

Second.  The  public  lands,  including  mines. 

Third.  The  Indians. 

Fourth.  Pensions  and  bounty  Jands. 

Fifth.  Patents  for  inventions. 

•  •••••• 

9iEC.  446.  There  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  a  Commissioner  of  the 
(neral  Land  Office,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  ad- 
ce  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  etc. 

3kc.  453.  The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  shall  perform,  under  the 
■sefioA  oftheSeereiarg  of  ike  Interior,  all  executive  duties  appertaining  to  the  surrey- 
z  and  sale  ol  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States,  or  m  anywise  respecting  such 
olic  lands,  and  also  such  as  relate  to  private  claims  of  land,  and  the  issuing  of 
tents  for  all  grants  of  land  under  the  authority  of  the  Gk>vemmout. 

3ec.  462.  There  shaU  he  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  a  Commissioner  of  Indian 
rairs,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  tha 
]iate,eto. 
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Sec.  463.  The  CommiBsioneT  of  Indian  Affairs  sbaU,  under  the  directum  of  the  8em- 
tary  of  the  Interior,  and  agreeably  to  Baoh  re^olations  ae  the  President  tiay  pre- 
Bcribe,  have  the  management  of  all  Indian  affairs,  and  of  all  matters  aiitdng  oat  of 
Indian  relations. 

•  •  •  •  •  *  • 

Sec.  470.  There  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  a  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions, who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  etc. 

Sec.  471.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall  perform,  under  the  direction  of  ikt 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  such  duties  in  the  execution  of  the  various  pensions  ind 
bounty-land  laws  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

•  •••••• 

Sec.  475.  There  shall  \>^  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  an  office  known  m  tiie       \ 
Patent  Office,  etc. 
Sec.  476.  Tliere  shall  be  in  the  Patent  Office  a  Commissioner  of  Patents,  etc.,  ete. 

•  •••••• 

Sec.  481.  The  Commissioner  of  Patents,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  ikt 
Interior,  shall  superintend  or  perform  all  duties  respecting  the  granting  and  iasniog 
of  patents  directed  by  law,  and  he  shall  have  charge  of  all  books,  records,  papers, 
models,  machines,  and  other  things  belonging  to  the  Patent  Office. 

These  sections  are  quoted  to  show  that  the  organization  of  the  lutenor  Deparbneat 
makes  the  Secretary  thereof  the  head  of  the  Department;  charges  him  with  (he 
supervision  of  public  business  of  these  varioas  bureaas,  detiues  the  offices  of  Comniis- 
siooer  of  the  General  Land  Office,  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  Commiasioner  of 
Pensions,  and  Commissioner  of  Patents,  as  bureaus  or  divisions  **inthe  Departmait 
of  the  Interior,"  and  confers  authority  npon  the  respective  officials  to  perform,  *'  uvder 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  all  executive  duties  in  their  respectiTe 
divisions,"  and  the  power  is  conferred  substantially  in  the  same  language. 

By  section  161  "  the  head  of  each  Department  is  authorized  to  preacribe  regula- 
tions, not  inconsistent  with  law,  for  the  government  of  his  Department,  the  condnct 
of  its  officers  and  clerks,  the  distribution  and  performance  of  its  business,  and  the 
custody,  use,  and  preservation  of  the  records,  papers,  and  property  appertaining  to  it" 

These  provisions  of  law  clearly  show  the  supervisory  authoritory  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  over  all  official  acts  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  This  is  the 
letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  law. 

When  it  is  remembered  that  by  the  Constitution,  article  two,  section  one,  ''The 
executive  power  shall  be  vested  in  the  President  Of  the  United  States  of  America," 
and  that  the  Cabinet  officers  are  the  heads  of  Executive  Departments  and  the  coqd- 
selors  of  the  President,  it  will  readily  be  seen  that  the  heads  of  bureaus  anddivisioiu 
in  the  respective  departments  must  be  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  secretaries 
in  the  very  natnre  of  things.  While  Congress  may  and  has  conferred  upon  some  of 
them  quaH  Judicial  functions,  yet  they  are  not  the  less  to  be  exercised  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  executive  duties,  and  as  such  must  be  subject  tq  the  supervision  of 
the  secretaries,  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  law  above  quoted,  unless  otherwise 
provided  by  Congress. 

Your  predecessor,  Secretary  Lamar,  in  considering  the  question  of  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  the  case  of  Pueblo  of  San  Francisco  (5  L.  D.,4e^)> 
made  use  of  the  following  language: 

**  The  executive  duties  of  any  one  of  the  Departments  are  such  as  are  required  of 
its  officers  in  the  administration  of  the  law  upon  the  subjects  under  its  jurisdiction. 
They  are  not  the  less  executive  duties  because  they  require  in  their  performance  the 
examination  of  evidence  and  the  exercise  of  judgment  thereon.  All  executive  duties 
which  are  anything  beyond  the  performance  of  ministerial  acts  involve  the  exercise 
of  judgment,  such  as  examination,  decision,  and  final  judglnent,  but  they  are  not 
Inuicial  acts  in  the  sense  that  they  can  only  be  the  subject  of  review  by  judicial  tri- 
bunals or  upon  a  formal  appeal  to  some  higher  judicial  authority.  There  is  hardly 
an  act  of  any  moment  performed  in  an  Executive  Department  which  would  not,  if 
such  were  the  case,  be  taken  from  the  supervision  and  control  of  its  head. 

"The  statutes,  in  placing  the  whole  business  of  the  Department  under  the soper- 
vision  of  the  Secretary,  invest  him  with  authority  to  review,  reverse,  amend,  annnl, 
or  affirm  all  proceedings  in  the  Department  having  for  their  ultimate  object  to  socore 
the  alienation  of  any  portion  of  the  public  lands,  or  the  adjustment  of  private  claiiw^ 
to  lands,  with  a  just  regard  to  the  rights  of  the  public  and  of  private  parties.  Such 
supervision  may  he  exercised  by  direct  orders  or  by  review  on  appeals.  The  wodt »» 
which  the  supervision  shall  be  exercised  in  the  absence  of  statutory  direction  may  bepf^ 
scribed  by  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Secretaty  may  adopt," — (Page  494.) 

Again  he  says  (page  495) : 

**The  language  of  the  act  of  July  1,  1864  (13  Stat.,  332),  which  provides  for  the 
issue  of  a  patent  after  the  approval  of  the  survey  by  the  (Commissioner  of  the  Gen* 
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1  Office,  IS  to  be  read  in  connection  with  the  Reyised  Statutes  sobseqnently 
placing  all  the  business  relating  to  survey  of  private  claims  under  the  direo- 
snpervihioo  of  the  Secretary. 

*  If  admitted  (t.  e.,  the  contrary  view)  the  Secretary  would  be  not  only 
,  except  in  one  or  two  instances,  of  any  appellate  power  over  all  the  bureaus 
epartment,  but  shorn  of  any  power  which  renders  his  supervision  and  direo- 
stoal.  No  case  has  been  brought  to  my  attention  supporting  a  construction 
ly  against  the  practice  of  the  Department,  and  whicn,  if  sustained,  would 
;h  a  radical  change  in  its  organization.  On  the  contrary,  running  through 
lions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  well  after  as  before  the  adoption  of  the  Re- 
itutes,  this  appellate  power  is  recognized  and  asserted  as  clear  and  undeni- 

cases  of  the  Supreme  Court  were  cited  in  my  former  opinion  to  you  on  this 
and  are  as  follows :  Lee  v,  Johnson  (116  U.  S.,  48) ;  Buena  Vista  County  v. 
Us  &  Sioux  City  R.  R.  Co.  (ir^  U.  S.,  165) ;  Magnire  v.  Tyler  (1  Black,  195) ; 
r.  Sickles  (98  U.  S.,  203).  This  latter  case  affirms  Maguire  r.  Tyler,  and 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  the  power  of  supervision  and  appeal  in  all 
relative  to  the  General  Land  Office,  and  that  power  is  coextensive  with  the 
f  the  Commissioner  to  adjudge." 

lew  of  pension  legislation  develops  that  Congress  in  its  direction  sometimes 
B  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  at  other  times  the  Secretary  of  the  In* 
It  has  repeatedly  recognized  the  supervisory  authority  of  the  Secretary,  even 
nallest  details  of  administration,  and  gives  directions  indiscriminately  to  the 
y  and  t^e  Commissioner.  I  have  made  reference  to  the  provisions  in  an  ap- 
lereto  annexed. 

nrious  provisions  relating  to  pensions  in  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  the  acts 
subsequent  thereto,  must  be  constraed  in  pari  materiaf  and  through  them  runs 
of  supervision  and  control  by  the  head  of  the  Executive  Department  of  the 

• 

f  be  remarked  that  there  is  no  provision  in  the  law  for  an  appeal  from  the 
liooer  of  the  General  Land  Office,  except  in  cases  of  contest  (section  2273), 
lere  any  provision  of  law  for  appeals  from  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs, 
i  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  yet  it  has  been  the  uniform  practice  of  the 
y  to  review  all  kinds  of  action  of  these  respective  officers  by  virtue  of  his 
tory  control,  and  his  power  to  do  ho  has  been  rcpt^ate^lly  adjudicated  by  the 
)  Court  of  the  United  States.  I  can  perceive  no  difference  between  the  Com- 
T  of  the  General  Land  Office,  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  the 
Bioner  of  Pensions,  in  their  relation  to  the  head  of  the  Department. 

case  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  while  he  is  as  subject  in  general  to  the 
y  of  the  Interior  as  the  other  Commissioners,  yet  Congress  has  provided  for 
&1  in  questions  of  issue  and  reisHuing  patents,  from  the  examiners  to  the  Com- 
ir,  and  from  the  Commissioner  to  the  supreme  court  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
Dg  in  banc,  and  the  decision  of  such  court  governs  the  further  proceedings  in 
).  (Sections  4909  to  sec.  4916.)  This  statute  has  been  construed  by  the 
\  Conrtof  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Butterworth  v.  Hoe,  112  U.  S.,  page 
I  find  nothing  in  this  provision  nor  in  the  case  cited  inconsistent  with  the 
sreinbefore  expressed.  I,  therefore,  have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that,  in  my 
yon  have  the  supervisory  control  of  all  the  actions  of  the  Commissioner  of 
I ;  and  that  all  power  given  to  him  by  Congress  was  intended  to  be,  and  is, 
to  your  supervisory  power;  and  that  you  have,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
d  upon  you,  as  head  of  the  Department,  and  by  virtue  of  section  161,  Revised 
I,  which  authorizes  the  head  of  each  Department  "  to  prescribe  regulations 
nsistent  with  law  for  the  government  oi  his  Department,  the  conduct  of  its 
md  clerks,  the  distribution  and  performance  of  its  business,  and  the  custody, 

preservation  of  the  records,  papers,  and  property  appertaining  to  it,"  the 
tber  to  exercise  your  supervisory  control  through  existing  channels  or  to  es- 
inch  regulations  "  not  inconsistent  with  law  "  as  may  be.necessary  to  attain 

re  pleased  to  ask,  "If  the  Commissioner  has  made  illegal  reratings  must  they 
:ed  by  the  same  rule  as  if  they  were  errors  of  judgment T    Is  it  a  mere  error 

case  where  the  form  of  increase  and  rerating  has  been  pursued,  no  matter 
nously  wrong  the  conclusion  is  T"    If  I  am  correct  in  the  view  herein  ex- 

your  supervisory  power  extends  to  the  corrections  of  violati4>n8  of  /atp, 

made  through  error  of  judgment  or  otherwise,  and  you  have  power  by  rule 
ilation  to  provide  for  the  review  of  cases  of  rerating  and  increase  of  pension 
ase  where  yon  are  convinced  the  proceedings  are  erroneous,  that  is,  illegal. 

it  has  been  held  that  the  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  are  bind- 
1  his  successors  and  that  he  should  review  decisions  of  predecessors  only  to 
)nt  of  correcting  errors  of  calculation  and  of  considering  new  and  important 
» which  may  be  discovered  (Dg.  Pen.  Decisions,  p.  433),  it  has  been  held  in  the 


\ 
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case  of  James  8.  Coleman,  Secretary  Teller,  Vol.ii,  page  291,  Pension  Decisions, tliat 
the  Department  had  uniformly  refused  to  distarh  an  adjndication  of  a  claim  bj  a 
former  administration,  except  upon  the  most  conclusive  evidence,  when  the  qnestioD 
as  to  the  propriety  of  a  given  rating  is  one  of  judgment,  merely  depending  apon  the 
weight  of  evidence,  it  will  not  allow  the  opinion  of  to  day  to  overturn  the  opioion  of 
yesterday,  otherwise  cases  woald  never  be  settled;  but  where  the  inconsisteucieaof 
the  fonner  action  is  not  manifest  upon  a  revietp  of  the  evidence  that  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
dispnte,  the  Department  will  not  refuse  to  do  justice  becanse  the  error  is  of  long 
standing  and  has  been  sanctioned  by  subsequent  action.''  (Digest  Pension  Decisioni, 
p.  422.) 

In  the  case  of  Elizabeth  McCluney,  Vol.  6,  p.  114,  Pension  Decisions,  it  was  held 
that  reconsideration  of  decision  of  Department  will  not  be  refused  where  manifest 
error  has  been  committed,  even  though  new  endence  is  not  presented  and  no  appeal  takes 
within  five  years  from  the  adjudication  of  the  case.  (Digest  Pension  Decisions,  p.  A'M.) 
In  the  case  of  Wm.  H.  Sain,  Vol.  7,  Pension  Decisions,  p.  24.3,  and  Hugo  Eisholtz, 
Vol.  8,  p.  179,  Secretary  Schurz  and  Secretary  Kirkwood  held  that  when  an  emrof 
judgment  has  been  made  and  a  higher  rate  of  pension  allotced  than  that  to  which  ike 
claimant  is  entitled  the  pension  should  be  reduced  to  its  proper  rate  upon  discoterif  of 
error,    (Digest  Pension  Decisions,  p.  399.) 

I  do  not  think  where  a  case  has  been  regularly  adjudicated  and  a  pension  adjadged 
to  a  claimant  by  a  Secretary  of  Interior  or  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  nnder  aiormei 
administration,  or  where  the  evidence  is  conflicting  or  weak,  and  fair  minds  might 
reach  different  conclusions  thereon,  or  where,  as  Secretary  Teller  says,  **the  qae^on 
as  to  the  propriety  of  a  given  rating  is  one  of  judgment  merely  depending  upon  the 
weight  ofevidence,"  that  such  adjudication  should  be  disturbed.  Nor  do  1  think  on 
an  appeal  or  other  proceeding  reviewing  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  where  there 
was  room  for  doubt  as  to  his  conclusions  on  the  evidence  that  his  opinion  should  he 
overturned. 

But  where  the  case  shows  a  palpable  disregard  of  the  law  and  is  clearly  wrong  the 
Secretary  has  the  power  and  ought  to  review  the  case  and  decide  it  according  to 
"right  and  justice ;"  otherwise  his  supervisory  power  is  merely  nominal. 

The  laws  regulating  the  rerating,  increase,  and  reduction  of  pensions  are  as  fol- 
lows; 

Revised  Statutes,  sec.  4698^:  "  Except  in  cases  of  permanent  specific  disabilitiei 
no  increase  of  pension  shall  be  allowed  to  commence  prior  to  the  date  of  the  examin- 
ing surgeon's  certificate  establishing  the  same,  made  under  the  pending  claim  for  in- 
crease, and  in  this,  as  well  as  all  other  easels,  the  certificate  of  an  oxainining  surgMD 
or  of  a  board  of  examining  surgeons  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Commifl* 
sioner  of  Pensions." 

Sec.  47T5  provides  that  the  examining  surgeons  appointed  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  may  be  required  by  him,  as  he  deems  in  the  interest  of  the  Grovemment,  to 
make  special  examinatiohs  of  pensions,  and  when  injustice  is  alleged  to  have  been 
done  by  an  examination  so  ordered,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  may,  at  hisdiecr^* 
tion,  select  a  board  of  three  duly  appointed  examining  surgeons,  who  shall  meetftt 
a  place  to  be  designated  by  him,  and  shall  review  sucli  cases  as  may  be  ordered  be- 
fore them  on  appeal  from  any  special  examiuation,  and  the  decision  of  such  board 
shall  be  final  on  the  questions  so  submitted  thereto,  provided  the  Commissioner  ap- 
jirove  the  same. 

Sec.  4776  gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  power  to  appoint  a  medical  referee  and 
four  qualified  surgeons  n^  examining  surgeons. 

See.  4777  provides  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  empowered  to  appoint 
civil  surgeons  to  examine  applicants  where  he  deems  necessary  ;  and 
Sec.  3  of  the  legislative  appropriation  act,  approved  June  21,  1879,  is  as  follow: 
Skc.  3.  That  sees.  4771,  4772,  and  4773  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  SUte«, 
providing  for  biennial  examination  of  pensioners,  are  hereby  repealed:  ProtUdy 
That  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall  have  the  samepower  as  heretofore  to  order 
special  examinations,  whenever  in  his  judgment  the  same  may  he  necessary  ^  and  to  tJicreaM 
or  reduce  the  pension  according  to  right  and  justice  :  but  in  no  case  shall  a  pension 
be  withdrawn  or  reduced  except  upon  notice  to  the  pensioner  and  a  hearing  apoB 
swoni  testimony,  except  as  to  the  certificate  of  the  examining  surgeon. 

See.  4  of  the  act  of  July  25,  1882,  provides  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  i* 
hereby  authorized  to  appoint  surgeons  who,  under  his  control  and  direction,  shall 
make  examinations  of  pensioners  and  claimants  for  pension,  or  increased  pension  tf 
he  shall  require,  and  he  shall  organize  boards  of  surgeous  to  cohsist  of  three  meiO' 
hers  each,  at  such  point  in  each  State  as  he  shall  deem  necessary,  and  allexamio^ 
tious  so  far  as  practicable  shall  be  made  by  the  boards,  and  no  examinations  shall  be 
made  by  one  surgeon  except  under  such  circumstances  which  make  it  impracticable 
for  a  claimant  to  present  himself  before  a  board  ;  provided,  that  the^Commissiooer 
may,  when  in  his  opinion  the  exigencies  of  the  service  require  it,  organize  a  board ot 
three  surgeons,  who,  under  his  direction,  shall  review  the  work  of  a  regularly  sp 
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atnied  board  of  snrgeons;  provided  further,  that  all  examinations  sbsll  be  thorough 
sd  iearcbing  and  the  certificate  contain  a  full  deBcription  of  the  phyBical  condition 
I  the  claimant  at  the  time,  which  shall  include  all  the  physical  and  rational  signs 
id  a  statement  of  all  structural  changes. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  the  provisions  just  quoted  carefully  guard  the  Government 
^inst  frsndnlent  pensions  and  well  conserve  the  rights  of  the  pensioner  and  appo- 
int for  peninon.  Authority  is  given  to  appoint  Hiirgeons,  boards  of  surgical  review, 
lake  special  examinations,  etc.  It  evidently  was  the  intention  of  Congress  that  all 
BTsons  legally  entitled  to  pension  shall  receive  them,  and  that  the  Treasui-y  of  the 
nit^  States  should  be  guarded  against  fraud  or  mistake  either  in  the  application 
radjndication  of  pension  cases.  The  surgical  examination  to  ascertain  the  nature 
rtbe  dtaability  is  a  largo  element  in  a  pension  case,  but  in  addition  arises  the  qnes- 
on  as  to  the  legality  of  the  claim  when  the  disability  is  established. 
Sec.  3  of  the  act  of  June  21,  1879,  above  quoted,  confers  on  the  Commissioner  of 
tosioDS  "the  same  power  as  heretofore  to  order  special  examiuations,  to  increase  or 
idace  the  pension  according  to  right  and  justice.''  It  confers  on  him  no  new  power 
ud  the  power  must  be  exercised  ^*  according  to  ri^ht  and  justice,"  the  only  qualifi- 
fttion  being  that  in  no  case  shall  a  pension  be  withdrawn  or  reduced  except  upon 
otice  to  the  x^onsioner  and  a  hearing  upon  sworn  testimony,  except  as  to  the  certifi- 
ate  of  the  examining  surgeon.  I  am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  if  cases  have  been 
legally  rerated  and  pensions  increased  contrary  to  tho  provisions  of  the  statnte, 
iiat  before  the  same  should  be  **  withdrawn  or  reduced  "  the  matter  should  be  thor- 
aghly  Investigated  by  the  Secretary  and  notice  given  to  the  pensioner  of  the  hear- 
ig  before  final  action  be  taken  thereon. 

By  order  dated  February  19. 1885,  your  predecessor,  Secretary  Teller,  declared  that 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Dr.  Geo.  E.  Ewing,  and  Mr.  Silas  Colgrovo, 
re  hereby  constituted  a  board  to  consider  and  pass  upon  decisions  in  pension  cases; 
fter  each  cases  shall  have  been  prepared,  and  before  submission  to  the  Secretary  for 
is  approval,  said  board  will  consider  cases  in  conjunction,  and  in  case  they  fail  to 
nee,  a  memorandum  of  the  reasons  of  the  minority  members  of  such  disagreement 
rill  be  attached  to  the  case  for  submission  to  the  Secretary.  When  claimants  or 
fetomeje  desire  to  be  heard  orally  before  decision  of  the  case,  such  hearing,  if 
Dowed,  will  be  had  in  the  presence  of  the  board,  and  notes  will  be  kept  by  the 
oard  of  such  presentation  of  the  case  as  may  have  material  bearing  upon  it,  such 
;>te8  to  be  filed  ultimately  with  the  papers  iu  the  case." 

By  the  act  of  July  7,  1^  (23  Stat.,  1859),  Congress  recognized  the  right  of  the 
eeretary  to  organise  such  a  board,  made  appropriation  for  members  of  the  Board 
r  Pension  Ap}>eals  to  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  such  appro- 
nations  have  been  made  from  time  to  time  until  this  date  (23  U.  S.,  888;  24  U.  S., 
r2 ;  24  U.  S.,  622 ;  25  U.  S.,  284 ;  25  U.  S.,  734),  but  there  has  been  no  designation  by  Con- 
rene  of  the  authority  of  such  board,  or  as  to  the  cases  properly  cognizable  by  it,  or 
I  to  the  method  of  procedure  in  bringing  cases  before  it.  All  details  were  left,  as 
ley  should  have  been  under  the  law,  to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
»Tk>r.  Any  person  being  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
tons,  in  any  case,  can  appeal  to  the  Secretary  from  such  decision,  and  such  appeals 
re  considered  and  passed  upon  by  the  Board  of  Pension  Appeals,  and  the  decision 
bereon  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  or  the  Assistant  Secretary  designated  by  him  to 
erform  this  duty,  for  his  approval,  and  such  is  the  practice  at  this  time. 
If  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  adverse  to  the  pensioner  is  not  such  a  finality 
m  to  deprive  the  Secretary  of  the  power  to  review  and  reverse  that  decision,  there 
leing  no  right  of  appeal  expressly  provided  for  by  law,  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
/Omniissioner's  decision  in  favor  of  the  pensioner  as  against  the  Government  should 
w  a  finality  so  as  to  deprive  the  Secretary  of  any  power  of  review.  The  Secretary 
lUtertains  appeals  solely  by  reason  of  his  supervisory  power  as  Secretary,  and  if  it 
tan  be  exercised  in  favor  of  the  claimant  there  is  no  reason  why  it  can  not  be  equally 
(xercised  in  favor  of  the  Crovemment. 

Referring  again  to  my  former  opinion  herein,  and  to  the  sections  of  law  and  the 
lecision  of  the  courts  quoted  therein  and  the  additional  authorities  cited  herein,  I 
im  of  the  opinion  that  the  Secretary  can  order  a  review  of  any  case  of  rerating,  where 
le  is  convinced  that  the  law  has  been  disregarded  iu  order  that  it  may  be  determined 
'according  to  right  and  justice,"  and  upon  an  investigation,  giving  notice  to  the 
pensioner,  the  Secretary  can  iucrease  or  reduce  the  pension  to  conform  to  the  law. 
'.  beg  leave  to  submit  herewith  as  bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  and  upon  the  right  to  withhold  pensions  where  over  payments  have  been 
Dsde  by  fraud  or  mistake,  ruling  No.  22T,  in  the  case  of  Adelina  Bly,  of  February  7, 
efc^,  by  Hon.  John  C.  Black,  Commissioner,  approved  by  the  Hon.  D.  L.  Hawkins, 
kssistant  Secretary,  and  ruling  No.  2H0,  iu  the  matter  of  Sarah  Ranner,  dated  Jan- 
lary  29,  1889,  by  the  Hon.  John  C.  Black,  Commissioner,  and  also  the  opinion  of  the 
Ion.  A.  H.  G»rland|  Attorney- General ,  on  the  questions  therein  involved,  and  also 
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a  copy  of  the  opinion  of  the  Hon.  Benj.  H.  Brewster,  Attorney- General,  to  the  Hon. 
H.  M.  Teller,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  April  28,  1882,  for  your  considemioD  lod 
information,  all  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 
BespectfuUy, 

Geo.  H.  Shislm, 
Auistani  Attcmesf'Gwnl 


Appendix. 

PrinM&nMoflawinwJiiek  Congress  has  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  (he  Inleriernifk 

Commissioner  of  Pensions  by  name. 

Sec.  4698|  of  the  Revised  Statutes  makes  a  certificate  of  an  examining  sargwn, 
etc..  '' subject  to  the  approval  of  the  CommisMioner  of  Pensions." 

Sec.  4711  makes  it  '*  tne  duty  of  the  Oomniissioner  of  Pensions,"  upon  application 
to  pay  to  the  person  entitled  to  receive  the  same,  arrears  of  pension. 

Sec.  4714  provides  ''that  the  Coiumissioner of  Pensions  may  destgnato,"  etc, per- 
sons before  whom  oaths  may  be  taken. 

Sec.  4720  provides  '*  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall,  upon  satisfsctory 
evidence  that  fraud  was  perpetrated  in  obtaining  such  special  act,  suspend  payment 
thereupon,"  etc. 

By  Sec.  4744,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  July  25, 1882,  provides  "  that  tbe  Commii- 
Bioner  of  Pensions  is  authorized  to  detail,  from  time  to  time,  clerks  or  persons  em- 
ployed in  his  office  to  make  special  exnmination  into  the  merits  of  such  pennon  or 
bounty  land  claims,''  etc.,  and  to  investigate  fraud. 

By  Sec.  4748  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  authorized  to  fnmish  applidnts 
printed  instructions  free  of  charge. 

Sec.  4768  provides  that  tbe  Commissioner  of  Pensions  shall  forward  the  certificate 
of  pension  to  the  agent,  etc. 

bee.  4769  provides  that  the  agent  shall  pay  fees,  as  directed  by  the  Commiesioner. 

By  Sec.  4775  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  authorized  to  require  examinatioos 
by  examining  surgeons,  and  to  select  a  board  of  examining  surgeons  to  review  sat^ 
cases  as  may  oe  ordered  before  them. 

By  Sec.  4777  he  is  authorized  to  appoint  civil  surgeons  when  he  deems  it  necespiry. 

By  the  act  of  January  25, 1879,  *'  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  hereby  aatbor- 
ized  and  directed  to  adopt  such  rules  and  regulations  for  the  payment  of  arreanof 
pensions,"  etc. 

By  section  three  of  the  act  of  June  21,  1879,  *'the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  Bball 
have  the  same  power  as  heretofore  to  onler  special  examinations,"  etc.,  and  by  the 
act  of  August  S,  1882,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  granted  the  power  to  TisikiD 
person  pension  agencies,  etc. 

On  the  other  hand,  by  section  4736,  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  directed  to  pUoe 
on  the  pension  roll  the  names  of  survivors  of  the  war  of  1H12. 

By  Sec.  4739  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  prescribe  regulatioDt 
therefor  and  to  cause  to  be  stricken  from  tbe  pension  roll  the  names  of  persons  pot 
thereon  through  fraud. 

By  Sec.  4761  *' the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  required  to  place  on  the  pension  li^ 
wounded  privateersmen,"  etc.,  ordered  before  him. 

By  Sec.  4765  pension  agents  are  directed  to  draw  checks  for  pensions,  under  mle^ 
"  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior." 

Sec.  4767.  "  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  cause  suita^il^  blanks  for  vouohen 
to  be  printed  and  distributed  to  agents. 

Sec.  4776  authorizes  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  appoint  a  medical  referee,  wh<^^ 
''under  the  control  and  direction  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  shall  have  cbarj^ 
of  the  examination  and  revision  of  the  reports  of  examining  surgeons,''  and  the  Sec 
retary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  appoint  four  qualified  surgeons  as  examiners. 

By  the  act  of  March  9,  187j:?,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  was  directed  to  place  on 
the  pension  rolls  the  namet)  of  survivors,  without  regard  to  color,  including  militia;;; 
and  volunteers,  who  served  in  the  war  of  1812,  and  section  three  provided  that  prooi^ 
shall  be  made  ''under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  shall  prescribe,"  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  was  authorized  to  strike  from  the  rolls  persons  put  thereon 
through  false  representation  or  miHtako.  By  section  five  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior was  authorized  to  restore  to  the  pension  rolls  certain  survivors  of  the  war  of 
1812. 

By  the  act  of  June  9,  1880,  "The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  herebv  directed  to  re- 
store all  such  pensions  as  have  already  been  so  reduced  to  the  right  originally  granted 
and  allowed,  to  takB  e£fect  from  the  date  of  such  reduction." 
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By  act  of  August  8, 1882,  it  was  provided  that  Indian  pensioners  sbonld  be  paid  at 
some  convenient  point,  etc.,  which,  together  with  the  form  and  manner  of  identifica- 
tion of  penaioners,  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

By  section  five  of  the  act  of  Jnly  4,  1884,  it  was  provided  '*That  the  Secretary  of 

the  Interior  may  prescribe  mlee  and  reflations  governing  the  recognition  of  agents, 

attorneys,  or  other   persons  representing  claimants  before  his  Department j"  etc. 

Bection'six  provides  tnat  the  Commissioner  shall  have  power,  subject  to  review  by 

the  Secretary,  to  reject  contracts  for  fees. 

By  the  act  of  Janaary  29,  1887,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  place  on  the  pension  rolls  the  names  of  survivors  of  the  war  of  Mexico. 
Section  three  provides :  *' Proof  shall  be  made,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  prescribe,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall 
strike  from  the  rolls  the  names  put  thereon  by  fraud,  etc. 

By  the  act  of  February  14, 1871,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  was  directed  to  place 
on  the  pension  rolls  certain  survivors  of  the  war  of  1812. 

fiy  act  of  March  9,  1878,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  was  directed  to  place  on  the 
pension  rolls  persons  who  have  served  fourteen  days  in  the  war  of  1812.  By  section 
three  proof  was  to  be  made,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  shall  prescribe,  and  the 
Seeietsry  was  authorized  to  strike  from  the  rolls  the  names  put  thereon  by  fraud  or 
mistake. 

(j.  In  tbat  same  connectioD,  have  yoa  a  bill  yoa  prepared  for  Con- 
gress on  your  own  aecoant  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  regarded  this  as  a  very 
^eat  abuse. 

Q.  Will  yen  have  that  incorporated  in  the  record^  so  much  of  it  as 
felates  to  this  matter  f — ^A.  I  prepared  a  bill  which  was  introduced  into 
the  House,  and  also  the  Senate,  ^^  Defects  in  pension  legislation,"  in 
^hich  I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  had  no  power  to  enforce 
I'eiinbursements  to  the  Government. 

Ur.  DxmGAN.  Was  that  recommendation  made  as  early  as  possible 
after  you  obtained  authoritatively  from  the  Attorney-General  the  state 
of  afEairs  after  showing  that  the  Department  had  done  what  it  could  f 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  called  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  fact;  and  if 
that  law  is  not  passed,  it  ought  to  be — that  is  all  I  have  to  say  about 
tbat. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  was  the  date  of  the  rerating  of  Gen.  Powell  f 
A.  The  25th  day  of  March,  1889. 
Q.  After  you  were  in  office  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  And  Secretary  Noble  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  knowledge,  or  have  you  now,  whether  Secretary 
I^oble  gave  Gen.  Powell  a  note  for  Gen.  Black  requesting  a  favorable 
action  in  his  case  f — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Yoa  were  not  aware  of  that! — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  wouldn't  make  any 
difference  if  he  did. 

'  Q.  [Hands  book  to  witness.]  That  portion  there  that  yon  have  marked 
is  what  yon  desire  to  incorporate  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  is  as  follows : 

Infects  in  pension  lep^islation,  the  importance  of  which  should  enUtle  them  to  the 
^^^sideration  of  Congress,  and,  with  that  object  in  view,  I  respectfully  submit  them 
l^you.  For  instance,  from  an  early  date  in  the  history  of  our  pension  system,  there 
l^^^e  prevailed,  under  different  administrations,  conflicting  opinions  as  to  the  power 
*?  enforce  the  reimbursement  of  money  paid  in  exee$8  for  pensions  in  conformity  with 
father  inaccnrate  or  illegal  certificates  issued  through  mistakes  either  of  fact  or  of  law 
'^  the  adjudication  of  claims  by  the  Bureau  of  Pensions;  and,  consequently,  in  the 
i^^^uce  of  a  dear  legal  provision  on  the  subject,  the  Government,  having  no  author- 
*v  to  plead  a  past  overpayment  as  an  offset  to  current  payments  of  pension,  has  been 
^^pelled  to  submit  to  serious  losses  of  money  which,  having  been  once  improperly 
P**d  either  to  claimants  or  to  pensioners,  were  irrecoverable  under  any  established 
'^■^  of  departmental  practice.    A  memorable  illustration  of  this  fact  was  given  in  a 

f  S?  ^^*^^^  of  application  for  rerating  and  for  inert  ase  that  were  filed  in  the  Bureau 
^^  Pensions  during  the  years  1887,  1888,  and  185<9,  upon  which  considerable  sums  of 
^oney  were  paid  improperly  to  certain  pensioners  by  the  authority  of  the  Commis- 

*^Qer,  In  Tiolation  of  both  laW  and  practice,  but  without  either  the  knowledge  or 
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theconsont  of  tbe  Secretary-- losses  for  which  there  should  have  been  a  reimbQT» 
ment  of  the  treasury,  under  the  same  law  in  pursuance  of  which  the  pension  it- 
self was  granted.  The  means  employed,  whether  by  olaimants  or  by  attorneys, 
to  procure  these  excessive  allowauces  will  not  be  here  disonssed ;  but  the  erli 
Itself  confronts  the  Department  and  the  need  for  a  legal  remedy  is  emphasized  not 
only  by  considerations  of  Justice  to  the  great  mass  of  honest  pensioners,  but  by  the 
proper  requirements  of  the  pension  system.  It  is  equivalent  in  its  effect  tosdii- 
crimioation  in  favor  of  unlawful  claims  and  claimanto.  In  order  to  supply  areroedy 
I  respectfully  recommend  that  Congress  be  requested  to  enact  a  law  that  shall  ex- 
pressly authorize  the  Department  to  treat  all  improper,  illegal,  and  ereeMtvepaymeDh 
of  pension,  whether  caused  by  fraud  or  by  mUiake^  as  prepaymefiU  to  be  cWged 
against  the  current  pension,  with  a  view  to  readjusting  or  equalizing  current  peosion 
payments  within  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary.  Such  an  enactment  would  afford  a 
prompt  and,  I  believe,  an  effective  remedy  for  the  evil  under  consideration,  at  the 
same  time  averting  all  occasion  for  departmental  controversy  or  for  litigation  witk 
pensioners.  It  would  confer  upon  the  Department  the  power  to  correct  its  own  erron 
oy  a  lust  and  easy  process,  thereby  preserving  the  integrity  of  the  law  and  maintain* 
ing  tne  fairness  with  which  it  should  be  enforced. 

Mr.  ENiiOE.  Was  that  the  eause  of  Oommissioner  Tanner  being  »• 
tired  from  ofQcet 

A.  That  I  can  not  tell  you.  The  President  and  Secretary  are  the 
best  persons  to  tell  yon  in  regard  to  that.  I  know  nothing  at  all 
about  it. 

Q.  Yon  say  there  was  some  thirteen  hundred,  did  you  not,  of  the 
cases  under  Tanner,  and  some  seventeen  hundred  under  Blackt— A. 
Yes,  sir;   I  am  speaking  now  entirely  from  memory. 

Q.  That  for  the  purpose  of  an  interesting  compydson ;  did  that  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  House  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  go  into  the  question  of  the  extent  which  it  affected  the 
public  Treasury,  and  whether  or  not  the  abuse  under  each  was  eqaally 
great.  Did  you  look  far  enough  to  ascertain  thatt — A.  I  am  able  to 
say  that  I  think  the  question  was  growing  right  along  rapidly. 

Q.  You  think  it  was  a  greater  injury  to  the  public  Treasury  so  fans 
the  comparison  is  concerued  when  it  was  conducted  under  Gommifl- 
sioner  Black  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  1  think  so,  and  if  not  stopped 

Q.  You  furnish  a  list  of  those  who  had  been  rerated  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  inquired  into  the  matter  far  enough  to  know  howmaoj 
there  were  received  reratings  which  were  improper  ratingsf— A.  A 
great  many  of  the  men  were  entitled  to  the  pension  they  finally  re- 
ceived. 

Q.  You  heard  the  question  I  asked  the  Secretary  as  to  the  propriety 
of  undertaking  to  conect  these  errors  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tou  think  you  have  no  power  under  the  law  to  correct  a  rent- 
ing f — A.  No,  sir ;  we  have  no  power  after  the  case  is  once  adjudicated. 
We  have  no  power  to  recover  any  of  the  money  that  has  been  paid. 

Q.  Have  you  the  power  to  reduce  the  pensions  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  power  is  that  t — A.  It  is  a  power  which  is  exercised  under 
a  provision  of  the  law  which  requires  that  we  give  a  claimant  sixty  days' 
notice  and  have  him  go  before  a  medical  boani  for  further  examination 
to  determine  the  extent  of  his  injury,  and  that  record  is  made  to  the 
bureau  and  takes  the  same  course  as  an  application  for  a  pension  voold, 
and  the  rating  would  take  the  same  course  before  that  board,  and  the 
pensioner  would  have  the  right  to  furnish  testimony  as  to  the  co^^eG^ 
ness  of  the  rating. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  there  have  been  any  steps  taken  to  try  aod 
correct  these  ratings.  Have  you  any  knowledge  or  information  in  that 
regard? — A.  I  think  only  to  a  limited  extent,  tad  the  reason  of  that 
was  this,  that  there  was  in  the  files  of  the  Pension  Office  daring  that 
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time,  wliich  we  did  notcaretoinqaire  into,  a  large  uumber  of  cases  tbat 
were  uot  foand ;  some  of  tbese  we  did  examine,  aud  as  we  could  not 
reach  all  tbe  reratiiig,aiid  as  there  was  a  ^reat  deal  of  business  pressing 
before  tbe  Pension  Office,  notbing  was  done  about  it 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  bad  your  attention  called  to  any  cases  where  tbe 
rating  is  outrageously  bigh  and  tbe  man  still  drawing  pension  t — A.  I 
dent  think  I  have.  Wberever  I  have  had  my  attention  called  I  have 
always  forwarded  the  lette^  to  tbe  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Q.  I  suppose  tbe  proper  place  to  make  tbat  tnqniry  would  be  of  tbe 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  publisbing  tbis  list  here  tbere  is  one  fact,  and  I  desire  to  know 
what  you  know  about  it:  Do  you  know  tbat  W.  W.  Dudley — Gen. 
Dudley,  in  otber  words — was  rerated  during  tbat  period  and  his  name 
did  not  appear  in  tbe  list  of  reratingi — A.  His  pension  was  rerated 
under  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  act  of  August,  1886,  fixing  the  rate  at  $36 
per  month  for  a  soldier  wbo  bad  lost  a  leg  at  tbe  knee  joint,  and  bis 
case  was  rerated  under  tbat  section  and  not  as  tbese  other  cases  were 
rerated. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  a  distinction  there  between  cases,  and  not  embrace 
them  allf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  left  out  some  cases  Y — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  relied  entirely  upon 
the  case  of  nonspecific  disability,  wbere  a  case  is  rated  by  law,  as  a  man 
wbo  has  lost  both  legs  or  eyes  and  gets  a  specific  rating  fixed  by 
Congress;  tbat  is  not  a  reratiug. 

Q.  In  otber  words,  that  is  legitimate t — A.  Yes,  sir;  none  of  those 
cases  are  embraced  in  tbese  books. 

Q.  bo  I  understand  tbat  all  of  tbe  cases  you  furnisbed  here,  all  of  tbat 
thirteen  hundred  and  seventeen  bundred,  tbat  all  of  those  were  illegally 
rerated  cases  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  1  don't  say  that. 

Q.  How  did  you  draw  tbe  distinction ;  you  say  you  left  some  out  t — A. 
They  are  nonspecific  disabilities.  It  is  barely  possible  tbat  tbere  may 
be  some  in  tbere. 

Q.  Haven't  you  some  in  tbere  tbat  were  rerated  under  tbe  law! — A. 
Tliere  are  some ;  I  don't  know  wby. 

Q.  Mr.  Dudley's  case  was  left  off  because  it  was  rerated  under  specific 
disability  t — A.  Yes,  sir.. 

Q.  Does  Mr.  Dudley's  go  back  to  tbe  time  of  the  discharge  t — A.  No, 
sir :  to  tbe  passage  of  tbe  law ;  in  August,  1886. 

Q.  How  was  be  rated  from  tbe  time  of  tbe  passage  of  the  law  f — A. 
Back  to  the  passage  of  tbe  law  in  1886. 

Q.  Not  beyond  tbat  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact  you  have  knowledge  of  the  reason  t — A.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  tbe  reason ;  not  definite. 

Q.  You  have  an  opinion  of  it  f — A.  I  wouldn't  pretend  to  give  it. 
When  I  heard  tbere  was  a  controversy  about  it  I  sent  for  bis  papers, 
and  found  that  he  was  drawing  a  pension  tbat  be  was  entitled  to  ac- 
cording to  law.    I  don't  know  anything  about  it  further  than  tbat. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  arrest  of  John  W.  La  Tou- 
rette  T — A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  know ;  don't  know  anything  about  that  case 
at  all. 

Q.  You  have  heard  of  itt — A.  Ye^,  sir;  1  bave  heard  of  it,  but  don't 
know  anything  about  tbe  particulars. 

Q.  Your  attention  has  never  been  called  to  the  nature  of  tbe  charges 
afrainst  him? — A.  1  think  I  beard  somebody  say  something  about  it, 
but  I  don't  know  anything  oflicially  about  it.    I  don't  know  enough 
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about  it  to  tell  you ;  I  couldn't  give  any  authority  for  anything  I  woi 
say  about  bim. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  ever  tried  on  the  charges  t— A 
do  not. 

Q.  Is  it  legal  to  lend  money  on  the  basis  of  a  i>en8ion  certificate 
collateral  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  penalty  for  the  violation  of  the  law  t — A.  I  do 
know  as  I  can  tell  yon ;  a  fine,  I  believe. 

Mr.  LiNB.  A  reference  to  the  statute  will  show  that. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :  * 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  arrest  of  Oharles  E.  Lamar, 
colored  man  t — A.  No,  sir,  1  don^t. 

Q.  Was  your  attention  ever  called  to  the  fact  that  a  roan  by  thens 
of  Dohobue  was  loaning  out  money  for  La  Tonrette  t — A.  I  think  I  k 
yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  itt — A.  No, sir;  or  a  very  lit 
all  I  know  about  it  was  that  some  one  said  something  about  some  troi 
in  the  Pension  Office,  about  some  one  indorsing  a  note  to  La  Tear 
and  he  appealed  to  the  Commissioner  I  believe  to  have  the  paymeni 
forced,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  recommendation  for" the  discharge  of  Done 
from  the  service? — A.  I  went  to  the  Pension  Office  one  day  and  in 
nection  with  the  Commissioner  sent  for  all  the  clerks  we  could  find 
knew  anything  about  it.    Two  or  three  parties  came  there  who 
they  had  applied  to  Mr.  La  Tonrette  to  borrow  money  at  10  per 
per  mouth,  and  that  Mr.  La  Tonrette  told  them  if  Mr.  Donohue  w 
indorse  their  note  he  would  loan  them  the  money,  and  these  pa 
would  go  to  Mr.  Donohue  and  he  would  indorse  their  note,  and  the 
would  be  put  in  the  bank  and  the  party  would  make  a  small  payi 
on  it  and  renew  it  and  then  put  it  in  the  bank  again  for  10  per  cem 
month,  and  it  would  run  for  four  or  five  mcmths  and  the  party  coul 
pay  it  and  it  would  go  to  protest,  and  then  Mr.  Donohue  woiild  g 
the  Commissioner  and  say  he  had  indorsed  John  Smith's  note  as  a  f 
and  John  Smith  had  failed  to  pay  the  note  and  he  would  have  to 
it  up.   Then  he  would  endeavor  to  bring  the  force  of  the  Pension  C 
to  make  him  pay  the  note,  and  I  thought  that  was  wrong  and  may  I 
told  the  Commissioner  that  he  was  not  lit  to  remain  in  the  Pen 
Office. 

Mr.  LiND.  That  James  W.  Donohue t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  that  is  his  name. 

Judge  Payson.  You  don't  think  difterently  now,  do  you  t 

A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  know  what  influence  has  kept  him  in  the  office;  you  k 
why  he  has  not  been  discharged  ?— A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  aoytl 
about  It.  I  know  that  Commissioner  Raum  recommended  bis  dismii 
and  I  have  heard  nothing  more  about  it. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  he  is  there  yet  or  not  ?— A.  I  don't ki 
y.  Has  he  not  been  promoted  since  that  investigation  you  6] 
of  t— A.  1  don't  know  that. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  refused  to  approve  the  recommendation  d 
commissioner  for  appointments  ?— A.  I  presume  I  have  on  several  c 
Bions;  I  couldn't  tell  you  what  they  are. 
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Q.  You  don't  recall  any  I — A.  No,  sir ;  I  can't  recall  any. 

Q.  Any  of  the  chiefs  of  division  compIaineQ  to  yon  that  promotions 
rere  made  without  theirconsent  or  recommendation  in  their  division  1 — 
V.  I  don't  recall  any. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Kelley  ever  make  any  complaint  to  you  1 — A.  I  believe 
16  did  come  to  me  one  day  and  say  something  about  a  clerk  in  his  office 
srhom  he  had  recommended  for  promotion  and  he-hud  not  been  promoted 
and  somebody  else  had  been  whom  he  had  not  recommended.  I  think 
there  was  a  case  of  that  kind ;  I  don't  remember  now  what  it  was  or  who 
it  was. 

Q.  Did  yon  take  any  action  in  regard  to  the  matter;  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  it! — A.  I  don't  remember  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Isn't  that  rather  in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  office  t — A.  No, 
sir,  I  don't  think  it  is ;  I  think  the  Oommissioner  is  entirely  competent 
to  handle  his  own  atfairs,  and  he  consults  the  chief  of  division  to  the 
extent  he  wants  to ;  I  think  if  he  wants  to  promote  a  clerk  in  the  office 
he  doesn't  have  to  follow  the  chief  of  division. 

Q.  Yon  think,  then,  if  the  chief  of  division  finds  a  man  trying  to 
get  into  his  desk  after  hours  and  recommended  his  dismissal  that  it  is 
a  proper  thing  for  the  Commissioner  to  promote  him  instead  of  dis- 
missing him  T — A.  All  I  know  about  that  case  is  what  I  said. 

Q.  1  want  to  know  abont  the  practice. — A.  Mr.  Bailey  told  me  what 
he  said  to  the  Commissioner  about  that. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  what  you  think  about  the  propriety  of  that  sort 
ofmauagementi — A.*  In  order  to  give  you  an  explanation,  I  will  state 
that  case.  The  Commissioner  was  endeavoring  to  formulate  some 
methods  in  his  office  in  regard  to  the  disciplining  of  the  office,  and  I 
understand  he  asked  Mr.  Bailey  to  assist  him  in  formulating  certain 
nilesand  Mr.  Bailey  tried  his  hand  and  did  not  prepare  what  the  Com- 
missioner thought  he  wanted,  and  this  clerk,  without  having  been 
asked  to  do  it,  formulated  a  set  of  rules  which  the  Commissioner 
adopted  and  afterwards  used  in  the  office,  and  without  knowing  any- 
things  abont  the  charges  that  Mr.  Bailey  had  made  against  him  he 
ordered  his  promotion  and  transferred  him  to  another  bureau,  when  he 
foQud  there  were  charges  against  him.  That  is  the  explanation  made 
to  me  in  regard  to  that  case. 

Q.  I  asked  yon  in  the  beginning  of  this  examination  what  you  knew 
>f  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Bailey,  chief  of  the  law  division,  in  regard 
^  the  discharge  of  Mr.  Hopkins! — A.  I  didn't  know  his  name.  He 
rave  me  the  information  as  soon  as  he  testified  here.  I  didn't  know 
Hopkins  was  the  name  of  the  man.   ^ 

Q.  Yon  hadn't  heard  of  that  circumstance  until  the  testimony! — A. 
^  sir;  Mr.  Bailey  told  me  that  after  his  testimony  here. 

Q.  Tou  hadn't  talked  with  Oommissioner  Baum  about  that  since  this 
^vestigation  t — A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Q.  Then  you  don't  know  except  what  Mr.  Bailey  told  you  f — A.  That 
5  all. 

Q.  We  have  his  testimony  here.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  special 
xaminer  of  this  district  beret — A.  What  is  his  name  t 

Q.  Brooks.  Do  you  know  anything  iibout  what  his  duties  are  in  this 
istricti — A.  To  investigate  any  cases  that  .may  be  brought  to  his 
^iiowledge  connected  with  the  Pension  Office.* 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  has  any  instructions  to  spend  any 
Portion  of  his  time  looking  after  the  employes  of  the  Pension  Office, 
'eeing  who  they  associate  with,  what  sort  of  company  they  keep,  and 
'oont— A.  No,  sir  J  1  don't  know  anything  about  that. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  know  any  thiug  of  Mr.  Brooks  baving  been  sent  into  'Sew 
Jersey  to  testify  in  the  Charles  De  Ahmand  case  f<^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  that  case  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  am  not. 

Q.  Then  it  is  not  necessary  to  ask  yoa  anything  in  regard  to  that,  as 
you  know  nothing  about  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  anything  about  Mr.  A.  M.  Spresser,  who  was  formeriy 
a  special  examiner  connected  with  the  Post-OfGlce  Department,  beiog 
ordered  in  from  Pittsburg ;  ^eing  ordered  in  here  in  August,  1891,  to  stop 
pension  men  from  associating  with  newspaper  men  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Never  called  to  your  attention  1— A.  No,  sir ;  never  heard  a  word 
of  it. 

Q.  If  he  were  here  three  days  and  did  any  public  service,  would  not 
that  appear  of  record  in  the  office  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  think  so. 

Q.  If  he  did  any  detective  work  without  any  official  orders,  would  that 
appear  of  record  there  f — A.  As  to  that  I  don't  know  what  the  costom 
is.  When  he  files  his  voucher  for  pay  he  has  to  show  where  he  has  been 
and  the  character  of  his  service  every  day. 

Q.  Who  approves  the  voucher  f — A.  I  do  finally;  I  finally  sign  them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  promotion  of  Mr.  Lineweaver  to 
a  position  in  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  l^ou  are  not  acquainted  with  the  facts  in  his  case  in  any  wayf— 
A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  understand  that  the  Secretary  had  asked  Mr.  Baam 
to  make  a  change  for  Lineweaver  in  some  wayf — A.  I  think  the  Secre- 
tary on  one  occasion  directed  the  clerk  of  the  appointment  division  to 
request  the  Commissioner  to  transfer  him  to  some  other  division  than 
the  appointment  division. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  of  that  request— ever  hear  any  reason 
given  for  it  f — A.  The  principal  reason  that  I  heard  for  it  was  that  cer- 
tain parties  who  had  business  with  the  Pension  Office  complained  that 
Mr.  Lineweaver  was  a  little  overbearing  and  hard  to  get  along  with; 
something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Did  the  Gommissioner  pay  any  attention  to  that  request  t— A.  I 
think  he  transferred  him;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  position  did  he  transfer  him  f — A.  I  am  not  sure,  bat  I 
think  he  finally  put  him  to  work  in  his  office  as  a  stenographer. 

Q.  Made  him  private  secretary  ? — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Is  he  private  secretary  to  the  Gommissioner  if — A.  I  think  he  is 
in  some  capacity  in  the  Gommissioner's  private  office. 

Q.  Isn't  that  regarded  as  a  promotion  from  the  position  of  an  assistt^Bt 
appointment  clerk  f — A.  I  don't  think  the  Gommissioner  intended  to 
promote  him ;  he  simply  desired  tiO  remove  him  from  the  ap)>ointmenc 
office,  where  he  came  in  contact  with  people  wanting  information. 

Judge  Patson.  Respecting  his  manner  rather  than  his  efficiency  f 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  understand  he  is  a  very  efficient  young  man. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  case  of  John  F.  Kelley,  who  was 
appointed  to  a  position,  I  think  as  laborer  at  first,  and  has  now  reached 
a  $1,000  clerkship?— A.  I  know  there  is  such  a  man  in  the  office,  bat 
don't  know  anything  about  his  case. 

Q.  You  couldn't  tell  whether  he  was  promoted,  carried  through  a 
course  of  the  civil-service  rules,  or  not?— A.  I  am  sure  he  was,  sir; 
and  1  defy  any  man  to  find  a  clerk  in  that  office  who  has  not  gone 
through  according  to  the  civil  service  rules. 

Q.  You  are  sure  he  went  through  a  like  process t— A.  Yes,  sir;  ever 
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ince  the  civil-service  rales  took  effect  yoa  will  fiud  that  the  rules  have 
een  observed  in  every  case;  that  is,  since  the  civil-service  roles  have 
een  established. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  of  J.  Morton  Sherman's  promotion  to  private  sec- 
etary  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  know  anything  about  himf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  know  where  he  is  employed  now  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  discharge  of  Gen.  James  H. 
)Qgan  from  the  Pension  Office! — A.  I  don't  think  I  do;  never  heard 
f  that;  if  I  have  I  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  Those  matters  pass  under  your  supervision,  all  that  are  dis- 
iharged  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tour  attention  was  not  called  toitt — A.  Not  specially;  no,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  of  the  case  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  special  examiners  having  been  dismissed  in 
L890on  charges  filed  by  Mr.  Way  son  and  Theodore  Smith  f — ^A.  I  don't 
-ecall  any  names ;  there  were  some. 

Q.  Can  you  get  copies  of  those  discharges  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  file  in  the  office  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  every  case  we  have  copies. 

Q.  Yon  heard  the  question  I  asked  the  Secretary  about  the  number 
of  men  having  been  discharged  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  presume  yon  endeavored  to  answer  thatt — A.  You  said  eighty 
had  been  dismissed. 

Q.  I  asked  the  question  if  eighty  or  how  many  t — A.  Well,  there 
veie  thirty-two  special  examiners  dismissed,  all  told,  from  March  4  to 
Jane  30,  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  for  all  causes  whatever. 

Q.  Yon  have  got  the  names  of  some  of  them  thevet — A.  No,  sir;  I 
baven't  any  of  their  names ;  just  have  that  fact. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  of  the  dismissal  of  Andrew 
D.  Wilcox,  and  if  he  was  not  dismissed  under  those  circumstances  f — A. 
I  could  not  tell  yon. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  George  W.  Tanner,  the  colored  man : 
i^asn't  he  dismissed  under  those  circumstances  f — A.  Mr.  Tanner  could 
lot  dismiss  anybody  on  telegraphic  order ;  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Dust  dismiss  them.  If  any  special  examiners  were  dismissed  he  has 
^ade  the  recommendation  to  the  Secretary  and  he  has  dismissed  them, 
nd  if  Commissioner  Tanner  telegraphed  anybody  of  his  dismissal  it 
^as  to  notify  him  of  his  dismissal,  but  Tanner  didn't  do  it ;  the  Secre- 
tly of  the  Interior  did  it  over  him. 

Q.  I  win  ask  you  this  questiou :  The  law  provides  for  the  appointment 
f  ihese  special  examiners  for  one  year  and  fixes  their  compensation  f — 
^^  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  are  first  put  on  probationary  experience  for  six  months  f — 
^«  Yes,  sir ;  all  clerks  are. 

Q.  After  that  they  receive  a  permanent  appointment  t-^A«  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  bea  violation  of  the  law  to  discharge  those  men  before 
le  expirataion  of  the  fiscal  year  unless  under  charges  f — A.  That  is  a 
ciestion  for  the  civil  service  to  settle ;  they  don't  so  consider  it,  as  I 
dderstand  it,  for  the  reason  that  they  have  never  called  the  Pension 
Office  to  account  for  any  action  taken,  which  they  would  do  if  a  viola- 
on  of  the  law. 

Q.  You  say  they  never  have  done  it  in  any  case  1~  A.  They  have  not 
one  it  in  this  particular  class  of  cases.  I  couldn't  give  you  the  history 
r every  case;  the  history  of  that  case  is  in  the  office  and  you  are  wel- 
ome  to  it. 

Q.  Is  that  the  case  in  all  cases  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


144  PENSION   OFFICE  INVESTIGATIOH. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  The  primary  facts  in  all  cases  can  be  had  by  going  to  the  office  for 
itf — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  yoa  can  find  it  all  there,  and  we  will  be  very 
glad  to  give  yon  copies  of  any  cases  and  throw  all  the  ligbi  we  possibly 
can  on  these  questions.  We  have  nothing  to  cover  up,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  and  if  this  committee  can  assist  me  in  making  my  office 
more  efficient  than  it  is,  I  am  certainly  glad  of  it,  and  gl^  to  have 
them  do  so. 

Q.  Do  you  usually  consult  with  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  thero 
about  the  direction  of  business  in  the  office  and  making  rules  for  the 
government  of  the  office  f — A.  L  have  done  so  sometimes,  bat  as  a  rule 
the  Commissioner  and  I  talked  matters  over  and  he  makes  bis  oirn 
plans. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  order  known  as  the  *' Hundred 
day  order,"  applied  to  cases  which  were  to  be  dismissed  if  not  prose- 
cuted within  one  hundred  days  f  Do  you  know  of  any  such  order  hav- 
ing been  issued  t— A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Under  Gen.  Kaum's  administration  t — A.  No,  sir.  Yon  mean  pen- 
sion claims  9 

Q.  If  not  prosecuted  within  a  certain  time  they  were  to  be  dis 
missed  f — A.  I  never  heard  of  any  such  order. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  such  order  having  been  issued  t— A.  ^o, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  action  there,! — A.  No,  sir;  never  beard 
of  any  such  a  case,  and  I  would  overturn  such  an  order  in  two  minutes 
and  a  half  if  brought  to  my  notice. 

Q.  You  are  certain  that  there  was  no  such  order  in  reference  to  cases 
where  there  was  no  attorney  or  any  proofs  filed  to  support  the  cIhIid. 
You  know  no  orders  of  that  character! — A.  I  know  there  was  an  order 
from  me  to  prosecute  claims  where  there  was  no  attorney. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  one  notifying  them  that  they  would  be  dis- 
missed if  not  prosecuted! — A.  No,  sir;  the  Commissioner  has  no  such 
power:  has  no  authority  to  do  anything  of  that  kind. 

Q.  You  know  that  there  were  examinations  made  in  cases  in  whicii 
there  was  no  attornej^ ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  were  there  ! — A.  Thirteen  thousand  cases  found  in 
which  there  was  no  attorney  employed. 

Q.  Where  does  the  record  of  that  work  appear! — A.  The  Commis- 
sioner made  a  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  number. 

Q.  Any  record  showing  the  number  of  cases  examined! — A.  They 
would  have  no  record  of  it;  as  fast  as  a  case  was  fouud  it  would  be  ex- 
amined by  a  clerk  and  a  letter  forwarded  to  the  claimant  advising  hioi 
what  to  do. 

Q.  No  record  kept  of  the  cases  other  than  simply  the  number  of  cases 
found  in  that  condition  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Besides  the  number  of  cases  found  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  no  record  kept  except  the  number  of  cases  found!— A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  So  it  would  not  be  a  very  easy  matter,  I  suppose,  to  ascertain 
what  thirteen  thousand  cases  were  examined  at  that  time! — A.  TJuless 
the  clerks  who  found  it  could  give  the  information. 

Q.  That  wouldn't  be  probable  unless  you  kept  a  record! — A.  Thelet- 
ter  books  might  show. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  date  that  order  was  issued  !— A.  I  can  faruish 
you  the  date  and  furnish  you  a  cox>y  of  the  order. 
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llowing  letters  were  offered  in  evidence : 

DSPARTMEKT  OF  THB  ImnUOK, 

Washingtonf  D,  C,  Ddoember  6, 1890. 
issioiTBR  OF  Pensions: 

th  a  Tiew  of  gpreater  effioienoy  in  the  a<ljadioation  of  claims  under  the  old 
le  where  no  attorney  has  been  employed,  yon  are  directed  to  detail  a  com- 
istant  chief  of  division,  with  such  clerical  force  as  may  be  necessary,  to 
1]  SQch  canes  on  file. 

and  complete  mast  be  placed  on  the  completed  file,  and  where  not  com- 
lants  must  be  fnlly  notified  as  to  what  evidence  is  reqnired  to  complete 

18. 

)a  have  created  the  necessary  force  to  perform  this  work  yon  will  please 
ate  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  name  of  the  assistant 
rision  charged  with  this  daty,  with  a  statement  showing  the  number  of 
»Ioyed  nnder  him.  Also  report,  when  the  work  has  been  completed,  the 
cases  found  and  the  disposition  made  of  them. 
f  respectfally, 

Cybus  Bussbt, 

Atst,  Secretarjf, 

;hat  report  made  pablic  which  the  OommissioDer  made  to  the 
ft    Is  that  a  pabliifllocumeiit  or  on  the  flies  f — A.  It  is  a  pablic 
t ;  yes,  sir.    It  is  in  the  letter  books. 
U  yoii  fnrnish  both  of  those  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Dkpartmsnt  of  the  Intbriob, 

BuRJBAU  OF  Pensions, 
Waahington,  D.  C,  December  8, 1890. 

[EF  Clebk. 

a  will  proceed  at  once  to  detail  a  competent  assistant  chief  of  division,  or 
MSt  in  that  capacity  in  each  of  the  five  adjudicating  divisions,  and  such  ad- 
Tce  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose,  to  cause  ati  examination  to  be 
le  original  claims  pending  under  the  law  prior  to  June  27,  1890,  to  ascer- 
kses  which  are  not  represented  by  attorneys,  but  are  prosecuted  by  the 
individually,  and  to  cause  a  proper  record  card  of  each  case  to  be  made- 
he  done  with  the  view  of  carrying  out  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
ssistant  Secretary  Buasey  of  December  5,  1690. 
rrespeotfuUyi 

Gbsen  B.  Raum, 

Cammiaeioner. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Waehington,  January  12,  1892. 

78  BUSSET, 

•<.  Secretary. 

on  the  receipt  of  your  instractions  of  December  5th  last,  with  regard  to 
of  persons  who  are  not  represented  by  attorneys,  I  caused  an  examination 
>  of  the  files  of  claims  not  including  those  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890, 
pending  in  the  office,  as  shown  by  the  inclosed  table,  11,759. 
the  claims  to  be  carefully  examined,  and  813  of  these  claims  have  been  sub- 
he  Board  of  Revie  w.  Calls  have  been  made  in  10,602  cases  for  the  evidence 
x>  complete  the  claim,  leaving  but  344  yet  unconsidered.  These  claims 
lue  to  receive  careful  attention, 
r  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUaUmer. 

d't  the  clerks  keep  a  record  of  the  namber  of  cases  which  pass 
their  hands  9 — A.  No,  sir ;  it  is  impracticable  to  do  it. 
ise  cases  peudiug  without  an  attorney  were  not  kept  separate 
examinations  were  made  1 — A.  "So^  sir. 

PEN* 
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Q.  In  the  general  files  f — ^A.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  complaint,  a  man  would 
write  a  letter  and  say,  I  have  no  attoiney  and  because  I  have  no  attor- 
ney my  case  is  not  acted  upon,  and  I  therefore  ordered  the  Commit 
sioner  to  have  that  examination  made  and  to  advise  all  the  claimants 
without  an  attorney  what  was  necessary  to  complete  their  claims,  their 
cases,  and  the  Commissioner  made  a  report  that  he  had  made  sach  mi 
examination  and  examined  so  many  cases  and  the  necessary  work  had 
begun  in  all  of  tliese  cases. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  don't  ask  that  that  report  be  made  a  peat  of  the  record, 
that  the  report  and  order  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  the  case;  it  is 
a  matter  for  the  committee  to  determine  whether  or  not  it  is  a  material 
part  of  the  record. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  order  having  been  issued  that  practically 
takes  the  working  force  of  the  ofiOici  off  from  the  cases  filed  prior  to  the 
act  of  June  27, 1890,  and  put  them  on  cases  filed  under  that  actf— A. 
No,  sir ;  I  don't  know  of  any  such  order.  In  a  conversation  I  had  witii 
the  Oommissioner  of  Pensions  a  good  while  ago  when  the  act  of  Jane 
27  was  about  to  go  into  effect,  he  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  were  probably  two  hundred  thousand,  nfl&ybe  more,  cases  pendlDg 
in  the  office  under  the  old  law,  all  rejected  and  otherwise,  and  cases  that 
were  filed  under  the  act  of  June  27,  there  was  a  very  little  labor  required 
to  complete  those  cases,  the  complete  history  of  the  soldier  being  already 
in  the  files,  the  Commissioner  concluded  that  it  would  be  a  good  plan 
to  have  those  cases  adjudicated  as  rapidly  a«  possibly,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  they  had  been  loug  pending  under  the  old  law  and  rejected, 
and  the  force  was  put  to  work  on  those  cases  first  because  they  vere 
believed  to  be  as  meritorious  as  any  cases. 

Q.  On  the  cases  rejected  under  the  old  lawt — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  where  the 
claimant  couldn't  prove  the  disability  due  to  the  line  of  duty,  and  in  that 
way  there  have  been  a  great  many  cases  adjudicated  while  other  cases 
are  being  prepared. 

Q.  That  has  served  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  cases 
adjudicated? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  makes  a  pretty  good  record  for  the  office  so  far  as  the  resalt 
in  numbers  is  concerned? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  does  justice  to  a  great 
number  of  claims,  but  the  object  was  to  get  rid  of  claims  before  the 
office. 

Q.  Kow,  in. regard  to  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  you  know  the  natnre 
of  it,  of  course,  and  understand  the  scope  of  it  and  know  the  nature  of 
the  cases  filed  under  the  former  law;  do  you  think  it  is  exact  justice  to 
the  soldiers  who  were  disabled  in  the  service  to  take  the  force  away 
from  their  claims  pending  there  for  years  and  take  up  this  class  of 
claims  under  the  new  law  I — A.  You  will  find — ^you  have  not  yet  ex- 
amined that — that  there  are  not  a  great  many  cases  in  the  office  under 
the  old  law  that  have  not  been  acted  upon  and  rejected. 

Q.  And  you  adjudicate  them  under  the  new  law  I — A.  Yes,  sir;  we 
have  a  certificate  that  is  all  that  is  required  in  those  cases.  There  are 
a  great  many  cases  filed  for  increase  of  pension  under  the  old  law;  their 
cases  are  pending  and  a  reasonable  proportion  of  them  have  been  con- 
sidered; the  work  is  going  on  and  all  classes  of  work  are  being  con- 
sidered and  a  fair  proportion  is  being  acted  upon  and  adjudicated. 

Q.  The  effect  of  that  is  that  the  claimant  is  encouraged,  who  has  an  , 
application  on  file  in  there  and  pending  and  whose  case  has  not  been 
disposed  of;  isn't  it  the  case  that  there  are  a  great  many  cases  not  dii^- 
posed  of  where  the  evidence  shows  that  they  have  been  reported,  at 
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ABt  completed,  and  iostead  of  going  on  and  completing  that  case,  the 
sdmant  is  enconraged  to  file  under  the  law  of  June  27, 1890,  and  the 
her  case  left  pending  for  future  adjudication  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  whenever 
ease  is  called  up  of  that  kind  and  the  case  is  complete  and  could  be 
[lowed  under  the  old  law,  if  the  evidence  is  sufBcient  to  fix  the  disabil- 
y  as  due  to  the  service,  the  certiticate  is  granted  under  the  old  law 
Dd  not  nnder  the  new.  The  claimant  is  entitled  to  a  pension  under 
be  old  law. 

Q.  If  two  claims  are  filed  by  the  same  claimant  under  the  new  law 
md  ander  the  old  law  and  both  pensions  are  granted,  you  act  upon  the 
;laim  which  is  apparent  on  its  face  as  a  clear  case  and  then  you  subse- 
laently  act  upon  the  other! —A.  It  becomes  one  case  the  moment  the 
^aim  is  filed  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890 ;  the  application  goes  to  that 
claim  and  under  that  number. 

Q.  Ton  mean  to  say  now  that  you  are  not  granting  a  pension  under 
the  law  of  Jnne  27, 1890,  in  any  case  where  you  will  have  to  grant 
a  pension  under  the  old  law  ? — A.  I  don't  say  that.  I  say  this,  that  a 
ease  that  is  filed  nnder  both  laws  where  the  testimony  is  sufficient  to 
allow  it  under  the  old  law  it  is  allowed  under  the  old  law  and  not  under 
the  new  law,  and  if  the  case  is  not  allowable  under  the  old  law  it  is  made 
up  ander  the  new  law. 

Q.  There  have  been  complaints  made  to  me,  and  quite  a  number  of 
them,  too,  that  claimants  have  furnished  all  the  testimony  called  for  by 
the  Pension  Office  and  the  case  is  complete,  and  still  our  pensions  are 
not  allowed. — A.  These  soldiers  are  mistaken 

Q.  That  being  true A.  It  is  not  true. 

Q.  If  it  is  not  true  it  seems  sometimes  that  claimants  would  know 
irhat  additional  evidence  was  needed.  You  stop  him  there  and  force 
|iim  to  go  in  under  the  new  law  instead  of  under  the  old  law,  if  he  gets 
in  at  all  ? — A.  I  will  say  this:  I  don't  do  anything  else  from  morning  to 
Hght  but  study  pension  claims  and  read  letters  in  pension  cases.  1 
[eta  large  number  from  soldiers  who  claim  they  have  furnished  all  the 
vidence  and  made  their  case  complete,  and  yet  I  find  in  almost  every 
ase  that  they  have  not  proved  their  case  at  all,  and  are  not  entitled  to 
pension  under  the  old  law.  There  is  not  a  day  that  I  don't  examine 
otters  of  that  kind.  The  letters  and  complaints  are  not  true.  They 
elieve  them  to  be  true  and  think  they  have  completed  their  cases. 
Q.  Isn't  that  the  fault  of  the  Pension  Office  f  —A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  They  have  furnished  all  the  evidence  called  for,  and  is  it  not  the 
atj,  after  they  have  furnished  all  the  evidence  asked  for,  if  there  is 
ny  more  required,  isn't  it  the  duty  of  the  office  to  so  instruct  them  1 — 
.  They  are  doing  that  as  rapidly  as  they  possibly  can,  but  can't  do  it 
li  at  ouoe. 

Q.  Are  not  you  proceeding  to  adjudicate  claims  that  have  been  filed 
ider  the  new  law  by  attorneys  without  waiting  to  adjudicate  them 
>der  the  old  law,  going  on  and  giving  them  pensions  under  the  new 
^  f — A.  That  is  of  necessity  in  a  great  many  cases.    You  can't  help 

At  one  time  there  were  more  than  a  million  claims  pending  before 
d  Pension  Office,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  examine  these  claims 
d  tell  them  what  is  required.  They  pass  along  and  when  the  time 
Hes  the  evidence  is  called  for. 

^  Isn't  the  effect  of  that,  where  there  is  a  double  application  for  pen- 
n  or  it  is  granted  on  the  new  application  first,  to  give  the  attorneys 
o  feest — A.  Well,  it  undoubtedly  would  if  both  are  allowed. 
^  And  it  makes  the  case  that  is  of  the  most  importance  to  the  c\aim- 
t  wait  upon  the  one  that  is  of  the  least  importance  to  himf — A   The 
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great  majority  of  »nch  claims  ander  the  old  law  have  been  rejected  and 
never  can  be  proven.  It  is  not  the  intention  or  desire  of  the  Depart- 
ment, and  I  dou't  believe  it  is  of  the'  Commissioner  of  Peusions,  to 
withhold  any  claims  ander  the  old  law  where  the  claimant  has  proFed 
his  case,  and  I  will  be  very  glad  at  any  time  when  you  can  devote  a  day 
to  it  and  draw  the  papers  out  of  the  cases  and  let  you  see  their  exact 
status  under  the  supervision  of  the  examiners  and  let  3'ou  see  if  they 
are  complete. 

Mr.  Little.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  question,  if  you  allow  a  penaon 
under  the  act  of  June,  1890,  in  which  there  is  also  an  earlier  applica- 
tion pending,  both  having  been  filed  by  the  same  attorney,  isn't  the  at- 
torney allowed  a  fee  under  the  earlier  application  t 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  is  not  allowed  $25 f — A.  No,  sir;  he  is  not  allowed  anythiDg 
uuder  the  old  application. 

Q.  Will  he  not  be  allowed  his  fee  in  the  original  case  if  that  be  ad- 
judicated ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  a  question  in  that  connection.  Would  there  bean 
allowance,  any  adjudication  under  the  old  law  in  any  event,  unlei^the 
allowance  under  the  old  law  were  larger! — A.  Gertaiuly  not;  hevoold 
not  be  allowed  any  certificate  under  the  old  law  unless  it  would  be  larger 
than  the  new  law  allowed  him. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Unless  the  rating  would  exceed  $12t — A.  Yes,  sir;  unless  tlie 
rating  would  exceed  $12,  there  would  be  no  adjudication  at  all. 

Q.  W^ould  that  be  so  of  cases  going  back  of  June  27 1 — A.  Yes,  sir, 
in  any  case  under  the  old  law,  no  pension  certificate  will  be  allowed 
unless  the  amount  is  an  increase  over  the  allowance  under  the  new  law. 

Q.  Under  the  law  of  June  27,  would  it  go  back  of  the  date  of  the  ap- 
plication 9 — A.  No,  sir,  it  would  taLe  effect  the  date  of  filing  after  Jaae 
27. 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  Is  it  the  custom  of  the  office  to  notify  claimants  that  their  easels 
not  complete  and  that  they  require  certain  testimony  to  complete  it!— A. 
As  a  rule  now  the  Commissioner  has  a  blank  on  which  all  the  missing 
teeitimoiiy  required  is  noted. 

Q.  I  have  a  letter  in  my  hand  from  a  widow  who  filed  a  claim  for  & 
pension  and  for  two  minor  children.    She  says  that  she  got  a  letterfrom 
the  Commissioner  requesting  her  to  take  her  family  Bible  in  whicb 
was  kept  the  family  record  and  go  before  some  officer  authorized  toad- 
minister  oaths  and  make  affidavit  that  so  much  of  the  record  asrelate^ 
to  those  children  for  whom  she  made  claim  was  true.    It  was  prompt')! 
taken  before  a  justice  of  the  peace,  who  made  affidavit,  and  that  fO^ 
along  for  some  time,  and  finally  she  got  a  letter  asking  for  similar  te^- 
timony  relating  to  the  other  children  as  to  their  ages,  the  children  a<^^ 
claimed  for. — A.  Sometimes  a  piece  of  <».vidence  by  reason  of  the  carele^^ 
ness  of  a  clerk  gets  into  a  wrong  lot  of  papers. 

Q.  Wouldn't  you  naturally  infer  from  that  letter  that  the  evideii^^ 
would  show  that  there  were  other  children  in  the  family  t — A.  For  tl>^ 
purpose  of  testing  the  accuracy  of  the  testimony  the  officer  wanted  ^ 
ascertain  if  the  record  had  been  kept  for  the  other  children. 

Q.  It  was  for  children  not  claimed  for  because  of  their  age. — -^^ 
Wouldn't  that  be  a  test  of  the  genuineness  of  the  record  t 
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Q.  The  point  I  desired  to  briog  out  is,  why  don't  tbe Department  call 
r  all  of  the  evidence  required  in  that  easel — A.  They  might  not  have 
lown  of  the  fact  before  they  came  to  examine  it.  Yon  know  it  is  a 
atter  after  all  of  judgment  of  the  party  in  the  Pension  Office  who 
5t8  hold  of  the  papers.  One  man  gets  hold  of  a  case,  looks  over  it 
Astily  and  thinks  he  has  grasped  all  of  the  evidence  required ;  after  a 
hile  somebody  else  gets  hold  of  the  case  and  he  discovers  something 
Ise  that  the  first  man  overlooked  and  in  that  way  such  things  are 
able  to  happen. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  since  the  passage  of  the  la;W  of  1890,  a  very 
arge  proportion,  I  can't  undertake  to  say  how  many,  that  were  filed 
mder  the  old  law  have  been  laid  aside  and  claims  that  have  been  filed 
auder  the  new  law  taken  up  to  the  displacement  of  the  others,  taken 
up  and  allowed  to  the  displacement  of  consideration  of  the  old  claims  f — 
A.  I  will  have  to  refer  you  to  my  answer  that  I  gave  a  while  ago  on 
that  subject. 

Q.  That  related. to  new  claims  filed  where  there  were  old  ones  on 
file!— A.  I  can't  give  you  an^-  information  ;  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions is  the  best  authority  on  that  subject.  I  think,  so  far  as  the  work- 
ings of  the  office  is  concerned  (I  have  devoted  a  good  deal  of  time  in 
looking  through  it)  that  the  business  is  being  done  and  claims  adjudi- 
cated in  all  the  branches  alike;  no  favoritism  shown  to  anybody. 

Q.  And  you  think  that  the  ca^es  are  taken  up  substantially  in  their 
order f — A.  Yes,  sir;  substantially.  The  work  is  being  carried  forward 
in  the  order  of  their  filing  except  in  the  cases  which  are  made  special 
mder  the  Secretary's  order.  In  many  cases  where  parties  are  in  des- 
itution  and  liable  to  die,  such  cases  are  made  special. 

Q.  Don'c  you  think,  Gen.  Bussey,  that  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing 
^  a  law  could  be  enacted  prohibiting  Congressmen  from  interfering 
^th  cases  t — A.  I  do,  sir ;  I  think  it  is  the  greatest  abuse  we  have  to 
ODtend  with. 

Q.  Can  we  get  to  reach  it  in  any  other  way  t — A.  Than  by  act  of 
ongress;  no,  sir;  I  don't  think  so.  The  interference  of  Congressmen  is 
Rreat  obstruction  to  the  work  in  the  office. 

Q.  Would  you  think — would  it  be  your  idea  from  what  you  think  of 
■--that  it  has  the  effect  of  turning  every  Congressman  into  a  pension  at- 
fney  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  causes  a  very  great  amount  of  correspond- 
tce  that  is  sent  to  the  Congressmen  that  ought  not  to  be  sent  to 
^m. 

«Judge  Wheeler.  Simply  turning  them  into  clerks  t 
-A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

<)•  Does  it  also  have  the  effect  of  necessitating  the  handling  of  the 
«^e  oftener  in  the  Pension  Office  than  you  otherwise  would  f — A.  Yes, 
^;  and  not  only  that:  I  have  had  forwarded  to  my  desk  as  many  as 
^e  different  letters  in  one  week  addressed  to  Congressmen  and  United 
^ates  Senators  about  the  same  case. 

<i.  Have  you  any  idea  how  many  clerks  you  could  dispose  of  if  that 
^ctice  should  be  corrected! — A.  A  very  considersible  number. 

Q.  It  would  result  in  a  very  considerable  reduction  of  the  force  in  the 
3Bce  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  if  the  majority  of  cases  in  which  Congress- 
leu  interfere  are  not  delayed  cases  ! — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  The  majority  of  letters  I  get  have  been  in  cases  standing  for  montlis 
and  years;  but  it  may  not  be  so  in  all  cases.  I  don't  see  why  a  Congress- 
man shouldn't  stir  a  case  up  that  has  been  pending  for  three  or  foar 
yeiirs. — A.  The  reason  why  he  should  not  is  because  we  get  ea<^  a 
great  quantity  of  letters  there  every  day.  You  would  be  surpriiedif 
you  should  go  down  there  and  see  how  things  are  carried  on. 

Q.  If  yon  suppressed  this  Congressional  interference,  what  would  be 
the  result  t — ^A.  More  legitimate  correspondence  would  receive  atten- 
tion. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  have  a  better  chance  to  receive  attention f— A.  Tee, 
sir;  I  will  guarantee  that  no  letter  has  ever  been  received  at  my  desk 
which  has  not  been  answered,  and  I  always  send  the  letters  to  the 
Commissioner  where  there  is  any  legitimate  complaint.  I  most  em- 
phatically regard  it  as  a  very  great  abuse. 

Judge  Wheeleb.  In  looking  at  the  questions  of  reform,  1  want  to 
ask  you  what  you  think  of  the  propriety  of  legislation  to  absolutely 
take  this  office  from  under  political  control  as  far  as  possible,  and  pat 
it  in  charge  of  some  officer  of  the  Army;  for  instance,  turn  it  over  to 
the  War  Department  and  cut  Congress  loose  from  it  and  let  it  be  con- 
ducted in  a  business-like  way  t 

A.  It  was  in  the  War  Department  for  a  number  of  years,  and  it  was 
deemed  best  that  the  business  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Seeretary 
of  the  Interior.  There  is  no  difficulty  in  administering  the  duties  of 
the  Pension  Office  if  the  men  who  ate  placed  there  are  honest  men  and 
capable  of  doing  the  work. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  or  is  it  not  your  observation,  at  least,  that  whoe 
there  are  such  vast  interests  involved  and  the  office  subject  to  politicai 
control,  that  the  administration  of  that  office,  in  a  certain  sense,  de- 
generates on  account  of  that  political  iuflueucef — A.  It  ought  not 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question.  Does  it  notf — A.  I  don't  think  it  doc4 
I  think  any  office  depends  upon  the  personal  character  of  the  man  in 
charge  of  it, 

Q.  You  might  then  answer  a  question  on  this  line :  You  think,  from 
your  knowledge  of  the  Pension  Office  and  your  acquaintance  with  its 
history  and  your  prat^tical  experience,  that  it  is  never  used  for  ])olitieal  | 
purposes  in  any  way! — A.  It  never  has  been  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  what  your  opinion  is  in  regard  to  the  poesi*  * 
bility! — A.  I  don't  see  how  it  could  be  done. 

Q.  Is  it  possible  to  use  it  as  a  political  machine  f — A.  Of  course  a 
corrupt  officer  may  do  a  great  deal  of  harm  in  any  position  he  occapies; 
but  those  questions  have  never  entered  into  the  duties  of  the  office  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  don't  know  as  they  have  so  far  as  the 
present  Secretary  or  the  Commissioner  is  concerned.  We  have  never 
shown  favoritism  ;  the  humblest  claimant,  whether  black  or  white,  will 
get  the  same  consideration. 

Q.  That  is  your  theory  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  your  practice  will  carry  it  outt— A.  Yes,  sir.   • 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  You  think  the  present  law  is  ample  if  honestly  carried  out!— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  honestly  and  faithfully  discharged,  the  pension  law  is 
all  that  is  required;  and  that  is  what  I  have  tried  to  do. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Is  there  any  difficulty  attending  upon  the  business  of  the  office 
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of  Commissioner  except  as  to  the  volame  of  it  f — A.  I  think  the  Com- 
missioner is  doing  his  work  with  absqlate  integrity.  In  all  my  inter- 
views with  him  I  have  never  fonnd  him  not  ready  to  respond  with  any 
suggestion  deemed  for  the  improvement  of  the  office.  I  have  seen 
no  disposition  to  violate  any  law  in  any  sense  whatever,  for  wherever 
or  whenever  any  question  of  importance  hafi  come  to  his  notice  he  has 
sought  to  advise  aboat  it,  and  together  we  have  tried  to  run  the  Pen- 
sion Office  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  a  credit  to  the  whole  country 
and  do  the  work  involved  upon  it,  and  if  this  investigation  will  demon- 
strate anything  to  the  contrary  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  find  it  out. 

Q.  Well,  a  little  later  on  I  will  take  up  this  part  of  the  matter.  I 
wish  to  get  this  in  as  consecutively  as  possible.  Has  any  orders  been 
iASoed  to  medical  boards,  or  has  the  medical  referee  received  any  author- 
ity to  suggest  to  the  medical  boards,  to  make  the  lowest  possible  ratings 
in  the  adjudication  of  these  claims  under  the  act  of  June  27 1 — ^A.  No, 
sir  J  there  is  no  such  order. 

Q.  And  to  pass  as  many  as  possible  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  whether  he  has  received  any  such  order! — A.  Yes, sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any  such  order! — A.  No,  sir;  I 
don't  believe  there  are  any  such  instructions  given  to  medical  boards. 
The  only  instructions  ever  given,  I  have  had  correspondence  with  the 
medical  referee  and  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  the  understand- 
ing has  always  been  that  claims  are  to  be  treated  alike  precisely  under 
both  laws. 

Q.  Was  not  this  conversation  between  you  and  the  Commissioner  and 
the  medical  referee,  was  the  propriety  of  encouraging  these  claims,  and 
at  the  same  time  encouraginglow  ratings  without  increasing  the  amount! 
Has  that  never  been  considered  in  those  consultations! — ^A.  No,  sir; 
it  never  has,  not  even  dreamed  of. 

Q.  You  can't  say  that  no  such  thing  has  been  done  ! — A.  It  has  not 
been  done  to  my  knowledge  or  consent  and  I  never  heard  of  it  being 
done. 

Q.  Could  you  or  the  Commissioner  issue  orders  to  the  medical  boards 
to  follow  up  the  papers  in  a  case  where  you  were  satisfied  there  was 
an  improper  rating  ! — A.  We  could  give  him  notice  that  we  proposed 
to  examine  him.     We  have  that  authority. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  case  that  was  known  as  the 
Woodall  case! — ^A.  I  heard  something  of  it;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  1  would  like  to  have  you  state  what  you  know  about  that  case; 
I  had  occasion  to  pay  some  attention  to  it  myself. — A.  It  is  a  long  time 
since  I  examined  the  papers  in  that  case.  Mrs.  Woodall's  husband,  I 
believe,  was  found  dead  in  the  North  Eiver  or  the  East  River,  New 
York,  under  circumstances,  which  led  to  a  coroner's  inquest  and  to  the 
supposition  that  the  man  might  have  been  murdered.  She  made  appli- 
cation for  a  pension  and  it  was  denied. 

Q.  On  account  of  the  cause  of  his  death  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  case  was 
called  up  in  the  Pension  Office  some  time  early  in  1888, 1  believe,  and 
the  case  was  allowed.  The  last  I  heard  of  the  case  she  was  applying 
to  Congress  for  an  increase.    I  don't  know  whether  it  is  granted  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  position  she  held  at  the  time  ! — ^A.  She  was  a 
clerk  in  the  Pension  Office  at  the  time. 

Q.  She  is  now  getting  a  salary  of  $1,600  per  year! — A.  I  don't  know; 
I  have  not  had  occasion  to  look  it  up  or  look  up  her  record  tor  some 
time;  but  I  am  positive  she  is  not  getting  $1,600. 

Q.  Yoa  think  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  that  she  ought  to 
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have  an  allowance  under  the  circnmBtancest — A.  I  donbt  if  I  would 
have  allowed  that  pension  if  it  had  come  to  me. 

Q.  There  has  been  no  effdrt  made  to  have  a  correction  made,  has 
there  f — A.  There  is  no  power  to  stop  it  so  far  as  we  are  concerned. 

Q.  ]!7o  power  to  reduce  itf — A.  It  has  been  regularly  a^JQ^iieated 
and  it  couldn't  be  called  up. 

Q.  It  couldn't  be  called  upf — A.  I  don't  think  it  could. 

Q.  Not  on  the  sixty-day  notice  f — A.  It  is  a  question  because  it  bad 
been  regnlarly  allowed. 

Q.  A  widow's  pension  don't  depend  npon  ratings? — A.  Xo,  sir;  tide- 
pends  upon  whether  the  evidence  proves  that  he  lost  his  life  dae  to  the 
service. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  pension  she  was  allowed  t — A  Thirty 
dollars  per  month. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  Congress  has  passed  the  law  f— A  I 
think  one  branch  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  it  was? — A.  I  think  she  tried  togettoO. 
Mr.  Enloe  said  I  tried  to  stop  it  when  it  went  there. 

Q.  Are  widows  entitled  to  a  pension  irrespective  of  their  financial 
condition  1 — A.  Except  under  the  law  of  June,  1890.  Under  the  old 
law  all  widows  are  entitled  to  a  pension  whose  husbands  died  of  woands 
or  disease  in  line  of  duty  in  the  service,  and  under  the  new  law  only 
those  who  need  it  s^d  depending  upon  it  for  support. 

Q.  I  have  a  letter  from  a  person  in  Ohio  saying  that  a  mother  of  a 
soldier  there  is  receiving  a  pension  there  as  a  dependent  parent  wbo 
was  worth  $30,000? — A.  She  has  to  make  affidavit  every  monthfOr 
whenever  she  draws  her  pay,  that  she  requires  this  pension  for  sapport 
I  may  say  that  we  get  a  great  many  letters  from  various  parts  of  the 
country  with  regard  to  fraudulent  pensions,  and  in  every  instance  the«e 
letters  are  forwarded  to  the  Pension  Office  and  referred  to  a  special  ex* 
aminer  to  see  whether  these  facts  are  true,  and  if  true  the  pension  stops 
absolutely.    We  are  making  investigations  of  that  kind  all  the  time. 

Q.  ViTould  you  think  that  a  man  pensioned  for  total  disability  and  at 
the  same  time  serving  as  a  public  official? — A.  It  depends  upon  what 
you  call  total ;  if  it  is  what  we  give  a  private  soldier,  $8 

Q.  This  man  is  drawing  $72. — A.  The  man  who  gets  $72  per  month 
must  require  the  constant  aid  and  attention  of  another  person. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  such  case  having  been  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Pension  Office  where  no  action  was  taken! — A.  Ho,  sir; 
Tdo  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  dismissal  of  a  man  from  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  by  the  name  of  Louis  Bogv,  who  wrote  a  book  entitled  **Id 
Office?"— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  on  what  grounds  he  was  dismissed  ? — A.  The  Sec- 
retary did  that  on  a  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  You  can  see  the  cor- 
respondence if  you  like. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  correspondence!— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  read  the  letter. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  on  account  of  the  book  he  had  pub- 
lished ? — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  the  Secretary  undertake 
to  pass  (ipon  the  pro[)riety  of  the  work  from  the  character  of  it!— A. 
I  think  the  letter  states  what  the  grounds  were,  and  I  would  rather 
show  you  the  letter. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  read  the  book  ?— A .  I  glanced  at  it. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you,  then,  if  .you  had  read  another  book  that  was 
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I  and  pablished  by  an  employ^  of  the  Pension  Office,  entitled, 
Woman  Wouldn't  t  ^ — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  seen  that  book, 
tve  you  read  both  books  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

a  think  yon  can  make  a  comparative  statement  as  to  the  rela- 
•al  of  the  two  stories! — A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  ought  to 
my  opinion  about  these  books  or  not. 
«  that  employ6  been  discharged  f — A.  No,  sir. 
EU9  it  due  to  the  fact  that  it  was  a  lady ;  with  deference  to  the 
t — A.  I  don't  think  it  ever  was  brought  to  the  Commissioner's 
1. 

•n't  you  think  it  would  be  well  to  make  that  rule  apply  to  ladies 
ks  gentlemen,  and  have  the  benefit  that  is  to  come  from  the 
be  determined  by  the  Commissioner;  if  a  man  is  to  be  dis- 
for  a  story  why  shouldn't  a  woman  also  t — A.  I  am  free  to  say 
bhe  adjudication  of  pension  cases  that  come  before  me  they  are 
;  I  make  no  rule  to  apply  to  women  that  don't  apply  to  men. 
or  roles  the  Department  has  should  be  uniform. 


Washington,  D.  O.,  Friday j  March  4, 1892. 

>mmittee  met  at  10  a.  m. 

it:  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  and  Messrs.  Littlo,  Dun- 

.  Lind,  of  the  committee ;  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe,  and  Judge  L.  S. 

TESTIHOITY  OF  CYETJS  BUSSEY. 

ant  Secretary  Cybus  Bussey  recalled : 

Witness.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  brought  a  copy  of  those  answers  in 

0  the  form  a  claim  has  to  take  in  the  Pension  Office,  in  order 

bhe  committee  any  trouble. 

Ilowing  extract  from  the  Annual  Eeport  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

relating  to  the  course  of  a  pension  claim  through  the  Bureau, 

red  in  evidence : 

rean  force  of  oyer  2^000  persons  is  arranged  in  fifteen  divisions,  each  with  a 
» is  primarily  responsible  for  the  work  done  under  him.  Five  are  adjndi- 
ision«.  haying  in  charge  all  the  claims,  and  are  under  the  superintendence 
>uty  ConimissionerSy  while  certain  other  divisions  are  superintended  by  the 
>ner  and  chief  clerk,  mepectively.  The  CommiBsioner  has  also  general 
the  entire  force.  The  body  of  this  force,  all,  in  fact,  excepc  the  Commis- 
liefs  of  division,  and  a  few  others,  \h  uuder  civil  service  rules,  and  has  been 
'iih  great  care. 

rse  of  a  claim  through  the  Bureau  is  substantially  as  follows : 
received  by  the  mail  division  the  claim  is  forwarded  to  the  record  division, 
rill  appear  whether  the  claiinaut  ha.H  another  claim  pending.  If  he  has,  the 
cation  is  placed  with  the  old  and  they  are  considered  together;  if  he  has 
leoorded,  numbered,  the  claimant  notified,  and  the  application  and  other 
>perly  '*  Jacketed"  (put  in  a  separate  pasteboard  envelope),  ai\d  forwarded 
the  adjudicating  division.  There,  in  its  order,  according  to  number,  it  is 
the  chief  of  division  in  the  bauds  of  an  examiner,  who  is  to  see  that  all  the 
nt8  of  the  laws  and  of  the  rules  and  regulations  have  been  complied  with 
n  and  execution  of  the  declaration.  It  it.  is  found  to  be  properly  executed, 
aade  upon  the  War  Department  for  the  history  of  the  soldier's  military 
id  medical  treatment.  The  records  gf  the  War  Department  are,  of  course, 
le  in  the  field  during  the  war — the  muster  rolls,  company  books,  and  the 
»cords.  They  are  beyond  change  or  alteration,  and  they  are  entirely  ont* 
Qdependent  of  the  Peusion  Office.  The  War  Department  reports  the  mili- 
8  and  length  of  service  of  the  claimant,  together  with  his  medical  treatment 
Ties  according  to  the  hospital  records.    A  olaimant  under  the  general  law 
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most  prove  the  disabilities  for  whioh  he  claims  pension  originated  in  the  lineof  dtty 
in  the  service,  and  their  continuance  to  date.  The  proof  required  in  other  dasMi  (rf 
cases  mnst  be  in  accord  with  the  requirements  of  the  particular  statutes  sod  the 
rules  under  them.  These  rules  and  regulations  have  been  made  relative  to  sll  pen- 
sions from  time  to  time  under  the  supervision  of  the  Secretary,  and  are  not  only 
particular  but  most  exact  in  detail  as  to  form  and  substance  required  in  appiicitkm 
and  proof.  Tbev  have  been  made  under  administrations  of  different  politittJ  paitici, 
and  are  as  carefully  framed  as  can  be  against  fraud  and  imposition,  and  a  depsrtm 
from  them  is  not  allowable  in  any  instance. 

''  If  the  application  is  found  correct  and  sufficient,  and  consistent  with  the  War  , 
Department's  records,  the  claimant  is  ordered  for  examination  before  a  bcNird  of  ex- 
amining surgeons,  composed  of  three  physicians,  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  dsia- 
ant's  residence.  The  members  of  these  boards  are  selected  from  among  tb«  bea 
known  aud  capable  physicians  in  their  respective  communities.  The  duties  of  thM 
examining  surgeons  are  performed  under  carefully  prepared  instructions  and  iiider 
oath.  In  each  case  a  complete  description  is  required  of  the  claimant's  physical eoB- 
dition  at  the  time  of  the  examination,  noting  ail  disabilities  the  board  findi^  sad  it 
the  same  time  the  applicant  must  give  there  a  statement  of  his  disabilities  as  elsined 
by  him.  The  board  also  gives  an  opinion  as  to  the  rate  at  which  the  party  essmioed 
should  be  pensioned.  This  is  done  also  undeiytrict  instructions  calculated  to  expM 
carelessness  or  partiality  in  the  board.  The  certificate  of  this  medical  ezaaiBStiw 
soon  reaches  the  proper  case  in  the  Bureau,  and  accompanies  the  other  papers  eoD- 
stantly  thereafter.  If  additional  proof  is  required  by  sworn  statements  of  oSkcs 
and  comrades  of  the  claimant  as  to  origin  of  disability  in  the  service,  it  must  appear 
from  the  War  Department  record  that  witness  was  present  with  his  command  at  the 
d^^  to  which  he  refers  in  his  deposition. 

'*  Manv  cases  are  sent  to  special  examiners  stationed  in  different  parts  of  the  eon- 
try  10  take  testimony,  whore  the  origin  of  disability  is  obscure  and  the  wftoeeiei 
remote  from  the  claimant,  and  he  has  not  the  means  to  secure  their  testimoBy. 
Many  other  cases  are  sent  to  these  examiners  also  for  the  purpose  of  detecting  fraod 
where  suspected  by  the  institution  of  special  investigations.  In  the  two  yean  ltd 
past  56,146  such  claims  have  been  examined  and  reported  upon,  $50,000  leeoTond 
for  illegal  payments,  and  many  convictions  secured  for  criminal  violation  of  the  pes- 
sion  laws. 

**  When  the  evidence  in  the  cose  is  all  in  the  examiner  makes  a  brief  of  it,  aod  if 
upon  review  he  finds  the  proof  complete  for  a  pension  he  indorses  his  opinion  opon 
the  brief  and  forwards  the  papers  to  the  board  of  review.  This  board  is  composed  of 
reviewers  and  re-reviewers.  The  cases  assigned  daily  by  the  chief  of  division  to  tlia 
reviewers  when  passed  upon  by  them  as  to  all  matters  of  form  aud  points  of  law  iie 
again  and  in  turn  passed  upon  by  the  re-reviewers  as  to  these  matters.  If  these  twe 
classes  of  officers  agree  with  the  examiner  of  the  adjudicating  division  in  hisfindioa, 
they  enter  their  approval  upon  the  brief,  whereupon  the  case  is  forwarded  lo  tw 
medical  division,  where  all  medical  points  are  to  be  settled.  The  medical  divitioD  ii 
composed  ot  physicians,  who  are  divided  into  two  classes  for  the  examination  of 
claims,  one  called  examiners,  and  the  other  reviewers.  The  examiners  scmtiniiethe 
claims  in  regard  to  all  medical  points,  and  note  their  opinions.  These  cases  are  in 
turn  reexamined  by  the  reviewers,  who  aLso  note  their  opinions.  If  these  two  offleow 
agree  upon  the  medical  questions  and  the  rating  in  the  case  the  claims  go  forward  to 
♦  *  °?®^'<5al  referee  for  final  action.  The  medical  referee  is  a  physician  of  bigk 
standing  and  attainment,  and  hiH  opinion  controls  in  any  matter  in  dispute  nader 
n:m,  and  bis  approval  is  essential  to  oltaiu  a  pension.  If  he  approves,  theclainn 
*J®*u®*^V^"^*^  ^^  ^^®  board  of  review  to  have  written  by  the  *»  raters"  upon  thefiee 

<i5it  ^'®^  ^'^®  '"*^*^®  ^^®^  ^y  ^*^*^  niediciil  division. 
The  ralings  entered,  the  cafcos  nre  Fcut  forward  to  the  certificate  division.  Tlie 
certificates  are  prepared  and  ieviewr<l  in  that  division  for  the  Commissioner's 8ttni»- 
w®;  ^^J'  ^'e'Vje  signin^r,  the  ComniisHioner  causes  another  review  to  be  made  of  the 
n^lZ  ?♦?  <^«^<^'79ate8  under  his  immediate  supervision.  If  the  cases  are  found  to  be 
l,?I!f^o.  •  certihcates  are  signed  and  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for 
Si  hi  fr.i!L"*  i''!I'/4u**"'"®»  *"**  «®^^-  ^^^y  »re  then  returned  to  the  Commissioner 
ery  to  thrclaimailts       ^^^^^'^  Government  pension  agento  for  enrollment  and  deUr- 

»?^^^^^^^  e--d  apon  the  b«ef.  «.d  b.f« 

have  the  wrUten'«t.n''r^t!ff'""/!K  "^*''"  '»  '"'"^  »°*^  admitted  for  •  eertifieate  it  Bart 
two VhvsicUns  ?n  t?.^  K  "^  "'  *•"**  experienced  peraoos  M  to  law  and  eyideDM;  ot 
braffi  Crt  of  IhrLTjf"'?  "*  ""1'?»'  1'"»tion»  that  hare  been  reported  o^ 
the  medro«n&r^  «^d  C^^""""."'  '""^'"^  "'«  examination  of  the  elaii^t.  aodof 
o  ufKuoai  reieree,  and  b«  corroborated  by  the  records  of  the  War  I>*pwr«iiient  actt 
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military  service,  and  that  it  mnst  then  pass  ezamioation  In  the  certificate  division, 
nnder  the  immediate  saperyision  of  the  Commissioner. 

''The  varions  divisions  having  charge  of  this  important  work  are  composed  of 
persons  of  excellent  character  and  intelligence.  The  examiners,  reviewers,  and 
medical  officers  have  been  selected  becanse  of  their  ability  and  fitness.  Many  of  these 
employes  have  filled  with  honor  other  important  positions  in  mihtary  and  civil  life, 
and  are  entitled  to  and  do  receive  entire  confidence  and  respect  at  their  homes,  in 
different  parts  of  the  country,  as  well  as  in  the  Burean.  They  are  well  versed  in  the 
laws,  regulations,  and  departmental  decisions  governing  the  allowance  of  pension 
claims,  and  it  is  believed  they  perform  their  daties  faithfully  to  the  pensioners,  and 
loyally  to  the  Government. 

''The  Pension  Burean  does,  indeed,  an  immense  amount  of  work.  It  has  had  east 
upon  it  suddenly  by  the  recent  act  of  Congress,  allowing  dependent  pensions,  claims 
greater  in  number  than  all  that  were  previously  pending,  and  the  aggregate  has  de- 
manded and  received  a  much  larger  working  force.  It  is 'meant  to  complete  early 
the  allowance  of  all  pensions,  while  those  entitled  are  alive,  if  possible;  but  because 
this  tremendous  task  is  being  efficiently  acoomplished,  it  is  wrong  to  conclade  that 
many  claims  without  merit  or  illegal  ave  allowed.  There  are  cases  in  this  as  in  all 
other  bureaus,  and  in  all  business,  public  and  private,  that  obtain  undeserved  favor; 
but  they  are  the  exceptions  that  prove  the  rule." 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  that  is  a  proper  matter  to  go  into  the  record. 
The  Chaibman.  If  there  is  no  objection  it  will  be  so  ordered. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yesterday  I  asked  yon  in  reference  to  the  necessity  for  an  af^int- 
ment  clerk  in  the  Pension  Bureau.  Do  yon  recollect  the  substance  of 
what  you  said  in  reference  to  it  f — A.  I  stated,  I  believe,  I  did  not  con- 
sider it  was  essential  to  have  an  appointment  clerk  in  the  Pension  Bu- 
reau, but  at  the  same  time  every  recommendation  for  promotion,  every 
call  on  the  Civil  Service  Commissioner  for  clerks  to  fill  vacancies,  has 
to  come  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  the  Department  where 
the  papers  are  all  kept,  and,  of  course,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
must  have  some  person  who  is  thoroughly  competent  to  make  these 
calls.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  clerical  work  required  in  making  these 
calls  and  in  making  recommendations  for  promotion. 

Q.  Who  formerly  performed  the  duties  of  that  office  which  are  now 
performed  by  the  appointment  clerk  t — Q.  I  believe  under  the  former 
management  of  the  office  the  duty  was  performed  by  one  of  the  secre- 
taries connected  with  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions' office,  some  person 
detailed  for  that  purpose  in  the  office,  but  they  did  not  have  a  regular 
division,  as  they  have  now. 

Q.  Was  not  that  done  by  the  assistant  chief  clerk  t — A.  Tes,  sir ;  it 
was  done  in  the  office  of  the  assistant  chief  clerk. 

Q.  How  was  this  office  of  appointment  clerk  created! — A.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  it  was  done  by  Mf.  Tanner.  I  never  looked  into  it 
carefully  to  see  whether  it  was  in  existence  before. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  and  ask  if  you  noticed  order  No.  147 
on  page  26  of  a  report  entitled  "Raum  investigation,'' No.  3732,  Fifty- 
first  Congress,  second  session  f — A.  What  page  is  it? 

Q.  Page  26  f — A.  I  was  not  able  to  get  a  copy  of  that  (a  copy  was 
handed  to  witness). 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  knew  anything  of  the  issuance  of  that  order 
at  the  time  it  was  issued  f — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  is  that  order! 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  that  that  order  be  incorporated  in  this  connection.  It 
18  an  order  of  Commissioner  Kanm  creating  the  appointment  division. 
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The  order  is  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensiokb, 

Waahingion,  D.  C,  Norembtr  22,  Iffid. 

Order  147.] 

A  'I i  vision  is  hereby  created  in  the  Barean  of  PensioDS  to  l>e  known  as  the  Appoi&t- 
ment  DiviMon. 

Tbe  A8«)istaDt  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Pension  Office  shall  be  Acting  Chief  of  theAp- 
pointmnnt  Division. 

This  division  shall  have  charge  of  all  papers  relating  to  tbe  appointment  of  tbe 
entire  official  force  of  the  Bnreau  of  Peosions,  inclading  the  Boards  oi  Medical  Ei- 
aminers,  and  of  all  papers  relating  to  promotions. 

The  pay  rolls  of  the  Bureau  shall  be  prepared  in  the  diyision. 

The  Chief  Clerk  will  assign  the  necessary  clerical  force  for  this  division. 

The  Superintendent  of  the  Pension  Office  Building,  and  the  force  of  laboren  will 
be  under  the  direction  of  the  Assistant  Chief  Clerk  for  the  care  of  the  hnildinj^. 

The  Appointment  Division  will  be  under  the  direction  of  the  Commisiiioner. 

Green  B.  Kaum, 

The  Witness.  I  find  that  the  order  was  made  by  Mr.  Baam  andoot 
by  Mr.  TaoDer. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

^  Does  not  that  result  in  keeping  a  double  set  of  records,  is  not 
one  kept  in  the  office  of  the  appointment  clerk  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment f — A.  Yes,  sir;  to  a  certain  extent  the  records  are  duplicated. 
The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  keeps  copies  of  all  his  orders  and  cer- 
tain papers. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  son  of  Commissioner  Baam  was 
appointed  to  this  office  immediately  after  it  was  created! — A.  II*- 
lieve  he  was. 

Q.  What  did  you  state  yesterday  in  regard  to  the  complaints  comiBg 
to  you  through  the  mails  from  soldiers  as  to  the  adjudication  of  tbeir 
claims,  as  nearly  as  you  can  remember.  You  stated  you  received  a 
large  number  of  complaints  from  soldiers  through  the  mails  f — A.  That 
their  claims  were  not  taken  up  in  regular  order  f 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  were  the  nature  of  the  complaints  that  yon 
say  you  received  through  the  mails  f — A.  There  are  all  kinds  of  com- 
plaints about  the  delay  in  the  adjudication  of  pension  claims. 

Q.  What  is  the  general  character  of  the  complaints  as  nearly  as  yon 
can  recollect! — A.  Well,  as  a  rule,  that  on  a  certain  day  they  filed  an 
application  or  furiiished  certain  evidence,  and  had  written  letters  to  tie 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  which  they  had  not  received  replies,  and 
their  claims  had  not  been  advanced  as  rapidly  as  they  thought  they 
ought  to  be,  more  or  less  complaints  of  that  character. 

Q.  Have  those  complaints  been  more  numerous  since  the  passage  of 
the  act  of  June  the  27,  1890,  or  have  they  been  less  frequent!— A  So, 
sir;  I  do  not  think  there  is  very  much  diflference  in  the  number  of  let- 
ters of  that  £ind.  They  are  as  a  rule  individual  cases  referring  to 
their  claims. 

Q.  I  believe  you  stated  yesterday  you  thought  these  complaints  grew 
out  of  the  ignorance  of  the  soldiers  as  to  the  condition  and  method  of 
business  in  tbe  Pension  Office!— A.  I  have  a  letter  which  I  received 
this  morning  from  a  soldier  in  which  he  writes  me  he  understands  that 
every  claim  in  the  Pension  Office  is  reached  once  in  ninety  davs,  and 
that  his  claim  must  have  been  reached  three  times  since  he  "filed  it,  bat 
still  it  is  unadjudicated,  and  he  judges  from  that  that  his  claim  is  being 
neglected. 

Q.  I  asked  you  yesterday  if  any  order  had  been  issued  taking  the 
force  of  the  office  from  claims  tiled  under  the  old  law  and  patting  them 
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k  on  claims  ander  the  act  of  June  27, 1890.  Do  yoa  remember 
'oor  answer  was  to  thatf — A.  I  stated  that  I  thought  no  order 
^eu  issued  taking;  the  entire  force  off  the  old  claims,  but  that  a 
lumberof  claims  that  had  been  pending  under  the  old  law,  where 
oof  was  sufficient  to  warrant  the  allowance  claimed  under  the 
,w,  that  on  an  order,  I  think,  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Commis- 
of  Pensions  he  began  the  adjudication  of  claims  under  the  new 
lere  it  was  practical  to  do  so. 

3id  not  you  state  yesterday  in  your  answer  to  that  question  that 
h  order  had  been  issued! — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
not.  If  I  did  I  did  not  recall  to  mind  the  fact  that  the  order  had 
ssned,  and  on  my  return  to  the  office  I  found  the  order  had  been 

■ 

js  it  not  a  fact  yon  are  not  very  familiar  with  the  detail  of  bnsi- 
I  the  Pension  Office! — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  not  a  fact  I  am  not  famil- 
am  quite  familiar  with  the  details  of  the  office. 
iTou  know  pretty  well  everything  that  goes  on  there  t — A.  No, 
will  not  say  that,  there  is  no  living  man — Commissioner  Baum 
other  man  who  knows  every  detail ;  it  is  too  big.  With  2,000 
there  he  can  not  know  every  detail  of  what  is  going  on. 
Yon  know  when  orders  are  issued  affecting  the  business  of  the 
f — A.  As  a  rule ;  yes,  sir. 

Is  it  not  your  business  to  know  all  about  each  order  that  is 
t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  know  them.    These  orders  are  numerous 
^metimes  they  pass  out  of  my  mind  and  I  do  not  recollect  them 
my  attention  is  called  to  them. 

Oid  not  you  say  yesterday  that  this  force,  a  i)ortion  of  it,  was 
ig  on  rejected  claims  where  the  evidence  showed  the  claimant 
d  under  the  law  of  1890t — A.  I  stated  work  commenced  on  cases 
it  kind.  There  are  now  nearly  200,000  claims  substantially  pre- 
where  the  evidence  and  history  of  the  case  were  prepared  under 
1  law. 

Chen  you  have  been  adjudicating  those  that  have  been  rejected  f — 
e  work  commenced  on  these  rejected  cases  because  they  were 
repared. 

iVhat  course  did  these  claims  take  when  you  proceeded  to  an  in- 
ation  of  the  files  of  rejected  cases ;  what  was  done  in  these  cases 
they  were  ready  for  adjudication ! — A.  They  were  sent  to  the  com- 
files,  and  in  their  order  in  the  completed  tiles  they  were  sent  to 
[judicating  division. 

They  were  placed  on  the  completed  files  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
[  want  to  call  your  attention  to  order  No.  155  in  this  same  report, 
(0.  I  will  ask  that  that  also  be  made  part  of  the  record  at  this 
I  will  ask  you  to  examine  that  order  and  tell  the  Committee 
er  you  knew  anything  about  that  when  you  were  testifying  yes- 
r  and  before  commencing  your  testimony  this  morning! — A.  Yes, 
consulted  with  Commissioner  liaum  about  that  order  and  finally 
lit. 

That  order  begins — I  will  read  it  to  the  committee  bo  they  may 
stand  it  in  this  connection, 
order  is  as  follows : 

[Completed  flloa.] 
io.  155.] 

Dkpartmknt  of  the  Jnteriok,  Burkau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  1,  1890. 

ttnts  are  hereby  authorized  to  apply  to  the  ConitniHsioaer  of  Pendiooe  to  have 
lainis,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  June  27,  lti90,  plaotd  upon  the 
><  completed  files''  for  immediate  cousideratioii. 
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Such  application  may  be  made  by  claimants  or  their  attorneys  of  veooid,  and  aball 
set  forth — 

1.  That  the  declaration  has  been  made  in  dne  form,  stating  the  proper  service,  tbs 
fact  of  honorable  disoharse,  and  a  period  of  service  of  not  leaB  than  ninety  dsys. 

2.  That  the  proof  establishes  the  fact  that  t4iu  disability  alleged  in  the  declsntion 
is  not  due  to  the  vicious  habits  of  the  claimant,  and  is  of  a  permanent  chaiactv  to 
such  an  extent  that  he  is  unable  to  earn  a  support  by  manual  labor. 

3.  That  the  claimant  has,  with  the  authority  of  the  Commissiouer  of  Pensions,  hid 
a  regular  medical  examination  in  respect  to  the  disability  described  and  claimed  for 
in  the  declaration. 

4.  That  in  the  opinion  of  the  claimant  the  claim  is  fully  made  out  and  is  complete. 
If  the  application  is  made  by  the  attorney  of  record  for  the  placing  of  the  cUim 

upon  the  ''completed  files,"  in  addition  to  the  other  statements  rec^uired  he  shall 
certify  upon  honor  that,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the  case,  be  is  of  the  opioion 
that  the  same  is  complete. 

Claims  placed  upon  the  list  of  *'  completed  files"  nnder  this  order  will  be  coiuad- 
ered  in  the  order  of  the  dates  they  are  so  placed.  Claimants  are  reqaested,  wheu  their 
claims  are  complete,  to  make  application  to  have  them  placed  upon  the  "completed 
files''  in  accordance  with  the  order  above  given. 

This  order  tcill  not  apply  to  r^ected  oases. 

.    Grken  B.  Raum, 

CoflMMwnoMr. 

Now,  I  nnderstand  yoa  to  say  that  this  order  has  been  disregarded 
in  the  office  ! — A.  That  that  order  han  been  disregarded  f  That  oid» 
is  supplemental  of  a  former  order  that  was  issued. 

Q.  Kow,  you  said  yesterday,  and  you  state  again  to-day,  that  the  force 
of  the  office  was  put  to  work  to  consider  these  rejected  cases. — ^A.  Began 
on  these  cases. 

Q.  To  place  them  upon  the  completed  file  ! — ^A.  That  embn^sed  all 
these  claims. 

Q.  And  this  order  says  it  will  not  apply  to  the  rejected  cases,  and 
the  Commissioner  is  careful  to  emphasize  by  italics  the  words,  ^^will 
not  apply  to  rejected  cases"!— A.  I  can  not  tell  you  why  this  order 
was  issued  that  it  should  not  apply  to  rejected  oases  for  the  reason 
the  first  conference  I  had  with  Commissioner  Raum  in  regard  to  the 
act  of  June  27, 1890 — cases  rejected  under  the  old  law  being  substan- 
tially complete  required  nothing  but  the  medical  examination,  and  after 
the  medical  examination,  a  history  of  the  case  being  on  the  file,  they 
commenced  at  once  the  adjudication  of  claims  under  the  new  law.  1 
understand  that  was  done,  that  was  the  practice. 

Q.  If  that  was  the  practice,  has  it  not  been  practically  in  violation 
of  the  order  f— A.  Well,  that  the  Commissioner  would  have  to  explain. 

Q.  I  thought  you  knew  all  about  it  and  could  explain  itt— A.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  Commissioner  has  done  in  every  case. 

Q.  You  do  not  assume  that  knowledge,  but  you  assume  a  general 
knowledge  of  what  has  been  done  there!— A.  A  general  knowledge  of 
the  aflairs  of  the  office. 

Q.  You  stated  a  general  proposition  and  this  is  direcUy  in  the— -A 
inere  18  another  order  which  I  can  furnish  the  committee  in  regard  to 
the  adjudication  of  claims  that  have  been  rejected,  rejecte^d  cases, 
an  orders  Id    ^^^  ^"^  ^^^^^  issued  since  that!— A.  There  has  been 

27^{^Vr^A^  l^^^  went  to  work  after  the  passage  of  the  act  of  Jone 
order ^tKr^*^"*  order!- A.  I  believe  they  went?  to  wdrk  under thi« 
sSnTia'lf  w'e^^^  ^^«>'  ---'^  ^-^'-  on  cases  which  sub- 

ar?fomUirr  w!fh  t h!  ^^l"^V«sioner  explain  that.  I  will  ask  you  if  you 
are  UmiUar  with  the  order  known  as  Order  No.  151,  in  reference  to  the 
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impleted  files  to  be  foand  on  page  33  of  this  same  report    The  order 
as  follows : 

rderNo.  151.]  Dspartmbmt  of  this  Iitterior,  Bureau  of  Psnsions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  6, 1890. 

Claimants  are  hereby  anthorized  to  apply  to  the  Commissioner  of  PensioDB  to  have 
teir  claims  placed  upon  the  list  of  *'  completed  files''  for  immediate  consideration. 
Soch  applications  may  be  made  by  the  claimants  or  their  attorneys  of  record,  and 
sail  set  forth : 

1.  That  the  declaration  has  been  made  in  due  form,  stating  the  proper  service  of 
ae  soldier  and  the  facts  as  to  incurrence  of  the  disability  in  and  his  discharge  from 
26  eenrice. 

'S.  Thai  the  proof  establishes  thai  the  disability  alleged  in  the  declaration  was 
fccnned  in  the  service  and  line  of  doty. 

3.  That  the  proof  connects  the  present  disability  for  which  pension  is  claimed  with 
'oands  or  diseases  incurred  in  the  service  and  establishes  the  fact  of  disability  dur- 
[ag  any  past  ]>ensionable  period. 

4  That  the  claimant  has,  with  the  authority  of  the  Burean  of  Pensions,  had  a  regn- 
KT  medieal  examination  in  respect  to  the  disability  described  and  claimed  for  in  the 
sdaration. 

5.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  claimant,  the  claim  is  fully  made  out  and  complete. 

In  the  claims  of  widows  it  must  be  alleged  that  proof  has  been  made  showing  that 
be  soldier  died  of  an  injnry  or  disease  contracted  in  the  service  and  that  claimant  is 
be  soldierfs  widow. 

In  the  case  of  dependent  relatives  it  must  be  stated  that  the  proper  proof  of  de- 
kcndenee  has  been  filed  in  the  claim,  and  that  the  soldier  left  no  widow  or  minor 
liildren. 

If  the  application  is  made  by  the  attorney  of  record,  in  addition  to  the  other  state- 
Dents  required  he  shall  certify  upon  honor  that,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
sase,  he  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  is  complete. 

Claims  placed  upon  the  list  of  ''completed  files"  under  this  order  will  be  oonsid- 
und  in  the  order  of  the  date  they  are  so  placed* 

This  order  does  not  apply  to  rejected  cases. 

Grebn  B.  Baum, 

CammUaioner. 

Q.  lis  that  the  order  No.  151  of  January  6, 1890,  yoa  referred  to  in  ref- 
arende  to  the  completed  fih^s,  or  is  there  some  order  still  oat  in  reference 
to  that  which  we  have  not  seen  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  am  aware  of  this  order 
Bmd  know  when  it  was  issaed. 

Q.  Were  yoa  consulted  about  it  at  the  time  it  was  made  or  before  it 
was  made  f — A.  This  order  No.  151  was  submitted  to  the  Department 
ior  consideration. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  the  adoption  of  that  order  and  the  issnance  of  that 
order  and  approve  itt — A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  that  order  on  the  business  of  the  office  f — 
-A.  Welly  it  was  my  understanding  it  facilitated  the  work  of  the  office 
SDd  caused  a  great  many  people  to  know  what  was  required  to  complete 
tbeir  claim.  It  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  were  completed 
^ies,  and  it  gave  everybody  notice  that  they  could  have  their  cases 
^)ed  up  and  ascertain  what  was  required  to  complete  them. 

Q.  It  gave  everybody  notice  that  they  should  have  their  cases  called 
upt — ^A.  That  they  could  have  their  cases  prepared  to  go  on  the  com- 
!>leted  files  and  complete  their  evidence.    That  was  the  object  of  it 

Q.  Did  they  not  have  notices  before  that  they  must  complete  the  evi- 
'ence  in  order  to  have  their  claims  adjudicated  f — A.  Many  of  them 
'id,  but  until  a  man  was  notified  that  his  claim  was  placed  on  the  com- 
^Ivted  file  he  did  not  know  whether  it  was  completed  or  not. 

Q.  By  the  experiment  made  under  this  completed  file  system  did  you 
Od  they  were  completed  when  they  were  placed  on  the  files  t — A.  No, 
ir ;  they  were  not  always  completed. 

Q.  At  whose  instance  was  this  order  made,  who  originated  the  idea  f— 
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A.  That  I  do  not  know  3  it  was  brought  to  my  notice  by  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  experiment  made  with  some  of  Mr.  Lemon's 
cases  before  the  issuance  of  this  order  t — A.  I  understand  Mr.  Lemon 
had  submitted  a  proposition  to  the  Commissioner  which  had  been  nnder 
consideration  for  sometime  prior  to  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  this 
order. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  result  of  that  experiment  was  t~ A.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  called  an  experiment,  or  whether  it  was  a  pro- 
posal submitted  for  consideration. 

Q.  I  will  ask  yon  if  yon  ever  read  a  letter  addressed  by  Charles  P. 
Lincoln,  Deputy  Commissioner,  to  the  Commissioner  on  this  subject  f — 
A.  I  have  read  that  letter. 

Q.  Do  yoa  recollect  what  he  stated  about  the  result  of  taking  up 
some  of  Mr.  Lemon's  cases  f — A.  I  recollect  that  in  the  shape  it  then 
was  Mr.  Lincoln  said  he  believed  it  was  impracticable.  I  understand, 
however,  in  the  shape  it  was  finally  prepared,  Mr.  Lincoln  agreed  to  it 
and  recommended  it;  it  was  so  represented  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  it  was  in  any  other  shape  than  this  at  the  time 
it  was  considered  f — A.  Well,  I  understand  this  order  diiOfered  in  some 
respects  from  the  original  draft  of  the  order  in  which  it  was  brought  to 
me.  At  the  time  I  considered  the  order  I  did  not  know  anything  abont 
Mr.  Lincoln  having  considered  the  matter  at  all.  It  came  from  the 
Department,  as  all  orders  do,  for  examination  and  consideration,  and 
without  any  history  about  it  except  the  recommendation  from  the  Com- 
missioner. 

Q.  I  will  ask  that  this  communication  from  Mr.  Lincoln  be  incorpo- 
rated, it  is  dated  November  29, 1889,  and  will  be  found  on  page  23  of 
this  same  report. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

Depaktmbnt  of  thk  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D,  C,  November  29,  1889. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  \i'ith  your  request,  I  submit  herewith  my  views  on  the  question 
raised  by  Mr.  George  £.  Lemon,  in  accompanying  communication,  as  to  the  immcMli- 
ate  consideration  by  this  Bureau  of  claims  declared  by  attorneys  to  be  ''complete'': 

First.  Experience  has  shown  that  Very  frequently  attorneys  request  the  immediate 
consideration  of  claims  rej^ardcd  by  them  us  ''complete,''  when  in  fact  the  office  re- 
quirements have  been  but  partially  or  inditteiently  complied  with. 

Seo(»nd.  Although  the  Pension  Office  requirements  may,  from  the  attorney's  stand- 
point, have  been  carefully  and  fully  complied  with,  there  is  in  a  very  large  majority 
of  such  cases  much  work  to  be  done  by  the  Bureau  before  they  can  be  submitted  to 
the  board  of  review  for  settlement. 

Tests  to  ascertain  the  value  and  reliability  of  the  evidence  furnished  have  to  be 
applied,  and  in  a  large  percentage  of  cases  errors  and  defects  in  the  testimony  are 
found,  which  have  to  be  remedied  by  additional  calls,  requiring  much  labor  and 
time. 

It  can  be  argued  that,  as  these  tests  have  to  be  applied  sooner  or  later,  they  may 
as  well  be  applied  at  once ;  but  should  examiners  devote  their  time  to  cases  declared 
by  attorneys  to  be  ''  complete ''  the  claims  of  those  who  have  no  attorneys,  or  arebnt 
inditferentiy  represented  by  tliem,  would  be  neglected. 

Third.  It  is  naid  that  the  class  of  claims  iu  question  were  brought  to  the  attention 
of  a  recent  administration  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  such  numbers  bv  certain  attor- 
neys as  to  practical^'  discontinue  the  work  of  several  adjudicating  divisions  (except 
so  far  as  attention  to  these  case  were  concerned),  and  that  while  this  state  of  aflairs 
continued  no  more  chhcs  were  submitted  to  the  board  of  review  as  complete  than 
would  have  been  had  the  UHual  course  been  pursued.  Certain  attorneys,  withalarge 
number  of  cases  hc'l'ore  the  liuieau,  were  no  doubt  teiu])orarily  benefited,  as  were  also 
thone  who  were  fortunate  enough  to  be  their  clientH,*  but  the  aggregate  number  of 
casos  disposed  of,  I  am  advised,  was  no  greater  than  it  would  have  been  had  the  ordi- 
nary methods  been  observed.  Certainly  the  benetits  were  not  so  generally  distributed 
as  they  would  have  been  had  the  cas(>s  been  drawn  from  the  files  without  reference 
to  tJw  attorneys'  slips  declaring  the  claims  to  be  complete. 
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Tlie  bnainees  of  certain  sttomeys  is  so  great  that  a  mi^or  part  of  the  time  and 
labor  of  each  of  the  adjadicatinedi visions  &  necessarily  devoted  to  the  examination 
of  claims  prosecuted  by  them.  For  instance,  Mr.  Lemon's  business  is  very  large ;  so 
large,  in  fact,  that  I  believe  the  office  could  be  exclusively  employed  for  a  long  time 
upon  his  claims  alone,  if  he  were  to  represent  any  considerable  portion  of  his  cases 
as  being  complete  ;  and  past  experience  shows,  that  for  the  Bureau  to  order  immedi- 
ate action  in  the  Uffge  number  of  cases  to  which  the  attention  of  the  office  would  be 
brought  by  him,  would  give  rise  to  charges  of  partiality  and  favoritism ;  and  spven 
those  attorneys  who  would  have  the  same  privilege  accorded  them  in  a  proportion- 
ate number  of  cases  would,  as  they  have  done,  ioin  in  the  hue  and  cry  of  favoritism. 

I  find  that,  by  a  sjystem  of  slips  kept  by  the  file  clerks  in  each  of  the  adjudicating 
divisions,  the  examiner  is  advised,  when  testimony  is  filed  in  cases  under  his  charge, 
and  that  cases  in  which  evidence  has  been  the  longest  filed  are  first  considered.  I  learn, 
too^  that  as  an  examiner's  record  for  efficiency  has  been  based  upon  the  number  of 
claims  submitted  by  him  for  allowance,  he  is  constantly  keeping  a  lookout  for  such 
of  his  cases  as  have  had  the  required  evidence  furnished,  and  that  as  a  rule  the  claims 
are  drawn  from  the  files  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the  evidence  is  furnished,  and 
adjudicated  if  complete. 

In  order  to  test  tne  correctness  of  Mr.  Lemon's  conclusions  that  certain  of  his  cases 
were  complete  and  ready  for  submission  to  the  board  of  review  for  final  action,  I  ob- 
tained the  status  of  the  thirtv  selected  cases  submitted  by  him«  and  found  nine  to  be 
complete,  six  already  in  the  board  of  review,  and  fifteen  requiring  fhrther  action  be- 
fore ready  for  settlement. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  immediate  examination  of  oases  upon  the  filing  of  a  stste- 
ment  by  the  attorney  that  he  believes  the  same  to  be  complete,  would  not  be  pro- 
ductive of  good  results : 

(1)  That  for  a  time,  at  least,  it  would  effectually  stop  all  other  work  in  the  divisions. 

(2)  The  current  work  of  the  office  would  suffer,  and  many  oases  could  never  be 
reached  for  exaounation. 

(3)  It  would  be  quite  impossible  for  au  out-of-town  claimant  to  have  his  case  given 
attention  unless  he  employed  an  attorney,  something  very  many  intelligent  appli« 
cants  do  not  care  to  do. 

(4)  It  would  briiu^  down  upon  the  Bureau,  as  it  has  done,  the  charge  of  favoritism 
to  those  who  would  be  most  benefited  by  such  course.  An  additional  clerical  force 
in  the  adjudicating  divisions  is  much  needed,  and  this,  with  a  thorough,  business-like 
organization  of  all  the  divisions  and  the  employment  of  active  intelligent  men  in  the 
files  who  will  see  that  all  papers  are  immediately  and  accurately  appli^  to  the  claims 
for  which  they  are  intended,  and  that  the  claims  an)  promptly  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  examiners  charged  with  the  duty  of  working  them  up,  would  go  far  to  minimize 
the  delays  now  complained  of. 

As  heretofore^  any  case  in  which  there  has  been  an  extraordinary  delay,  or  one  in- 
volving hardship  to  an  applicant,  can  be,  when  completed  by  evidence,  called  up  and 
settled  upon  the  order  of  the  Commissioner  or  his  deputies  whenever  their  attention 
ia  called  to  such  a  case. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

Chablbs  p.  Lincoln, 

Deputy  d^mmiiHaner. 
Hon.  Orxsn  B.  Raum, 

Commi$9i(mer  of  PenHom, 

Q.  I  see  in  that  communication  Mr.  Lincoln  says,  ^^  experience  has 
shown  that  very  freqqently  attorneys  request  the  immediate  considera- 
tion of  claims  regarded  by  them  as  <  complete,'  when  in  fact  the  ofi&oe 
requirements  have  been  but  partially  or  indifferentlycomplied  with." 
Do  you  know  whether  this  occurs  now  in  the  enforcement  of  this  order? — 
A.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  cases  where  a  case  asked  to  be  placed  on  the 
oompleted  file  is  found  on  examination  to  require  some  further  examin- 
ation of  records  or  something.  When  an  attorney  submits  the  case  and 
submits  the  evidence,  he  doubtless  believes  it  is  correct,  but  when  the 
office  comes  to  consider  the  paper  they  may  put  a  different  construction 
on'the  value  of  the  testimony. 

Q  Who  finally  determines  whether  a  case  is  completed  f — A.  The 
bofurd  of  review,  as  far  as  the  legal  question  is  concerned. 

Q.  Does  this  order  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  action  of  the  board 
of  review  on  cases  t — A.  Gases  are  submitted  to  them  in  the  order  in 
which  they  are  taken  from  the  file. 

11  PEN* 
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Q.  They  are  placed  in  these  files  and  are  then  taken  from  these  fite 
to  the  board  of  review  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Heretofore  the  practice  has  been  for  a  case  to  take  its  coarse 
through  the  regular  channels  to  reach  that  board  of  review  without 
going  through  the  completed  filef — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  great  namberof  in- 
coiu|)leted  cases  reach  the  board  of  review.  They  ascertain  the  causes 
why  they  are  not  complete,  and  they  are  sent  back.  In  this  way  only 
cases  believed  to  be  complete 'were  sent  to  the  board  of  review. 

Q.  Would  not  other  boards  through  which  these  cases  have  to  paw 
determine,  before  it  reached  the  board  of  review,  whether  in  their 
judgment  it  was  complete  or  notf — A.  No,  sir;  not  necessarily  so. 

Q.  Why  would  they  send  an  incomplete  case  to  the  board  of  review; 
why  should  it  go  to  the  board  of  review  t — A.  They  are  the  prop^j 
persons  to  pass  on  a  question  of  whether  a  case  is  made  oat,  whether 
it  is  legally  proven. 

Q.  Is  there  a  board  to  pass  upon  this  question  and  determine  whether 
in  the  judgment  of  that  particular  board  the  evidence  is  sufficient  to 
complete  it  before  that  board  as  far  as  it  is  concerned  f — A.  The  policy 
of  the  office  details  a  certain  class  of  clerks  to  distribute  evidence  and 
go  over  the  papers  and  see  that  the  calls  have  all  been  complied  with, 
and  when  a  case  is  believed  to  be  complete  it  is  then  placed  on  the  com- 
pleted tile  and  sent  to  tVlt  board  of  review.  There  is  no  regular  or- 
ganized board  to  determine  that  question  prior  to  its  reaching  the  board 
of  review. 

Q.  But  as  a  case  passes  from  one  stage  to  another  in  its  consideration 
before  it  reaches  that  board  of  review,  is  there  not  a  medical  board  or 
legal  board  t— A.  Ko,  sir ;  the  medical  board  is  the  last  one  which  han- 
dles the  case.  If  the  case  is  legally  proven  it  is  sent  to  the  medical 
board  and  the  medical  board  examines  the  history  of  the  case,  and  the 
rate  is  fixed  by  the  medical  board.    That  is  the  last  stage. 

Q.  Before  it  reaches  the  last  stage,  in  reaching  the  medical  board, 
there  are  different  divisions  there  in  which  the  proof  necessary  to  es- 
tablish a  claim  is  examined.  Are  not  these  divisions  presided  over  by 
people  who  are  capable  of  determining  these  questions  before  them  as 
well  as  the  pension  attorne}'  f — A.  This  rule  exists  there :  When  the  evi- 
dence in  a  case  is  all  in  the  examiner  makes  a  brief  of  it,  and  if  on 
review  he  finds  the  proof  complete  for  pension,  he  indorses  his  opinion 
on  it  and  afterwards  it  goes  to  the  board  of  review.  Now,  there  are  a 
large  number  of  examiners  in  this  office  all  the  time  examining  cases, 
and  wherever  they  find  a  case  they  believe  to  be  complete  they  certify 
and  pass  it  on  to  the  board  of  review.  If  there  is  any  additional  evi- 
dence required,  they  make  a  note  of  that  and  the  evidence  is  called  for— 
the  case  returned  to  the  file  for  the  evidence  to  be  supplied. 

Q.  Would  it  not  expedite  matters  if  instead  of  sending  a  case  to  the 
board  of  review,  the  examiner,  when  he  finds  the  evidence  is  incom- 
plete, have  the  Commissioner  call  for  that  t — A.  The  long  experience  of 
adjudicating  claims  in  the  Pension.  Office  has  demonstrated  the  fact 
that  this  is  the  best  way.  We  all  believe  this  is  the  best  way.  The 
Commissioner  believes  it,  and  I  believe  it.  From  practical  experience 
the  work  being  done  in  the  Pension  Office  compared  with  the  work 
heretofore  done  demonstrates  the  fact  that  this  is  the  best  method. 

Mr.  Little.  Have  both  methods  been  tried. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir  j  the  other  method  was  in  operation  for  many 
years. 

Mr.  Brosius.  And  the  result  was  it  demonstrated  the  efficiency  of 
this  method  I— A.  Yes,  sir.    A  great  amount  of  work  is  being  done^ 
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Qore  calls  are  beiDg  made,  a  greater  namber  of  cases  are  compleDcd, 
iDd  a  greater  number  of  certificates  have  been  issued  in  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Little.  With  the  same  amount  of  clerical  force  ! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir ;  the  efficiency  of  the  work  has  been  greatly 
promoted  by  the  rules  which  have  been  adopted. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  think  as  a  fact  this  order  in  regard  to  completed  files 
benefited  the  parties  having  claims  who  had  no  attorneys  as  much  as 
lioae  who  had  attorneys  f — A.  Tbe  Commissioner  of  Pensions  had  an 
►rder  from  the  Secretary,  which  I  will  furnish  you  a  copy  of,  I  was  not 
Me  to  do  it  this  morning,  directing  the  Commissioner  to  have  calls 
nade  in  all  cases  where  applicants  have  no  attorney ;  that  they  shall 
M  notified  regarding  the  completion  of  their  case. 

Q.  Then  the  Pension  Office  looks  after  the  claims  of  those  who  have 
ao  attorneys  and  i>erforms  the  work  for  them  which  attorneys  perform 
4or  other  claimants  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  do  for  them  precisely  as  every 
»ther  case.  Whenever  they  come  across  a  case  in  which  there  is  an 
attorney^  they  call  upon  the  attorney  for  information,  and  where  they 
some  across  a  case  where  the  claimant  has  no  attorney,  they  call  upon 
^6  claimant  for  information.  They  give  no  preference  to  one  case  over 
another,  but  in  the  case  of  a  claimant  having  no  attorney,  he  is  not 
aeglected  because  he  has  no  attorney.  His  case  takes  precisely  the 
same  course.  Tbe  Secretary  called  the  special  attention  of  the  Com- 
aissioner  to  that  question. 

Q.  The  Secretary  seemed  to  have  the  opinion  that  by  the  efiect  of 
bhat  order  they  would  not  be  benefited. — A.  At  that  time  they  might 
30t  be,  but  since  that  time  orders  have  been  issued  which  would  pre- 
sent that. 

Mr.  Little.  Do  you  think  the  intervention  of  an  attorney  assists  a 
soldier  to  get  a  larger  pension  f 

The  Witness.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  I  received  a  letter  last  night,  which  I  intended  to  bring 
here  and  which  I  will  do  later,  from  a  stranger  saying  he  had  applied 
for  a  pension  on  three  different  occasions  and  had  be,en  awarded  a  pen- 
aioD;  that  at  three  different  times  he  had  been  before  a  medical  board 
cinder  orders  of  the  Pension  Office,  and  in  each  case  thej  had  reported 
be  was  entitled  to  a  larger  pension  than  he  got,  and  each  time  his  ap- 
i)licatiou  was  returned  from  the  Pension  Office  that  he  was  not  entitled 
t^  it.  He  stated  that  the  last  time  he  was  examined  the  officer  who 
examined  him  stated  that  there  was  no  law  authorizing  him  to  have  a 
I)en3ion  as  large  as  he  was  entitled  to  have.  Still  the  Pension  Office 
Implied  to  him  he  was  not  entitled  to,  I  think,  $30  a  month.  He  says 
lie  employed  a  pension  attorney  and  at  once  got  a  full  allowance.  He 
thinks  now  that  he  has  lost  this  additional  pension  in  the  meantime 
throngh  the  errors  of  the  adjudicating  division. 

The  Witness.  If  you  will  give  me  the  name  of  the  party  I  will  bring 
the  papers  of  the  case  to  show  the  history  of  it  and  why  this  thing  hap- 
pened. 

Hr.  Little.  I  mention  that  merely  because  it  is  a  definite  case. 
.  The  Witness.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  expose  any  case  and  see  who 
'^at  fault,  if  there  is  any.  If  it  is  a  disability  for  any  person  who  is 
'^^able  to  perform  any  manual  labor.  When  his  first  examination  was 
^ade  there  was  something  exhibited  in  the  certificate  of  the  medical 
^rd  not  showing  a  disability  calling  for  a  $30  rate,  which  is  for  a  per- 
<>ii  unable  to  perform  manual  labor.    When  he  was  examined  the  sec- 
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ond  time  his  examiuation  might  not  still  be  sufficient  in  the  opinion  of 
the  medical  board.  But  his  disability  possibly  increased,  as  it  does 
with  old  men  afflicted  with  rheumatism  or  something  of  that  kind 
which  will  render  them  unfit  to  perform  any  manual  labor,  and  who  can 
not  do  anything,  and  when  a  man  is  in  that  condition  he  is  entitled  to 
$30.  Now,  the  third  examination  may  have  been  a  more  carefol  exami- 
nation ;  a  great  many  times  the  medical  referee  sends  out  and  calb 
special  attention  of  the  board  asking  if  they  will  give  information  in  r«- 
gard  to  certain  diseases  or  symptoms  in  cases  that  are  obscure,  to  aid 
them  in  formulating  the  certificates,  and  on  the  third  medical  examina- 
tion it  may  have  oeen  found  that  his  disability  was  saflicient  and  ther»> 
fore  should  have  been  granted. 

Mr.  Little.  His  claim  is  that  the  medical  board  passed  him. 

The  Witness.  That  may  be.  This  is  only  advisory;  the  medieal 
board  makes  a  certificate  stating  what  they  find  the  condition  of  die 
man  to  be,  and  these  medical  boards  living  in  the  neighborhood  of  tlie 
claimant  sometimes  are  liberal  in  their  rating,  but  when  these  medial 
certificates  come  before  the  medical  referee  and  medical  division  of  hit 
bureau,  they  look  at  the  case  in  the  cold  light  of  the  £acts  asconneetei 
with  the  xaw. 

Mr.  Little.  He  claims  there  was  no  additional  evidence  fumishei 

The  Witness.  There  may  be  a  difference  in  the  phraseology.  There 
may  have  been  an  opinion  that  he  was  entitled  to  $30 ;  but  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  difference  in  phraseology  and  description  which  oitite 
him  to  the  $30;  and  the  medical  bureau  may  not  have  considered  tJial 
from  the  description  he  would  rate  at  $30,  and  that  is  why  I  would  like 
to  bring  the  papers  here  and  see  what  this  medical  certificate  is. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  day  these  medical  boards  are  advisory  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  be- 
cause their  opinion  is  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Oommissionep  of 
Pensions. 

Q.  They  are  appointed  and  stationed  at  convenient  places  throaghoot 
the  country  where  the  applicants  can  be  called  before  them  f— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  How  are  they  constituted  generally ;  do  they  get  their  positiona 
through  political  infiuence! — A.  As  a  rule  they  are  api>oin ted  by  theieo- 
ommeudation  of  parties  belonging  in  the  community,  and  I  will  say 
members  of  Congress  have  had  a  great  deal  of  infiuence  in  having  m^ 
appointed  on  the  medical  board,  because  they  are  supposed  to  know  tbe 
reputation  and  standing  of  the  medical  men  in  their  respective  dis- 
tricts. 

Q.  You  would  not  consider  that  political  influence f — ^A.  I  do  not 
know  what  you  may  consider  it.  They  are  supposed  to  know  the  lepa- 
tation  and  character  of  men  in  their  counties.  There  are  a  large  num- 
ber of  applicants ;  there  may  be  ten  or  a  dozen  applicants  for  one  hoard, 
out  of  which  they  have  to  select  three.  As  a  rule,  they  are  recom- 
mended by  citizens  and  different  people. 

Mr.  Little.  Are  they  always  physicians  f 

The  Witness.  They  are  always  physicians ;  the  best  physicians  that 
can  be  found  in  the  country. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  being  the  case,  is  not  there  upon  the  medical  board  con- 
nected with  the  Pension  Office  some  students  taken  out  of  some  of 
these  colleges  here  without  much  practical  experience  to  pass  apon 
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tese  cases  f — A.  I  do  not  think  so.  Medical  examiners  who  constitute 
lis  board  are  certified  to  ns  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Q.  YoQ  do  not  know  of  any  colored  man  beinfc  appointed  from  one 
'  the  colleges  to  sit  on  this  board  and  review  the  medical  opinions  of 
tiysicians  all  over  the  country. — ^A.  No«  sir. 

Q.  Wonld  it  come  to  your  notice  if  it  had  been  f — A.  I  do  not  know 
hether  it  wonld  or  not,  it  might  possibly.  I  am  speaking  of  the  medi- 
il  examining  board  here  in  the  city,  Dr.  Stanton,  Dr.  Rayburn  and 
ich  men,  old  physicians,  have  been  on  the  medical  board  here  in  the 
ity ;  the  best  men  that  can  be  found  and  as  good  as  any. 

Q.  Of  course  you  are  speaking  of  the  medical  boards  all  over  the 
imntry  being  constituted  of  the  very  best  men  f — A.  In  those  cases 
'here  I  have  known  the  men  they  are  men  of  long  standing  as  physi- 
ians  who  have  constituted  these  boards ;  that  is  the  rule  whenever 
tiey  have  oome  to  my  attention.    Many  of  them  served  in  the  Army. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  a  medical  board  in  the  city  of  Troy, 
F.  Y.  f — ^A.  I  presume  there  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  charges  filed  against  any 
lember  of  that  board  before  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  or  not! — 
L.  I  think  the  matter  came  to  my  desk  calling  attention  to  something 
boat  that  board,  which  1  forwarded  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Q.  If  charges  were  filed  against  this  medical  board  would  it  neces- 
mly  come  to  your  attention? — A.  No,  sir;  the  duty  of  appointing 
liese  medical  boards  is  fixed  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and 
be  Department  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  DuNOAN.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  can  himself  appoint  or 
Bmove  these  persons  without  your  having  any  knowledge  of  itt 

The  Witness.  Certainly,  the  law  fixes  that,  the  Department  has 
othing  to  do  with  the  appointment  of  the  board. 

Q.  Mr.  Lincoln  thought  that  the  practical  effect  of  this  order  for  im- 
lediate  files  was  to  practically  discontinue  the  work  of  the  adjudica- 
ng  division  so  far  as  attention  to  those  cases  was  concerned,  and  have 
lem  take  up  the  cases  of  these  attorneys  placed  on  the  completed  files 
od  examine  them ;  do  you  know  anything  about  that  T — A.  No,  sir. 
think  he  is  mistaken,  and  that  he  revoked  his  own  letter  when  his 
fctention  was  called  to  it.  When  a  case  is  recorded  complete,  and  so 
sported  by  the  attorney  and  placed  on  the  completed  files,  he  has  to 
ring  that  case  from  the  files  to  the  attention  of  the  board  of  review. 

Q.  Don't  the  clerks  have  to  get  the  papers  out  of  the  files  and  send 
tiem  to  the  board  of  review  T — A.  -Yes,  sir ;  they  draw  them  out  in  the 
rder  they  are  placed  on  the  files  and  send  a  certain  number  each  day 
y  the  board  of  review. 

Q.  Do  you  think  the  benefits  of  the  pension  system  are  distributed 
ith  that  equality  as  under  the  old  system  f  ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  don't  think  it  gives  any  advantage  to  the  attorneys  here  in 
lie  city  who  can  keep  up  with  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  No.  sir;  I  don't 
[link  so,  because  all  the  attorneys  throughout  the  United  States  must 
btain  their  evidence  the  same  as  the  attorneys  here;  they  must  obtain 
lieir  evidence  from  clients  residing  in  the  country,  and  they  receive 
iieir  testimony  all  from  them ;  he  gets  his  notice  for  certain  testimony 
tirongh  the  mail,  and  then  he  must  make  a  call  upon  his  client  who 
lay  live  in  Kansas,  and  it  takes  just  as  much  time  for  him  to  procure 
ne  evidence  as  an  attorney  who  lives  in  Kansas  or  in  any  other  State. 

Q.  In  this  letter  of  Mr.  Lincoln's  he  says :  ^*  That  Mr.  Lemon's  busi- 
ess  is  so  large  that  I  believe  the  office  could  be  exclusively  employed 
>r  a  long  time  on  his  claims  alone  if  he  should  represent  any  consider- 
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able  portion  of  his  cases  as  complete,  and  past  experience  shows  that 
for  the  Bureau  to  order  immediate  action  in  the  large  nnmber  of  cases 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  office  would  be  brought  would  give  rise  to 
the  cry  of  partiality,"  etc.  f — A.  No,  sir;  his  eonstitaents  are  in  every 
State  in  the  Union,  and  he  couldn't  complete  his  cases  any  sooner  Uiu 
other  attorneys,  and  it  he  has  one-quarter  of  th^  cases  in  the  Pension 
Office  he  would  be  at  a  disadvantage  with  the  other  50,000  practicing 
attorneys  before  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Hasn't  the  eflfect  been  as  Mr.  liincoln  predicted  it  should  be,  that 
partiality  and  favoritism  grew  out  of  this  order  f — ^A.  My  opinion  is 
that  that  is  not  well  founded. 

Q.  He  says  that  such  charges  will  be  made.  Has  that  opinion  proved 
true  f — A.  I  have  heard  such  charges  made  but  I  don't  think  they  are 
true.  I  don't  think  Mr.  Lemon  can  adjudicate  his  ca8€»s  with  his  small 
force  to  any  great  advantage  when  there  are  50,000  other  attoneys 
practicing  there. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  Mr.  Lemon  is  responsible  for  the  issuance  of  that 
order  T — A.  I  think  he  called  a  practical  suggestion  to  the  attention  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  but  because  he  is  the  author  of  it  does 
not  make  it  any  the  less  valuable. 

Q.  Have  you  read  his  letter  on  page  23  of  this  book  ! — A.  I  may  have 
read  it  a  long  time  ago. 

Q.  You  think  you  have  read  it !  —A.  I  may  have  a  long  time  ago,  but 
I  don't  have  time  to  read  everything  pertaining  to  this  business  and 
keep  up  with  the  barrel  of  business  that  passes  over  my  desk  ever}' 
day. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  that  this  letter  may  be  incorporated  into  the  rec- 
ord as  a  part  of  these  proceedings.  On  page  23,  letter  dated  Kovem- 
ber  16, 1889,  addressed  by  Geo.  E.  Lemon  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions. 

Letter  reads  as  follows : 

Washington,  D.  C,  Kavemher  16, 1889. 

Sir  :  Heferring  to  onr  conversation  of  yesterday,  in  which  yon  determined  to  tike 
np  and  examine  with  a  view  to  final  adjudication  certain  claims  which  my  record 
shows  to  he  complete  and  in  condition  for  adjudication.  I  have  the  honor  to  inelote 
thirty  slips  representing  that  uuniher  of  claims  in  my  files,  and  in  which  iJI  the  re- 
quirements of  your  Bureau  have  been  complied  with  or  evidence  in  anticipation  of 
snch  requirements  has  been  filed,  leaving  them  in  a  condition,  so  far  as  my  reoordi 
show,  to  be  referred  to  the  board  of  review  for  final  action. 

If,  upon  examination,  they  are  found  to  be  complete,  I  will  thank  yoa  to  e«QW 
them  to  be  so  submitted. 

It  will  be  a  great  satisfaction  to  me  to  be  informed  whether  my  judgment  as  to  (b< 
completeness  of  these  cases  is  verified  by  the  examination  in  your  Bnrean,  and  to 
what  extent.  I  shall  also  be  glad  to  know  your  decision  in  this  class  of  claiot; 
whether  you  desire  me  to  call  your  attention  to  similar  ca«es  believed  to  be  complete 
as  fast  as  thoy  assume  that  condition. 

I  believe  that  it  is  a  wiHo  policy  to  give  such  cases,  no  matter  when  thev  are  fil«l» 
the  right  of  way,  not  only  to  relieve  the  files  of  your  office,  but  as  a  matter  of  ligbt 
and  justice  to  those  claimants  who  have  complied  with  the  law. 
Very  respectfully, 

u       n  «   «  GEOBaK  B.  Lbmos. 

Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

Cammisaioner  of  Fen9ion$. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  what  the  practical  eflfect  was  of  the 
adoption  of  tins  order  on  the  business  of  different  attorneys  ?— A.  It 
must  have  been  favorable,  for  the  reason  that  I  have  never  had  any  com- 
plaint from  any  attorney  engaged  in  the  business. 

Judge  Payson.  No  attorney  f 

A.  No,  sir.    1  never  had  any  complaint  made  to  me  from  any  atto^ 
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oey  thronghoat  the  coantry  that  he  is  not  receiviDg  jastice  because  of 
this. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  letters  from  attorneys  thronghout  the  country 
saying  they  were  benefited  by  it  f — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  have. 

Q.  These  letters  would  be  apt  to  come  to  yon  or  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  f — ^A.  A  good  many  attorneys  write  me  concerning  things 
they  have  pending  in  the  office. 

Q.  That  is  a  different  matter. — A.  I  have  never  received  a  letter  ask- 
ing that  this  order  be  set  aside. 

Q.  Nor  never  have  received  any  commending  it,  so  far  as  you  knowf — 
A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  have  or  not. 

Q.  You  ought  to  know  one  thing  as  well  as  the  other! — A.  All  rules 
made  by  the  Commissioner  are  subject  to  appeal.  If  not  satisfactory 
to  the  attorneys  throughout  the  country,  they  have  the  right  to  ask  for 
an  appeal  and  ask  to  have  the  rules  set  aside.  I  have  frequently  had 
letters  from  attorneys  about  certain  things  which  they  wished  brought 
to  my  attention,  but  I  never  have  had  a  letter  from  any  attorney  say- 
ing that  this  order  in  regard  to  the  completed  files  ought  to  be  set  aside, 
80  that  I  take  it  for  granted  that  it  is  satisfactory  to  the  attorneys,  gen- 
erally. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  I  see  this  order  No.  151,  General,  takes  effect  immediately  T— A. 
Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Wasn't  that  order  something  of  a  radical  change  in  the  practice 
of  the  office  f — ^A.  On  what  page  is  itf 

A.  Page  26  of  this  book  I  have. 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  first  order  in  regard  to  completed  files. 

(Witness  refers  to  book.) 

A.  Well,  it  was  a  change  in  the  policy  of  the  office  in  regard  to 
claims.  Heretofore  the  practice  was  to  send  a  lot  of  clerks  to  rummage 
into  the  files  of  claims  to  find  claims  that  were  complete,  and  they 
handled  over  a  good  many  claims  to  find  these  complete,  and  the  effect 
of  the  new  order  was  to  throw  the  responsibility  upon  the  fifty  thou- 
sand attorneys  practicing  before  the  Department  and  inform  them  that 
their  cases  might  be  placed  on  the  completed  files. 

Mr.  Duncan.  I  want  to  ask  if  that  wouldn't  result,  if  that  wouldn't 
give  a  wonderful  advantage  to  claims  represented  by  attorneys  over 
claims  that  ware  handled  by  the  claimants  themselvesT 

A.  The  Secretary  sent  to  have  the  files  examined  to  find  out  every 
person  who  had  not  got  an  attorney,  and  those  cases,  if  complete, 
should  be  put  upon  the  files,  and  the  Commissioner  made  a  report  and 
said  he  found  thirteen  thousand  of  those  claims.  That  was  done  that 
no  Qiuust  discrimination  should  be  made  against  any  one. 

By  the  Chaibsian: 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  about  how  long  it  would 
take  for  this  order  to  become  generally  known  to  the  practicing  attor- 
neys t — A.  A  very  short  time.  The  order  was  printed  and  furnished 
to  the  Associated  Press. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  the  testimony  of  Commissioner  Esium  on  the 
other  examination  on  that  subject! — A.  No,  sir,  1  don't;  too  busy  to 
read  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Wouldn't  the  natural  effect  be  to  give  a  preference  to  the  local 
attorneys  f — ^A.  l^o,  sir  j  1  don't  think  so. 
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Q.  I  don't  mean  after  the  order  became  knowD,  bat  before  it  became 
generally  known  f — ^A.  It  was  known  all  over  the  United  States  im- 
mediately. 

Q.  Mr.  Baam  testified  it  was  five  weeks  before  it  was  genendlj 
known  T — A.  I  am  only  telling  what  the  cnstom  was  after  being  given 
to  the  Associated  Press. 

Q.  The  quicker  an  attorney  knew  that  the  more  he  could  dot— A. 
He  couldn't  prepare  many  cases  in  five  weeks. 

Q.  If  the  order  was  made  on  his  suggestion,  wouldn't  he  have  time 
to  prepare  them  ! — A.  The  record  will  show. 

Q.  If  the  order  was  made  upon  the  suggestion  of  an  att^nqr  here 
in  Washington,  don't  you  think  he  would  prepare  his  claims  !— A  I 
don't  think  that  would  make  any  difference.  All  the  outside  attomejs 
have  representatives  here. 

Judge  Paybon.  You  mean  all  foreign  attorneys  are  represented  beset 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Indianapolis,  Oleveland,.  Columbus,  and  all  outside  finns 
have  representatives  here. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  one  0.  M.  Bryant,  assistant  chief,  middle 
division  T — A.  I  don't  know  him  personalty. 

Q.  Has  your  attention  ever  been  called  to  his  letter  of  Kovember  22, 
1889  !— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  on  page  13  of  this  book.  [Witness  refers  to  book.]  A I 
don't  find  it  here. 

Q.  You  can  see  it  here  in  this  book  [hands  witness  the  book],  and  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Lincoln,  upon  the  same  subject,  bears  date  the  20th  day  of 
the  same  month. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  seepis  from  the  tenor  of  those  letters  that  those  same  questions 
had  been  submitted  by  the  Commissioner  to  those  gentlemen  f — ^A.  Ten, 
sir ;  I  presume  the  Oommissioner  asked  the  opinion  of  different  peisoDB 
connected  with  the  office  as  to  what  they  thought  of  the  method. 

Q.  It  seems,  then,  from  the  terms  of  that  letter  and  Mr.  Lincoln's  let- 
ter that  they  both  concurred  in  their  objections  to  this  order  Na  151 1- 
A.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  that  matter  I  think  they  were  both  wrong. 

Q.  How  long  had  Mr.  Bryant  been  in  the  Pension  Bureau  at  that 
time  f — A.  I  don't  know ;  the  record  will  show. 

Q.  I  will  read  the  last  part  of  his  letter  and  see  if  you  think  be  is 
wrong  in  this :  "  The  interest  of  those  applicants  who  do  not  see  fit  to 
employ  an  attorney  and  who  do  not  call  to  their  aid  Ck)ngressmen  sod 
other  persons  supposed  to  possess  special  privileges,  but  on  the  con- 
trary, like  the  good  soldiers  that  they  are,  patiently  wait  and  pray  for 
their  turn  to  come,  seems  to  me  to  demand  that  every  possible  means 
should  be  devised  and  every  proper  rule  observed  that  will  tend  to 
bring  about  the  settlement  of  claims  in  turn,  rather  than  the  adoption 
of  any  policy  tending  to  inaugurate  or  countenance  the  opposite  role 
which  even  now  works  the  greatest  injustice  to  the  most  worthy  appli- 
cants."— A.  As  an  evidence  that  it  could  not  do  much  injustice,  a  com- 
plete examination  of  the  rolls  only  found  13,000  persons  prosecuting 
claims  without  an  attorney.    The  fee  being  smtdl,  most  persons  are 
willing  to  employ  an  attorney  to  prosecute  their  claims.    Those  persons 
who  prosecute  the  claims  themselves  are  intelligent  men  and  think  Uiey 
are  just  as  competent  as  the  attorney  is.    In  fact  there  is  veiy  littie 
complaint  on  the  part  of  claimants  and  their  complaints  are  always 
looked  after  when  sent  to  the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Bryant  was  in  office  when  Mr.  Baam 
was  made  Commissioner! — ^A.  I  think  so. 
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Q.  And  also  Mr.  Linooln  T — A.  No,  sir ;  he  went  in  afterwards. 
Q.  And  this  order  was  made  in  opposition  to  these  gentlemen  f — A. 
They  were  simply  advisory.    Tou  can't  snggest  any  changes  in  con- 
nection with  the  Pension  Office  that  some  person  will  not  object  to. 

Q.  It  was  made  notwithstsmding  their  objection ;  that  is  the  question 
I  desire  to  have  yon  answer  T — A.  Certainly  ^  their  opinions  are  not  any 
more  valuable  than  some  other  opinions. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  anybody  else  who  approved  it  other  than  Mr. 
Lemon  f — ^A.  It  was  approved  by  many  of  the  people  connected  with 
the  Pension  Office  and  with  pensions. 

Q.  Bat,  so  far  as  yon  are  concerned,  general,  I  want  to  be  fair  with 
yoQ.    These  objections  of  Mr.  Bryant  and  of  Mr.  Lincoln  had  not  been 
brought  to  yonr  notice  or  attention  when  you  approved  the  order! — 
A  No,  sir;  but  I  think  the  matter  was  under  consideration  for  a  month 
before  it  was  acted  upon.    There  was  no  snap  judgment  about  it.    The 
Commissioner  didn't  desire  to  issue  this  order  for  the  benefit  or  favor 
of  Mr.  Lemon,  and  I  am  positive  if  I  had  said,  when  the  matter  was 
finally  considered  by  me,  that  I  did  not  look  upon  it  favorably,  that  it 
would  not  have  gone  into  effect.    I  was  made  acquainted  with  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  went  prying  around  in  the  files,  taking  out  cases  any- 
where, go  and  pull  out  a  drawer,  and  if  they  found  a  case  complete 
send  it  to  be  adjudicated  to  the  adjudicated  files.    They  did  not  take 
the  cases  in  order,  and  I  thought  the  policy  needed  to  be  revised.    This 
was  a  radical  change,  but  as  soon  as  it  was  in  operation  a  little  while 
ererybody  would  l^  on  the  same  footing  and  it  would  be  a  notice  to 
everyone  in  the  country.    He  was  made  acquainted  with  the  fact  as  to 
whether  or  not  his  case  was  completed,  and  it  has  greatly  facilitated  the 
work  of  the  office. 

Q.  I  simply  wanted  to  know  if  you  were  aware  of  their  opposition  at 
the  time  you  approved  the  order  f  You  mean  to  say  that  your  approval 
was  given  without  the  knowledge  of  these  objections! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I 
didn't  know  anything  about  their  formal  action;  and  yet,  as  it  now  comes 
to  my  mind,  I  think  I  did  know  about  Mr.  Lincoln's  letter.  I  think  I 
may  have  testified  to  that. 

Q.  Didn't  this  order  No.  151  grow  out  of  the  application  of  George 
JB.  Lemon  t — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  reason  why  it  was  made,  the  plan  was 
formulated  and  made— where  he  got  the  idea  f — A.  I  don't  know. 
Q-  Have  you  seen  the  letter  from  George  E.  Lemon  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  know  any  other  reason  that  induced  the 
issuing  of  the  order  No.  151  f — A.  I  know  the  Commissioner  himself 
believed  the  order  a  good  one,  and  after  I  carefully  considered  it  I 
thought  it  was  a  good  one,  without  knowing  who  suggested  it. 

Q.  It  was  then  brought  to  his  attention  through  this  letter f — A.  I 
don't  know.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  would  be  the  best  author- 
ity on  that  subject. 

Q.  Now,  do  I  understand  you  to  say,  general,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
it  is  your  own  opinion  at  this  time  that  that  is  a  good  order  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  You  think  soT — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  is  a  fair,  just,  and  good 
order,  and  a  constant  notice  to  every  claimant  throughout  the  country 
that  they  have  a  completed  file,  and  he  should  look  to  it  and  see  that 
his  claim  is  completed. 

Q.  Don't  you  think,  general,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Pension  Bureau 
to  fornish  all  the  help,  all  the  assistance  and  force  that  is  necessary  to 
take  charge  of  the  entire  business  of  that  office,  and  to  see  to  it  itself 
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that  there  are  no  preferences  shown  and  no  opportanity  for  pieferenoes 
or  favoritism  in  the  matter  of  completed  files f—rA*  Yes,  sir;  I  think 
they  shouldn't  allow  any  favors  shown  to  any  one  connected  with  the 
office. 

Q.  Don't  yon  think  that  this  matter  of  completed  files  should  be 
under  the  immediate  control  of  the  Barean  itself  and  not  be  left  to 
attorneys? — A.  When  the  papers  are  sent  forth  to  these  claimaota 
stating  that  they  are  on  the  completed  files,  the  claimants  can  examine 
and  see  if  they  are  completed. 

Q.  Shouldn't  the  Departmeut  do  that  itself T— A.  No,  sir;  it  hasn't 
force  enough  to  do  it. 

Q.  Shouldn't  it  have  the  force? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  it  did  have  the  force,  wouldn't  it  be  the  better  practice Y— A.  I 
doubt  whether  it  would  or  not. 

Q.  You  think,  then,' that  the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Bryant  are  not  well 
founded?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  those  of  the'deputy  commissioner? — ^A.  I  think  he  re- 
voked that  opinion. 

Q.  You  know  that  to  be  the  case  ? — A  I  was  so  informed. 

Mr.  Enloe.  By  whom  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  Dy  him  ;  I  think  he  testified  npon  the  stand  ahont 
that  letter  and  I  think  he  stated  that  when  the  letter  was  prepared  it 
was  without  consideration — without  very  much  consideration.  It  was 
a  new  question,  and  whatever  opinion  he  gave  he  could  not  give  from 
practical  experience,  and  J  think  he  has  testified  before  the  committee. 
He  either  told  me  so  or  I  read  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  he  states  in  this  letter  here  for  instance,  *^  Mr.  Lemon's  busi- 
ness is  veiy  large,  so  large,  in  fact,  that  I  believe  the  ofilce  could  be 
exclusively  employed  for  a  long  time  on  his  claims  alone  if  he  were  to 

represent  any  considerable  portion  of  his  claims  as  complete A.  Ob, 

yes;  "if." 

Q.  "  And  past  experience  shows  that  for  the  Bureau  to  order  imme- 
diate action  in  the  large  number  of  cases,  to  which  attention  of  the 
office  would  be  brought  by  him,  would  give  rise  to  charges  of  partiaiitj 
and  favoritism,  and  even  those  attorneys  who  would  have  the  same 
privileges  accorded  to  them  in  a  proportionate  number  of  cases,  wonldi 
as  they  have  done,  join  in  the  hue  and  cry  of  favoritism." — A.  My  re- 
ply to  that  is  that  Mr.  Lemon  has  not  had 

Q.  Please  answer  my  question;  you  think  he  is  wrong? — ^A  Te&i 
sir ;  I  think  he  is  wrong. 

Q.  He  says,  "  That  certain  cases  of  Mr.  Lemon's,  I  have  obtained  tb^ 
status  of,  and  out  of  thirty  selected  cases  submitted  by  him,  I  find  nif>^ 
to  be  complete,  six  already  in  the  board  of  review  and  fifteen  requiritpj 
further  action  before  final  settlement."     Wouldn't  the  Department 
under  a  well-regulated  system,  be  more  competent  to  place  the  coit^ 
pleted  list  upon  the  files  when  actually  completed  than  to  simply  tak 
the  statements  of  attorneys  in  regard  to  their  cases? — ^A.  Since  tha^^ 
order  was  issued,  the  Commissioner  has  formulated  other  elaborate 
rules  in  regard  to  the  evidence  necessary  in  all  cases  and  he  has  far^ 
nished  attorneys  with  copies  of  these  blanks  and  they,  by  experience - 
are  very  much  better  prepared  now  to  have  a  case  prepared  for  com 
pleted  files  than  when  the  order  first  went  into  effect.    The  methods  oib 
the  office  have  been  very  much  improved  under  the  administration  o:^ 
Mr.  Baum. 
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Q.  Take  those  not  represented  by  attorneys,  woald  tliey  be  apt  to 
omply  with  its  terms f — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  is  very  little  eom plaint 
oade  by  persons  who  have  no  attorneys ;  they  are  generally  as  well 
posted  as  attorneys  and  many  of  them  a  good  deal  better. 

Q.  He  states  in  his  letter  that  this  practice  of  completed  files  has 
leretofore  brought  this  Bnreao  into  disfavor  and  nnder  the  charge  of 
avoritism  ! — ^A.  As  I  said  before,  I  don't  know  as  there  was  ever  a 
»mpleted  system  in  operation.  I  believe  Commissioner  Tanner  adopted 
t  for  a  time  and  found  it  to  work  well.  It  was  not  the  same  system ; 
t  was  a  system  of  completed  files,  bat  not  this  system. 

Q.  He  says  farther  '<An  increase  of  clerical  force  is  much  needed  and 
his,  with  a  thorough  business-like  organization  of  all  the  divisions  and 
he  employment  of  active  intelligent  men  in  the  files  who  will  see  that 
ill  papers  are  immediately  and  accurately  applied'  to  the  claims  for 
¥hich  they  are  intended  and  that  claims  are  properly  placed  in  the 
lands  of  examiners  charged  with  the  duty  of  working  them  up,  would 
l^o  far  to  minimize  the  delays  now  complained  o£" — ^A.  That  letter,  in 
ny  opinion  was  written 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  you  think  he  is  mistaken  t — ^A.  Tes,  sir ;  em- 
)hatically  so. 

Judge  Patson.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  he  wants  to  state  why  he 
8  mistaken ;  it  might  be  well  to  allow  him  to  explain. 

The  Chairman.  He  may  have  full  opportunity  to  do  so. 

A.  I  was  just  going  to  say  that  there  is  a  reluctance  on  the  part  of 
slerks  in  the  Bureau  to  break  up  a  regular  order  of  practice.  The 
)ractice  they  are  in  the  habit  of  using  is  the  practice  which  they  think 
8  best. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Wouldn't  you  think  it  best  to  let  them  explain  their  rea- 
lon  f — A.  I  have  heard  them  express  it. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  you  still  think  now,  after  this  statement  of  Mr.  Lincoln's ;  this 
mug  a  radical  change  as  you  say  in  the  workings  of  the  ofQce,  do  you 
itill  think  that  such  an  order  should  be  made  to  take  immediate  effect  f 
A.  Yes,  sir;  1  don't  see  why  it  shouldn't  take  immediate  effect. 

Q.  This  order,  N6. 151,  bears  the  date  the  6th  day  of  January }  do 
fou  know  of  any  business  transaction  that  occurred  between  Mr.  Lemon 
)Dd  Gen.  Eaum  on  the  next  day  t — A.  Ko,  sir ;  no  personal  knowledge 
)f  it 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  the  negotiation  of  a  note  at  the  Bank  of  the 
Republic  the  next  day! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  heard  that. 

Q.  Was  it  the  sum  of  $12,000  !  -A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so. 

Q-  Indorsed  by  Mr.  Lemon  t — A,  I  have  heard  that;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  that  matter f — ^A.  Ifo,  sir; 
lever  had  any  personal  knowledge  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Dungan: 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  one  question.  Has  your  attention  been  called  to 
be  fact,  I  have  heard  of  it  for  months — as  to  the  fact  that  the  Pension 
)fiice  for  six  weeks  after  the  issue  of  that  order  worked  solely  on  Mr. 
jemon's  cases,  on  the  slips  he  filed  T — A.  I  know  that  is  not  true. 

Q.  You  know  that  did  not  happen  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Yon  think  this  attorney  was  interested  in  the  general  efficiency  of 
he  Pension  Office  or  in  the  work  that  would  promote  his  own  cases  T — 
\«  I  think  he  was  interested  in  the  good  of  the  Pension  Office.    Mr. 
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Lemon  has  given  the  Department  less  troable  than  any  other  attonej 
in  the  United  States,  considering  the  extent  of  his  business.  He  bas 
never  made  a  call  or  request  that  has  indicated  that  he  wanted  any 
favors  whatever. 

Q.  Hasn't  the  Pension  OfSce  given  him.  less  trouble  than  any  other 
agent  f — A.  I  don't  know.  I  will  venture  to  say  that  the  ofiSoeoooM 
not  work  a  minute  for  Mr.  Lemon  without  it  being  known  all  over  tiiis 
country,  and  there  has  never  been  any  charge  reached  the  DepartmeDti 
except  through  the  newspapers,  that  any  favoritism  has  been  showc 
Mr.  Lemon. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  one  other  qneistion,  if  yen  know  of  any 
financial  transaction  between  afly  commissioner,  deputy  commissioDer, 
secretary,  or  deputy  secretary  with  any  pension  attorneys  f— A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  You  know  of  any  one  in  your  office  under  obligation  to  practieuig 
attorneys  in  any  way  for  borrowed  money  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  have  never  had  any  such  relations  with  any  one  f— A«  Na, 
sir,  I  have  never  borrowed  a  dollar  from  any  one  since  I  have  been 
in  Washington. 

Q.  Any^)dy  connected  with  the  Bureau  borrowing  money  or  reodv- 
ing  indorsements  f — A.  Nobody  ever  indorsed  my  note  in  the  city  of 
Washington.    I  will  give  two  for  one  for  everything  of  that  kind. 

Q.  I  didn't  mean  you  particularly,  I  want  your  knowledget— A.  I 
don't  know  of  anyone  f 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  How  long  after  the  issuance  of  order  No.  X5l  before  the  order  vas 
issued  to  which  you  referred  for  the  protection  of  those  claimants  who 
had  no  attorneys  t — A.  I  can't  tell  you ;  I  will  furnish  you  a  copy  of  the       \ 
Secretary's  letter.  \ 

Q.  Wasn't  it  sometime  f — A.  It  might  possibly  have  been. 

Q*  I  would  like  to  have  you  fuinish  a  copy  of  th«  letter. — ^A.  Yefh 
sir ;  I  will  furnish  you  a  copy  of  that  letter  and  any  other  I  may  have 
bearing  on  the  subject. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Lemon  had  prepared  his  slips 
and  got  his  cases  roady  to  go  on  the  completed  files  in  expectation  ot 
the  adoption  of  this  order? — A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  cases  he  put  on  the  files  as  soon  as  tha^ 
order  was  announced  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Bailey,  chief  the  law  di- — ' 
vision,  was  on  that!  Did  you  ever  see  that  tes.timony  ! — A.  If  1  hav^^ 
I  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  I  see  that  Mr.  Bailey  stated  in  his  testimony  before  the  former^ 
investigation  committee  that  there  were  8,110  of  these  cases  placed  on 
the  completed  files  by  Mr.  Lemon  from  the  issuance  of  this  order  to 
date!— A.  That  I  wasn't  aware  oL 

o  Sk  ^^^^  amount  of  money  would  it  put  into  Mr.  Lemon's  pocket  if 
8,000  cases  were  adjudicated  for  bim  at  one  time  !— A.  That  depends 
upon  his  fees. 

Q.  What  were  the  fees!— A.  Where  he  had  a  contract  he  gets  $25, 
and  without  a  contract  $10. 
Q.  Where  he  had  a  contract,  and  I  suppose  he  had  contracts,  as  he 

nliti![  a^k"^  S®'^?^\™""'  ^  presume,  where  he  had  a  contract  and  w- 
ceived  »26,  if  he  did  have  for  the  8,000  cases,  how  much  money  would 
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he  get  f— A.  It  is  only  in  original  cases  that  he  is  entitled  to  $25 ;  if  in 
renewal  cases  he  is  only  entitled  to  $10,  so  it  wonld  be  impossible  for 
me  to  answer  that  qnestion.  " 

Q.  Answer  it  on  the  basis  of  both  fees,  he  wonld  get  $80,000  if  he 
got  $10 1 — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  How  maoh  if  he  got  twenty-five  f — A.  Two  hundred  thoasand  dol- 
lars. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  be  a  very  great  advantage  to  a  man  to  have  his  cases 
disposed  of  promptly  and  turn  that  amount  of  money  into  his  pocket  at 
once  t — A.  I  should  think  if  a  man  could  get  $200,000  in  a  short  time 
it  would  be  of  advantage  to  him. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  is  the  desire,  general — you  seem  to  have  a  pretty 
good  knowledge  on  the  subject — do  you  think  it  is  the  desire  of  pension 
employes  to  testify  in  this  matter? — A.  I  don't  know ;  I  never  had  any 
talk  with  them  about  it. 

Q.  Isn't  it  the  general  understanding  that  clerks  who  furnish  infor- 
mation will  be  remembered  and  the  lightning  will  strike  them  T— A.  I 
don't  know  anything  about  that 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  nine  special  examiners  were  discharged  for  be- 
ing in  company  of  newspaper  men ;  wouldn't  that  indicate  that  that 
would  be  the  case  f — A.  I  don't  know  about  that. 

Q.  Didn't  you  say  yesterday  that  Mr.  Taylor  was  discharged  because 
he  had  been  talking  with  newspaper  men  and  giving  information  t — ^A. 
I  said  to  you  that  Mr.Baum  asked  that  Mr.  Taylor  might  be  discharged 
because  of  certain  conduct  of  his  that  he  regarded  as  unfriendly  to  him. 

Q.  Wasn't  that  a  part  of  itt — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  a  part  of  it. 

Q.  Now,  what  would  be  the  effect  upon  a  large  body  of  men  who  were 
under  the  control  of  a  superior  officer,  if  those  men  who  had  furnished 
information  were  discharged  t — A.  I  don't  think  any  employ^  of  the 
office  would  be  in  danger  of  being  discharged  for  testifying  before  this 
committee. 

Q.  Would  you  do  all  you  could  to  keep  them  from  being  dis- 
charged f — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  they  told  the  truth. 

Q.  If  they  testified  to  the  truth  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  We  don't  want  them  to  testify  to  anything  but  the  truth.  You 
would  protect  them  if  they  told  the  truth  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Couldn't  they  be  discharged  from  the  office  under  some  false  pre- 
text for  testifying  before  this  investigation  t — A.  As  I  said  to  you  be- 
fore, the  Oommissioner  of  Pensions  is  responsible  for  his  force,  and  I 
usually  let  him  handle  it ;  I  seldom  offer  any  suggestions. 

Q.  Then  your  protection  wouldn't  amount  to  very  much  t — ^A.  Not 
much ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  thought. — A.  As  I  said  before,  there  are  2,000 
clerks  there,  and  I  don't  have  the  time  to  pay  much  attention  to  that 
-pskTt  of  it  at  all. 

Q.  What  connection  have  you  wjth  the  board  of  pension  appeals  f — 
A.  I  am  at  the  head  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  preparation  of  its  opinions  f — 
A.  Sometimes  I  do. 

Q.  Who  generally  prepares  the  opinions  of  that  board  f — ^A.  They 
are  prepared  by  various  persons. 

Q.  Who  prepares  the  greater'  proportion  of  them  t — A.  For  a  givefi 
length  of  time  t 
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Q.  Under  your  administration  who  has  prepared  the  greater  namber 
of  opinions  t — A.  That  would  be  difficult  to  say.  I  think  as  toe  board 
now  stands  Mr.  Ltogley  prepares  more  than  any  other  member. 

Q.  Who  constitute  that  board — what  are  the  names  of  the  members 
of  the  board! — A.  Mr.  George  Ewing,  J.  W.  Langley,  John  W.  Bixler, 
Charles  L.  Wilson^  George  Barber,  Arson  H.  Gillmore,  Isaiah  W. 
Quinby,  H.  L.  Bruce,  A.  T.  Tracy. 

Q.  How  many  opinions  has  that  board  prepared  and  promulgated 
within  the  last  twelve  months? — A.  With  four  additional  gentlemen — 
Judge  Lacy,  Mr.  Bowell,  Mr.  Hickox,  and  Mr.  Gastleman — detailed  from 
the  Pension  Office,  they  have  prepared  5,281. 

Q.  Five  thousand  two  hundred  and  eighty-one  decisions  f — A.  Tes, 
sir;  in  the  last  twelve  months. 

Q.  Have  they  all  been  published  t — A.  No,  sir ;  not  all  of  them ;  only 
those  that  are  of  importance. 

Q.  When  an  opinion  is  prepared  by  that  board,  or  any  member  of 
that  board,  what  course  does  it  take  before  it  becomes  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary!  I  understand  it  finally  goes  to  him. — A.  It  is  submit- 
ted to  me. 

Q.  Submitted  to  yout — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  my  examination. 

Q.  It  is  not  submitted  to  the  board  as  a  whole,  but  to  you  personally  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  submitted  to  yon,  yon  pass  judgment  upon  it,  do  yout — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  send  it  to  the  Secretary  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  sign  it  and  promul- 
gate it  without  sending  it  to  the  Secretary.  He  never  sees  it  unless  it 
is  an  important  case  and  brought  to  his  notice. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  a  certain  opinion  prepared.  I  want  to 
know  who  prepared  the  opinion  in  the  Pennsylvania  case,  the  Pennsyl- 
vania militia  casef — A.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Q.  Did  you  prepare  that  t — ^A.  Part  of  it. 

Q.  Who  else  f — A.  Mr.  Bixler,  Mr.  Lacy,  Mr.  Campbell,  in  the  Assist- 
ant Attorney- General's  office,  and  Mr.  Barber  all  contributed. 

Q.  Who  brought  that  to  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner  and  the 
board  of  appeals ;  who  had  charge  of  that  case  t — A.  There  are  three 
or  four  cases. 

Q.  Who  were  the  attorneys  f — A.  I  don't  know  who  the  attorneys 
were;  the  fact  is  I  never  paid  any  attention  to  that.  The  case  I  have 
under  consideration  is  the  Manley  case  of  the  Pennsylvania  Forty-sev- 
enth Infantry. 

Q.  I  asked  you  who  was  the  attorney  representing  that  claimant! — 
A.  That  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Don't  the  papers  show  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  papers  do  show  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  don't  recall  the  attorney. 
I  couldn't  tell  you  that  without  looking  at  the  papers. 

Q.  How  can  we  ascertain  the  nam,e  of  that  attorney  f— A.  I  can  give 
it  to  you. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  them  to  the  committee t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  pro- 
mulgated that  decision  yesterday. 

Q.  That  is  now  a  law  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  passed  upon  by  the  Attorney-General  of  the  United 
States? — A.  Yes,  sir;  sent  to  the  Assistant  Attorney-General. 
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Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Who  is  thatf  — A.  Judge  Shields,  and  he  passed  upon  it  and  ap- 
proved my  decision,  and  then  Secretary  Noble  sent  it  to  the  Attorney- 
General  of  the  United  States,  and  he  approved  my  decision,  and  on  his 
decision  the  case  was  promulgated  yesterday.  The  pension  relates  to 
certain  members  of  the  Pennsylvania  militia  who  wer6  called  out  by 
President  Lincoln,  in  1863,  in  what  is  known  as  the  Gettysburg  cam- 
paign. They  were  never  regularly  mustered  into  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  and  if  the  committee  will  allow  me  1  will  read  the 
opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  What  is  the  length  of  the  opinion  f — A.  It  is  not  very  long,  it 
will  take  me  about  three  minutes  to  read  it. 

Q.  Please  read  it  then. 

[Witness  reads  opinion.] 

Q.  Can  you  produce  a  copy  of  that  opinion  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  yon  please  produce  it  for  the  information  of  the  committee  f 

Q.  Had  that  case  been  prosecuted  to  a  successful  issue  before  the  1st 
day  of  July,  1874 1 — A.  Ko,  sir;  it  does  not  come  under  that  subdivi- 
sioD  at  all.    It  comes  under  the  first  clause  of  section  4693. 

Q.  How  many  men  will  that  cover! — A.  There  are  57  men  dropped 
from  the  rolls  who  belonged  to  the  Pennsylvania  militia  and  it  will 
restore  all  of  them  to  the  pension  roll.  I  doubt  if  there  are  ten  other 
cases  which  will  come  before  the  Pension  Office,  because  they  have 
to  prove  their  service  and  that  their  disability  was  contracted  in  the 
service  and  line  of  duty,  and  it  is  improbable  that  there  will  any  be  able 
to  do  so  it  is  so  long  ago.  It  gives  50,000  soldiers  a  status  of  having 
served  in  the  United  States  Army,  which  the  other  decision  would 
have  deprived  of  that  honor. 

Q.  What  was  the  length  of  that  service  f — A.  Between  two  and  three 
months.  They  were  enlisted  for  three  months,  but  discharged  as  soon  as 
possible.  They  were  paid  by  the  Government  and  marched  out  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania.  One  of  those  regiments  captured  John  Morgan 
in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  about  what  is  being  done  under  the  old 
law  requiring  proof  that  the  disability  occurred  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States  resulting  from  itijuries  received  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States?  Do  you  know  anything  about  that  class  of  cases  that 
have  been  proven  up  in  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  In  this  morning's  paper 
I  find  Gen.  Baum  was  before  the  Committee  on  Pensions  yesterday 
and  gave  a  detailed  statement  of  the  number  of  cases  before  the  office. 
I  can  give  the  same  answer  by  reproducing  his  answer  and  I  could  only 
refer  to  his  answer. 

Q.  Did  he  give  the  percentage  of  claims  allowed  as  to  those  filed  ? — A. 
I  could  give  yon  a  statement  of  all  the  cases  allowed  during  the  last 
six  months  under  all  laws. 

Q.  I  should  prefer  itwould  be  under  all  laws  prior  to  June  27, 1890. — 
A.  I  will  give  you  a  statement  of  all  the  cases  allowed  under  each  law. 


176 


PENSION   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 


Number  and  value  of  casee  allowed  by  Bureau  of  Peneions  during  eeeen  w^oniktf/nmhlf 

I,  1691,  to  January  31,  1892,  inolueine. 


CUm. 


Army: 

Invalid  original 

Id  valid  increase 

Invalid  relaaae 

Invalid  restoration  — 

Invalid  sapplemeutal.. 

Widows',  etc.,  orif^al . 

Widows',  etc.,  increase 

Widows'  reissue 

Widows'  restoration  . . 

Widows'  supplementi^ 
NavT: 

Invalid  original 

Invalid  increase 

Invalid  reissne 

Invalid  restoration  .... 

Invalid  snpplemental . . 

Widows',  etc.,  original . 

Widows'  reissne 

Old  wars : 

Invalid  original 

Invalid  increase 

Invalid  reissne 

Widows',  etc.,  original. 
War  1812 : 

Survivors 

Widows' 

Widows'  reissne 

ICexican  war: 

Snrvivors 

Snrvivors'  restoration . 

Invalid  increase 

Widows' 

Widows'  reissue 

Kav  V : 

Ten  years'  service 

Twenty  years'  service . 


Act  June  27,  1890. 

Amiy: 

Invalid  original 

Invalid  additional 

Invalid  reissne 

Invalid  supplemental 

Invalid  increase 

Invalid  restoration  and  sup- 

V elemental 
idows,  etc.,  original 

Widows'  reissue 

Widows'  supplemental 

Widows'  increase 

Navy: 

Invalid  original.  

Invalid  add itional 

Invalid  reissue 

Invalid  supplemental 

Widows',  etc.. original ...... 

Widows'  reissne 


Total 


Average . . . 

General  law 

Act  June  27, 1890 


No. 


10,280 

21,394 

4.805 

510 

132 

4,974 

2 

264 

41 

21 

295 
310 
78 
14 
11 
08 
11 

1 
12 

4 
11 

1 

15 
1 

275 
1 
9 

836 
.     8 

1 
1 


88,161 

16,925 

265 

85 

1 

1 

21,672 

38 

9 

1 

2,942 

442 

12 

1 

764 

3 


174, 837 


$3,342,178.72 

615,112.60 

1.435,027.87 

194. 554. 47 

60,588.40 

3. 850, 635. 56 

165.07 

172,358.96 

35,787.96 

4,533.99 

90,885.48 
9,054.59 

12, 649. 70 
2.835.44 
2.922.87 

40. 503. 52 
2,993.42 

80.60 

226.17 

33L72 

5,569.34 

449.60 
16, 07&  16 


43. 575 
131. 262 


First  pay- 
ment. 


52, 056. 28 

124.58 

1, 305. 11 

r>1.801.83 
313.86 

22.93 
10&50 


9, 788, 959. 85 

1, 083, 705. 82 

4,051.00 

1, 707.  80 

4.67 

19.60 

2,489,831.25 

597.48 

526.18 

33.27 

290. 799. 03 

23,467.46 

84.63 

34.40 

72, 588. 45 

302.87 


23,765,008.07 


Aver- 
age Arst 
pay. 
ment 


$325.11 
2a  75 
298.65 
381.48 
527.18 
828,84 
82.54 
662.88 
871.66 
215.90 

306.89 
29.21 
171  91 
166.82 
265.  72 
596.96 
272.18 

89.60 

ia76 

82.93 

506.80 

449.60 
1,071.88 


189.30 
124.53 
146.01 
154.17 
156.08 

22.08 
108.50 


111.04 
6103 
15.20 
48.79 
4.67 
19.60 

114.89 
15.72 
58.46 
33.27 

9a84 
63.09 
7.04 
34.40 
06.27 
100.06 


Montlily  rate. 


Old. 


$202,757.50 
80,972.83 


12.00 
1,03L75 


8.286.00 
540.00 


72.00 


155.00 
40.00 


138.00 


80,815.26 
68.00 


8.00 


135.93 


42.00 

"  'i'oo 


2,373.75 
24.00 


8.00 


330,696.59 


AddltkmaL 


$66,036.50 

102,775.25 

34.687.17 

2.972.50 


Totd. 


806.9L7S 

SS^SII.11 

XI7X50 


60,155.00 

8.00 

604.25 

875lOO 

12.00 

2.648.00 

1,811.00. 

402.00 

6L00 


857.00 
66.00 

aoo 

6S.O0 

n.oe 

186.00 


156.00 


2.184.00 


78.00 
8,680.00 


aoo 

85.00 


851,581.00 

92,00a74 

72.00 


4.00 


200,260.00 

laoo 

2.00 
8.00 

87,790.00 
8,362.75 

aoo 


7, 85a  00 
4.00 


5i.lftll 
liN 

a« 

Ml  00 
SLN 


857.M 

i« 

I34II 


15C.II 

:;i8iN 


S,689.N 


IN 


851.Sn.N 

181,  ai« 


UN 


2oe.mM 

too 
laio 

27.m« 

iTISN 


1,440. 05a  16 


a8o 


February  9,  1892. 


OsincN  B.  Rauii, 

CammiMtumef' 


Q.  I  want  the  statement  more  particularly  of  the  number  of  men  who 
will  come  m  and  prove  them  up.— A.  If  yoii  will  telephone  down  to  my 
Office  my  clerk  will  find  it  on  my  desk  and  can  send  it  up  here  in  fifteen 
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inutes.  My  messenger  has  broaght  me  something  here  which  I  pre- 
ime  relates  to  some  of  the  questions  yon  asked  me  a  while  ago. 

By  the  Chaibhan  : 

Q.  Yon  can  get  that  other  to-morrow  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Witness  reads :  "  December  6, 1890.'^ 

Dbpartmbnt  of  the  Intbrior, 
Washingtonf  December  5,  1890. 
be  CoMMissioNEB  ov  Pensions: 

Sir:  With  a  view  to  greater  efficiency  in  the  adiadication  of  claims  under  the  old 
w,  in  cases  where  no  attorney  has  been  employea,  yon  are  directed  to  detail  a  com- 
itent  assistant  chief  of  division,  with  snch  clericsl  force  as  may  be  necessary,  to 
ramine  all  snch  cases  on  file. 

Those  foand  complete  must  be  placed  on  the  completed  files,  and  where  not  com- 
ete  claimants  must  be  fnlly  noti6ed  as  to  what  evidence  is  required  to  complete 
teir  claims. 

When  yon  have  created  the  necessary  force  to  perform  this  work  yon  will  please 
imainnicate  to  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  name  of  the  assistant  chief  of 
▼iaion  charged  with  this  dnty,  with  a  statement  showing  the  number  of  clerks 
Dpioyed  under  him.  Also  report,  when  the  work  has  been  completed,  the  number 
'  cases  found,  and  the  disposition  made  of  them. 
Very  respectfully, 

Ctrus  Bussbt, 

Asfistani  Secretary, 

Q.  That  order  was  carried  into  effect,  was  it  t — A.  Here  is  the  reply. 
Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  that  that  order  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 

By  Mr.  Dvngan  : 

Q.  I  anderstand  you  spoke  of  that  as  an  order  of  the  Secretary  t — A. 
'eSf  sir,  I  did ;  bnt  I  find  it  is  my  order. 
Q.  You  will  furnish  as  a  copy  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
(Witness  reads  Commissioner's  reply,  which  is  as  follows :) 

Dbpartmbnt  or  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waehingicn,  D,  C,  December  8, 1890. 

he  Chief  Clerk  : 

Sir:  Yon  will  proceed  at  once  to  detail  a  competent  assistant  chief  of  division,  or 
erson  to  act  in  that  capacity  in  each  of  the  five  adjudicating  divisions,  and  such 
^ditional  force  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose,  to  cause  an  examination  to  be 
lade  of  the  original  claims  pending  under  the  law  prior  to  June  27,  1890,  to  ascer- 
lin  the  cases  which  are  not  represented  by  attorneys  but  are  prosecuted  by  the 
iaimants  individually,  and  to  cause  a  proper  record  card  of  each  cose  to  be  made,  all 
lis  to  be  done  with  the  view  of  carrying  out  the  instructions  contained  in  the  letter 
r  Assistant  Secretary  Bnssey  of  December  5, 1890. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commissiofisr. 

The  Witness.  Now,  on  January  12,  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 

Bports  as  follows : 

(Reads  letter  as  follows :) 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WasKinglon,  January  12, 1893. 
[on.  Ctrus  Bussbt, 

Aanetani  Secretary: 

Sib  :  Upon  the  receipt  of  your  instructions  of  December  5th  last,  with  regards  to 
le  claims  of  persons  who  are  not  represented  by  attomeys,  I  caused  an  examination 
>  be  maile  of  the  files  of  claims  not  includiug  those  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890, 
Dd  found  pending  in  the  office,  as  Hbown  by  the  inclosed  table,  11,759. 
I  cansed  the  claims  to  be  carefully  examined,  and  813  of  these  claims  have  been 
ibmitted  to  the  board  of  review.  Calla  have  been  made  in  10,602  cases  for  the 
ridence  necessary  to  complete  the  claim,  leaving  but  344  yet  unconsidered.  These 
iaims  will  continue  to  receive  careful  attention. 
Very  respectfully, 

Qrbek  B.  Raum, 

Ccmmiesianer, 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  that  both  of  those  letters  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. — 
A.  I  will  famish  you  copies  of  these  letters. 

Q.  I  will  ask  yoa,  general,  how  it  was  that  yon  didn't  discover  that 
the  interest  of  those  claimants  who  had  no  attorney  was  being  neglected 
antil  twelve  months  after  the  issuance  of  order  No.  151 1  The  date  of 
order  155  is  December  26, 1890,  and  the  date  of  order  151  is  January  6, 
1890.  Why  was  it  you  didn't  make  the  discovery  earlier  t — A.  For  the 
reason  that  there  was  no  complaint  made. 

Q.  No  one  interested  in  looking  after  itf — A.  It  was  supposed  that 
the  Pension  Office  would  adjudicate  these  claims  without  any  special 
notice. 

Q.  How  did  you  discover  it  f — A.  I  think  I  received  a  letter  from  a 
claimant  who  said  he  had  a  case  which  was  not  receiving  any  attention. 

Q.  These  parties  who  had  cases  there  were  necessarily  barred  out  in 
that  practice  t — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  They  were  not  in  line! — A.  I  think  the  Pension  Office  would  have 
looked  after  their  cases. 

Q.  It  would  have  been  done  in  the  course  of  time,  of  course? — A. 
Whenever  any  evidence  is  received  it  is  put  on  the  completed  files, 
whether  there  is  any  attorney  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Ton  mean  there  was  no  necessity  for  this  order  of  yours  t — A.  I 
took  that  precaution. 

Q.  Was  that  the  result  of  order  No.  151  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  an  extension  of  it  t— A.  No,  sir^  it  was  giving  the  persons 
who  had  no  attorneys  the  same  rights  of  claimants  who  hsMi  attorneys. 

Q.  If  they  had  the  same  rights  before,  why  was  it  necessary  to  issue 
ibis  order  f — A.'  I  did  it  because  I  didn't  want  that  class  of  claimants 
left  out  in  any  possible  way. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  You  did  it  because  you  thought  it  was  right!— A.  Yes,  sir;  because 
I  thought  it  was  right  and  did  it  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the  office. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  the  discussion  that  arose  over  the  former  investigation  have 
anything  to  do  with  it! — A.  No,  sir.  It  was  suggested  by  a  letter  I 
received  from  a  claimant  who  had  no  attorney. 

Q.  You  thought  the  letters  you  received  worthy  of  consideration  and 
you  acted  upon  the  letters  !— A.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  do  every  letter. 
'  Q.  If  there  had  not  been  some  neglected  you  would  not  have  received 
this  letter,  and  this  action  wouldn't  have  been  taken! — A.  1  don't 
know  that  there  was  any  neglect,  and  I  acted  to  prevent  any  possibility 
of  anything  of  that  kind. 

Q.  I  understand,  general,  that  that  order  applies  to  all  cases  filed, 
whether  under  the  old  law  or  under  the  new  ! — A.  Under  the  old  law. 

Q.  Not  under  the  new  law! — A.  No,  sir;  they  don't  require  any  spe- 
cial examination. 

Q.  They  are  adjudicated  under  order  No.  155!— A.  Yes,  sir;  there 
is  nothing  required  in  that  case  except  an  examination.  The  history 
of  the  soldier  is  obtained  from  the  War  Department,  and,  of  course, 
there  is  not  much  use  for  an  attorney. 

By  Mr.  Brosius  : 

Q.  General,  is  this  order  No.  151  still  in  vogue  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  It  applies  as  well  to  claimaute  without  attorneys  as  with 
Tea,  air. 
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Q.  I  understand  from  what  you  said  to-day^  or  from  some  statement 
made  here  of  what  you  said  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  you  appi-oved 
this  order? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  give  your  approval  to  this  order,  or  was  your  approval  of 
it  due  to  anybody  else's  suggestion,  or  the  conviction  in  yoar  mind  that 
it  would  increase  the  efficiency  t — A.  It  resulted  from  an  interview  be- 
tween myself  and  the  Commissioner  as  to  what  was  best  to  do.  There 
was  a  good  deal  of  complaint  of  the  management  of  affairs  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  and  we  talked  frequently  as  to  what  would  improve  the 
management  down  there,  and  the  matter  was  brought  up  and  suggested 
at  several  conferences,  and  I  looked  into  it  and  thought  it  was  a  good 
plan,  and  we  have  less  complaint  since  that  went  into  effect  than  before. 

Q.  I  suppose  that  whenever  a  new  order  is  promulgated  that  it  is  pos- 
sible for  some  one  to  receive  information  of  that  order  before  some  one 
elsef — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  possible. 

Q.  Would  you  regard  that  possibility  as  an  objection  to  the  issuing 
of  any  new  order  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  your  Bureau f — ^A.  No,  sir; 
not  at  all. 

Q.  Since  your  connection  with  the  Pension  Department  I  understand 
from  what  has  transpired  that  alterations  in  the  modes  of  procedure 
have  occurred  from  time  to  time  f-— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  your  judgment  have  those  alterations  resulted  in  the  form  of 
progressive  efficiency  in  the  Bureau  f — ^A.  I  believe  it  has,  sir.  I  be- 
lieve the  office  has  been  greatly  benefited  by  the  new  orders  that  have 
been  issued.  I  believe  that  at  no  time  in  the  history  of  the  Pension 
Office  has  so  much  work  been  done  as  now  under  tliis  system. 

Q.  Then  in  your  judgment  the  existing  modes  of  procedure  in  the 
Bureau  result  in  producing  better  results  than  any  previous  time  with 
which  you  are  familiar  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  very  decidedly. 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  After  the  issuance  of  your  order  in  relation  to  claimants'  cases 
who  had  no  attorney,  do  you  know  whether  there  was  a  very  consider- 
able number  of  that  class  of  cases  that  were  submitted  for  rejection,  as 
it  is  called  in  the  Department,  without  notifying  the  claimants  them- 
selves that  their  cases  were  not  complete  t — ^A.  This  I  will  state,  that 
calls  were  made  in  10,000  cases  that  were  found  incomplete. 

Q.  Were  there  not  cases  submitted  to  the  board  of  review  without 
giving  that  notice  to  the  claimants  and  rejected  t — A.  That  may  be ; 
it  would  be  because  they  were  believed  to  be  complete. 

Judge  Patson.  Then  the  rejection  would  be  because  the  evidence 
did  not  support  the  claims  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dunqan  : 

Q.  Now,  if  that  evidence  should  show  that  a  considerable  sum  of  them 
were  not  complete  and  the  record  fails  to  show  that  any  call  was  made 
to  make  the  record  complete,  would  that  be  fair  practice  to  the  claim- 
ants t — A.  That  would  not  be  done. 

Q.  I  notice  in  reading  the  order  in  which  claims  take,  that  after  a 
case  is  filed,  it  seems  the  first  thing  after  it  is  filed,  and  it  is  found  that 
the  claim  is  properly  made  on  paper,  that  a  call  is  made  on  the  War  De- 
partment t — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  military  history. 

Q.  That  call  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  claimant? — A.  No,  sir; 
that  is  the  duty  of  the  Department;  that  is  the  first  thing  done. 

Q.  Now,  General,  is  the  office  working  efficiently  upon  cases  of  that 
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class ;  haven't  they  issued  calls  back  and  forth  for  months  and  theo 
several  calls  made  asking  for  the  status  of  the  case,  and  fioally  it  is 
learned  that  there  has  been  no  call  made  on  the  War  Department  for 
that  record  f — A.  That  is  very  unusual.  A  gentleman  calls  my  atten- 
tion to  such  a  case  aud  says  several  calls  were  made  asking  in  regard 
to  the  case  and  finally  the  answer  was  that  they  were  waiting  for  a 
reply  from  the  War  Department,  even  after  a  number  of  prominent  men 
in  Washington  had  called  aud  asked  as  to  the  status  of  the  case.  Fi- 
nally a  call  was  made  at  the  War  Department  asking  them  for  the  case 
aud  the  reply  was  that  they  had  not  received  any  call  for  the  status  of 
the  case. 

Q.  WiN  you  give  me  the  number  and  name  of  that  case  t — A^  I  will; 
yes,  sir ;  as  soon  as  I  can  produce  iL 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  Are  not  a  large  number  of  claims  brought  before  the  board  of  re- 
view by  examiners  where  it  is  manifest  that  the  claims  are  not  complete 
and  are  not  those  claims  rejected  without  calling  for  the  additional  en- 
deuce  f — A.  I  never  heard  of  any  such  a  thing, 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  now,  if  an  order  is  issued  which  will  afiect  tiie 
rights  of  claimants  and  the  priority  of  consideration  of  their  claims, 
ought  not  such  order  to  take  effect  at  such  a  time  as  will  give  each 
claimant  equal  opportunity  t — A.  I  can't  see  if  an  order  is  goMl  enoagh 
to  be  issued,  why  it  shouldn't  be  issued  at  once. 

Q.  I  can  see  how  gentlemen  right  here  can  take  advantage  of  such  an 
order  much  more  easily  than  pension  attorneys  living  in  other  parts  of 
the  country,  and  therefore  their  claims  are  taken  in  advance? — A  Not 
if  the  orders  are  given  to  the  Associated  Press  as  soon  as  issued. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  some  attorneys  live  out 
in  the  country  where  they  don't  see  the  Associated  Press  dispatches 
every  day  t — A.  That  is  true,  and  they  wouldn't  hear  of  it  if  it  were 
held  five  weeks. 

Q.  I  shouldn't  think  there  was  any  part  of  the  country  that  a  letter 
wouldn't  reach  in  five  weeks  under  the  mail  service  Mr.  Wanamaker 
tells  us  about f — A.  That  may  be  true. 

Q.  Shouldn't  claimants  all  have  knowledge  of  that  order  as  to  when 
it  is  to  take  effect  so  they  can  avail  themselves  of  the  order  if  they 
think  proper  f — A.  It  is  practical,  but  that  is  not  the  method  of  doing 
public  business  in  any  department.  We  create  the  methods  as  far  as 
possible  in  the  interest  of  justice  to  all  claimants. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  would  be  a  just  way  f — A.  I  dont  see  9^ 
that  would  make  any  difierence.  If  an  attorney  in  Washington  get^ 
the  news  to-day  he  goes  to  work  with  his  constituents  to  make  his  proo^ 
complete.  The  result  is  if  the  information  went  out  to  these  people  i-'^ 
the  country,  and  they  got  notice  a  month  later  perhaps  than  these  atto^ 
neys  in  the  city  of  Washington,  he  would  be  at  a  disadvantage  the^ 
because  he  would  have  to  get  his  information. 

Q.  Suppose  it  affects  claims  already  in  a  state  of  adjudication,  as  thi^ 
order  No.  161  did,  don't  you  see  that  attorneys  residing  in  Washingtor:^ 
city  would  have  a  very  great  advantage  over  the  hundreds  of  attorney^ 
residing  at  some  distance  from  the  capital  f — A.  I  don't  think  it  amount^ 
to  very  much. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  An  attorney,  even  if  he  were  not  a  resident  in  the  city  and  hac^ 
knowledge  that  this  order  was  going  to  be  promulgated,  would  have 
jidvantage  over  one  who  didn't,  wouldn't  bet — A.  I  don't  thiiik  sa 
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By  Hr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Who  first  instituted  the  practice  in  the  Pension  OfiQce  of  allowing 
attoineys  to  call  np  cases  and  examine  the  papers  t-«A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  it  was  Commissioner  Baamt — ^A.  I  don't  think  so. 
I  think  it  has  been  done. 

Q.  Is  it  done  now  t — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Gan  attorneys  go  in  there  and  call  up  papers  t — A.  To  some  ex- 
tent. I  issued  an  order  on  that  subject  prohibiting  attorneys  from 
having  access  to  the  papers,  to  prevent  attorneys  from  having  access  to 
the  reports  of  examiners  in  special  cases. 

Q.  Gouldn't  au  atomey,  if  he  can  see  testimony  on  file,  if  it  should  be 
necessary  to  have  his  testimony  amended  in  some  particular,  if  he  sees 
a  defect  in  the  testimony,  wouldn't  it  point  out  to  him  what  to  do  f — A. 
He  should  know  what  his  case  is. 

Q.  But  does  het — A.  He  should  have  a  history  of  his  case  and  not 
have  to  refer  to  the  Pension  Office.  I  would  like  to  file  some  papers 
here.  That  decision  has  been  very  much  criticised  by  some  attorneys, 
who  thought  I  abridged  their  rights.  I  would  like  to  furnish  you  with 
a  history  of  the  practice  of  the  office  in  olden  times  in  regard  to  that 

Q.  Will  it  show  from  wl^at  time  that  practice  has  been  going  on  f— 
A.  It  commenced  in  1833.  Here  is  one  order  in  1833,  another  in  1838, 
and  again  by  Secretary  Swing  in  1850. 

Q.  What  is  the  effect  of  those  orders  t — A.  Here  is  a  letter 

Q.  They  show  the  practice  which  prevailed  at  that  time  f — A.  Tes, 
sir. 

Q.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  you  file  copies  so  we  can  put  them  in 
with  the  testimony  here. — A.  I  can  and  will,  sir. 

The  following  copies  of  letters  referred  to  by  witness  were  offered  in 
evidence : 

War  Dbpartmbnt,  September  4,  1833. 

Sir  :  In  the  fatare  examination  of  tbe  pension  cases  they  will  be  taken  up  in  the 
order  of  presentation,  nor  will  any  preference  be  shown  to  cases  which  are  urged  by 
s^entfl  attending  at  the  seat  of  Qovernment  for  that  purpose.  I  consider  the  atten- 
tion of  anoh  agents  useless  in  itself,  and  subjecting  the  applicant  to  unnecessary 
expense. 

Lew.  Cass. 

J.  L.  Edwards. 

War  Department,  May  7, 1838. 

Begnlations  for  the  dispatch  of  business  prescribed  in  18^)3,  affirmed  and  extended 
in  1^9  and  reaffirmed  in  1850,  requiring  claims  to  be  taken  up  in  the  order  of  their 
preisentatlon,  and  declaring  the  presence  of  agents  to  urge  action  on  claims  to  be  an 
impediment,  besides  subjecting  claimants  to  a  useless  expense. 

(2)  Any  papers  referred  to  in  elucidation  of  a  claim  must  be  described  in  writing 
and  made  a  part  of  the  claimant's  declaration. 

(3)  Papers  and  books  not  to  be  examined  by  claimants  or  agents  without  written 
application,  specifying  the  objects  of  the  search,  and  to  be  complied  with  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  office. 

(4)  No  claim  shall  be  examined  in  the  presence  of  agents  or  persons  depositing  the 
name,  or  of  the  parties  interested,  and  all  explanations  must  be  in  writing,  as  no 
papers  can1>e  deemed  complete  unless  they  can  be  clearly  understood  without  verbal 
explanation. 

J.  R.  Poinsett, 

Seoretary, 

Department  of  the  Interior,  April  9,  1850. 

Sir  :  I  hare  examined  the  foregoing  rules  for  the  dispatch  of  business  in  the  Pen- 
alon  Office,  am  satisfied  with  them,  and  direct  that  they  be  observed. 

T.  EwiNO, 

Seerelarjf, 
J.  li.  Edwards, 

Commieeianer  af  PeneionB. 
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Q.  From  tbat  time  to  when  yoa  issued  your  order,  had  there  been 
any  change f — A.  To  some  extent,  the  system  has  grown  np  to  allow 
attorneys  in  pension  cases  to  examine  papers  in  the  cases,  and  I  don't 
think  they  have^a  right  to. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  when  that  condition  began f — A.  No,  sir;  I  know 
the  Commissioner  refused  to  allow  an  attorney  to  examine  papers  in 
his  office,  and  he  took  an  appeal  on  the  decision  preventing  him  from 
having  the  right  to  examine  the  case,  and  I  issued  a  rule  in  what  is 
known  as  the  "Adler  case,"  sustaining  the  Commissioner  on  that 
subject. 

Q.  Are  those  rulings  in  the  form  of  orders  directing  the  Commissioner 
as  to  future  government  of  the  office  f — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  them  to  the  committee  t — A.  Tes,  sir. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  rulings  referred  to  in  the  testimony  of 
witness: 

No.  50.]         •  DSPARTIffBMT  09  THS  INTERIOR, 

WoBhingion,  D.  C,  September  12, 1S91. 

INSAIOTT— ARRKARS.— 8.  E.  ADLER. 

The  limitatioii  period  preacrlbed  in  the  act  of  Mftroh  S.  1879.  ia  not  applicable  to  a  didm  for  arrearg  of 
penaiona  fllea  "  br  or  in  behalf  of  insane  jMraons,"  if  Uie  alleged  Insanitj  eziated  prior  to  or  during 
aaid  period  of  limitation. 

Aeeieiani  Seoretarjf  Buneiy  to  the  CommUtianer  of  Pensions,  September  12,  1891. 

Herewith  are  returned  the  papers  which  accompaDied  yonr  report  of  February  11, 
1891,  upon  the  appeal  of  S.  E.  Adler,  attorney  for  John  Vinson  (insane),  late  private, 
Company  K,  Ninth  Indiana  Cavalry,  from  the  action  of  yonr  Bureau  refusing  to  grant 
said  soldier  arrears  of  pension  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  service. 

The  ori^nal  declaration  for  a  pension  was  filed  on  behalf  of  the  aforesaid  soldier  by 
Cnrtis  Cnsman,  his  legal  guardian,  on  Jnly  19,  1885,  in  which  it  was  alleged,  for 
pensionable  cause,  that  while  in  the  service  and  line  of  dutjr,  near  Lexington,  Miss., 
abont  July,  1865,  said  soldier  contracted  epilepsy,  resulting  in  insanity. 

This  claim  was  admitted  by  your  Bureau.  November  21,  1888,  and  pension  was 
granted  said  soldier  for  insanity,  result  of  epilepsy,  at  the  rateof  $*)0  per  month  from 
the  date  of  filing  eaid  original  declaration  for  pension,  Jnly  19,  1K85.  On  January  22, 
1889,  said  guardian  filed  an  application  lor  an  increase  of  said  pension  based  upon 
the  pensioned  disability,  and  also  claimed  that  said  soldier  shonld  have  been  allowed 
arrears  of  pension  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  service,  August  28,  1&6.5, 
Instead  of  ftom  the  date  of  filing  original  declaration  of  pension..-  That  portion  of 
said  claim  praying  an  increase  of  the  soldier's  pension  was  admitted  by  yonr  Bureau, 
and  increase  was  granted  for  the  pensioned  disability  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month 
from  November,  1889,  and  at  $72  per  month  from  March  4,  1890 ;  but  no  action  was 
taken  upon  the  claim  for  arrears  of  pension  from  discharge. 

From  the  neglect  and  refusal  of  your  Bureau  to  grant  the  soldier  arrears  of  x>ensioii, 
the  present  appeal  was  taken  April  15,  1890. 

The  pension  originally  granted  this  soldier  was  made  to  commence  on  the  date  of 
filing  tne  original  declaration  for  pension,  evidently  on  the  supposition  tbat  his  pen- 
sion would  be  governed  as  to  date  of  commencement  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
March  3, 1879.  It  is  provided  by  said  a^t  that  all  pensions  shall  be  made  to  com- 
mence from  the  date  of  filing  the  application  therefor  in  all  cases  in  which  such  appli- 
cation was  filed  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  July,  1880^  but,  if  filed  prior  to  said  date, 
the  pension  would  commence  at  date  of  discharge  or  of  death,  or  from  the  date  of  actual 
disability,  etc.  It  is,  however,  expressly  provided  in  said  act  tbat  **  the  limitation 
herein  prescribed  shall  not  apply  to  claims  by  or  in  behalf  of  insane  persons  and  children 
under  sixteen  years  of  age.'' 

The  foregoing  provision  of  said  act  expressly  excepts  claims  for  pension  ''by  or  in 
behalf  of  insane  persons"  from  the  limitation  prescribed  therein  relative  to  the  date  of 
filing  applications,  and,  as  has  been  heretofore  frequently  held  by  the  Department,  it 
has  the  efiect  of  eliminating  from  said  act  said  limitation  so  far  as  such  claims  are  con- 
cerned. Where  insanity  is  alleged  as  the  basis  of  such  claims  for  pensions,  and  it  has 
been  satisfactorily  established  that  said  insanity  was  incurred  in  lineof  military  duty 
or  resulted  from  the  military  service  of  the  claimant,  such  claims  must  be  adjudicated, 
so  far  as  the  question  of  pension  is  concerned,  without  reference  to  the  aforesaid  limi- 
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kion  M  to  the  time  within  which  the  declaration  for  pension  mnst  he  filed,  and  Jnst 
if  no  such  limitation  had  ever  been  prescribed.  The  time  at  which  the  pension 
onld  be  made  to  commence  in  such  a  case  would  then  depend  npon  the  date  at  which 
)  alleged  disability  was  shown  to  exist  in  a  pensionable  degree  and  would  resolve 
3lf  simply  into  a  question  on  rating  and  of  fact  to  be  determined  by  the  evidence, 
course,  if  the  insanity  alleged  as  the  basis  of  the  claim  was  not  shown  to  have  ex- 
)d  in  a  pensionable  degree  prior  to  the  date  of  filing  the  original  declaration  for 
Lsion  the  claimant  could  not  be  pensioned  for  any  time  prior  to  said  date,  not  by 
Bon  of  the  fact,  however,  that  he  had  not  filed  his  claim  on  or  before  the  date  fixed 
the  aforesaid  act,  but  because  he  had  failed  to  establish  the  existence  of  his  al- 
9cl  disability  in  a  ratable  degree  prior  to  the  date  of  filing. 

(y  the  admission  of  this  claim  and  the  grant  to  this  soldier  of  a  pension  for  insanity , 
iz-  Bureau  has  determined  and  settled  in  his  favor  all  questions  relative  to  his  prior 
udness,  the  origin  of  his  insanity  as  a  result  of  his  army  service,  and  its  present 
Btence  in  a  pensionable  decree  j  and  since  his  claim  is  one  of  the  class  excepted 
Q  the  operation  of  the  limitation  prescribed  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1879,  it  was 
kTly  error  in  your  Bureau  to  arbitrarily  fix  the  commencement  of  his  pension  upon 
date  on  which  his  original  declaration  for  pension  was  filed,  thus  applying  the 
i  tatlon  prescribed  by  said  act  to  one  of  the  very  class  of  cases  to  whion  it  is  ex- 
Bely  provided  it  shall  not  apply.  • 

lie  identical  question  presented  by  this  appeal  has  been  most  carefully  considered 
L  fully  discussed  in  the  published  decisions  of  the  Department  in  the  oases  of  Mul- 
land  (Vol.  2,  P.  D.,  pp.  75  and  176),  Roberts  (Vol.  2,  P.  D.,  p.  350),  and  Whiting 
»1.  3,  P.  D.,  p.  105),  so  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  further  discuss  the  subject  at  this 

t  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  it  is  merely  necessary  to  inquire  at  what  time  the 
dence^n  file  shows  the  insanity  of  the  soldier  to  have  first  developed  inapen- 
Qable  degree  to  determine  at  what  date  his  pension  should  be  made  to  commence. 
»  evidence  dearly  shows  that  the  epilepsy,  which  has  been  accepted  as  of 
rice  origin  and  as  having  caused  the  soldier's  insanity,  progressed  steaduy,  but  by 
vr  and  iQmost  imperceptible  degrees,  from  July,  1865,  when  the  first  abnormal  con- 
ons  were  observed  in  the  service,  until  it  resulted  in  dementia  long  prior  to  the  pe- 
l  of  limitation  fixed  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1879,  and  in  acute  mania  in  1881. 

•  andonbtedly  appears  that  the  soldier  has  been  more  or  less  pensionably  disabled 
(aid  admitted  causes  since  discharge  and,  consequently,  is  entitled  to  arrears  of 
Bton  from  that  date.  You  are,  therefore,  directed  to  cause  a  reissue  of  the  sol- 
's certificate  to  be  made,  to  allow  pension  for  said  admitted  disability  from  the 
»  of  his  discharge  from  the  service,  up  to  the  date  of  the  commencement  of  his 
tent  pension,  at  such  rate  a«  the  extent  and  degree  of  his  pensionable  disability, 
pm  by  the  cTidence  to  have  existed  during  said  period,  may  warrant. 

80.3  Dbpartmicnt  of  ths  Intxbior. 

WaehingUmf  />.  (7.,  February  1, 1892. 

CONFIDENTIAL  PAPBSS— ATTOBNBTS'  PRIVUJSGSS.— MILO  B.  STEySNS  A  CO. 

{Motion  for  neontideration.) 

?he  DepaTtment  on  »  motion  for  reconalderation,  reaflBnnB  the  roling  In  the  case  of  8.  E.  Adler, 
attorney,  made  November  10,1891,  and  inatalna  the  Commiaaioner's  order  (No.  174)  in  puranance 
of  tbe  tame. 

Leaf  ont  aiwigned  fordenjinf;  to  attomeya,  oonnael,  or  agentathe  privilege  of  examining  aach 
papers  relating  to  claims  for  pension  or  for  bounty  aa  involve  reports  ftrom  the  War  Department, 
confidential  commnoieationa,  oertlfieatea  of  examining  aurgeona,  or  reports  of  special  examiners 
relating  to  criminal  cbargea  and  investlgationa. 

Aisieiani  Secretary  Bueeey  to  the  Commiseioner  of  Peneione,  Feh,  1, 1892. 

%e  inclobed  letter  of  Milo  B.  Stevens  &  Co.,  asking  for  a  modification  of  the  decision 
idered  by  this  Department  on  the  I9th  of  November  last  in  the  case  of  S.  E.  Adler, 
omey  (which  decision  is  said  to  have  prompted  the  issaance  by  you  of  an  order 
own  as  *'  Order  No.  174  "),  has  been  carefully  considered. 

n  connection  therewith  the  Department  has  been  furnished  with  a  ccpy  of  said 
ler  No.  174,  which  is  given  below : 

*  Order  No.  174. — In  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
cember  19,  1891,  8.  £.  Adler,  attorney,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  no  examination  of 
pers  relating  to  claims  for  jMnsion  or  bonnty  land  by  attorneys,  counsel,  or  agents 
i\i  extend  to  reports  from  the  War  Department,  confidential  communications,  cer- 
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tificatee  of  examining  snrgeoxiB,  or  reports  of  special  examiners  relating  to  cnoioal 
charges  and  investigations. 

*<The  papers  herein  designated  shall  he  taken  oat  hy  the  file  clerk  and  placed  ii 
an  envelope  properly  briefed  and  retained  nntil  the  return  of  the  papers. 

GRKBJ7  B.  &LU1C, 

CosNMMiMir. 

That  portion  of  the  departmental  letter  of  December  19, 1891  (Baling  No.  71),  which 
gave  occasion  for  the  above  order,  is  the  following : 

*'  It  is  doubtful  whether  any  ^ood  purpose  is  subserved  by  permitting  attomeyito 
inspect  the  papers  in  pension  claims  under  any  circamstanoes.  Where,  however,  neh 
permission  is  granted  there  are  obvious  reasons  why  it  should  not  extend  to  tni- 
scripts  from  the  records  of  the  War  Department,  certificates  of  examining  surgeooi, 
confidential  communications,  and  reports  of  special  examiners  relating  to  crimiiuJ 
charges  and  investigations. "  « 

The  appellants  request  that  the  opinion  and  the  order  made  io  parsaance  thenof 
bo  so  modified  as  to  permit  either  claimants  or  their  attorneys  of  record  to  exsmiiM 
the  reports  of  the  boards  of  examining  surgeons  in  claims  for  increaae  of  peoiMo 
after  adverse  action  thereon  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

In  support  of  this  request,  they  submit  a  written  argument  with  a  list  of  ODehoa- 
dred  and  eighty  cases  which  they  say  they  have  discovered  (out  of  about  foorhon* 
dred  cases  examined  by  them)  in  which  increase  of  pension  has  been  denied  by  you 
Bureau  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  examining  surgeons  have  recommended  in 
increased  rating.  They  say  that  they  have  entered  appeals  in  all  these  cases  tad 
that  they  make  it  a  rule  to  appeal  those  r^ected  claims  for  increase  (and  only  tboM 
claims)  in  which  increased  ratings  have  been  recommended  by  the  examining  lor- 
geons.  How,  they  ask,  are  they  to  know  what  cases  to  appeal,  if  they  are  to  be  de- 
barred from  the  privilege  of  inspecting  the  examining  surgeons'  certificate T  Pith 
ceeding  with  this  line  of  argument,  they  say : 

^*  Rule  20  of  the  Rules  or  Practice  befbre  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  reqoirei 
that  appeals  to  this  Department  must  set  forth  the  specific  errors  of  law  or  of  fkt 
upon  which  they  are  based.  The  rule  also  provides  that  appeals  that  do  not  oonfom 
to  the  requirement  will  be  dismissed.  How  could  we  have  set  forth  the  speeific  erron 
in  these  cases  as  required  by  the  rule  unless  we  had  been  permitted  to  examine  the 
reports  of  the  examining  surgeons  f" 

In  reply  to  this,  the  Department  would  say  that  the  refusal  of  the  Bureau  of  Pen- 
sions to  allow  the  rate  recommended  by  an  examining  surgeon,  or  board  of  examin- 
ing surgeons,  is  not  evidence  of  an  error  either  of  law  or  of  fact.  Consequently  it  it 
not  a  good  ground  for  appeaL  The  Department  would  be  Justified,  onder  the  role  1 
above  quoted,  in  dismissing  every  appeal  (including  presumably  the  great  migority 
of  the  one  hundred  and  eighty  cases  cited  by  the  appellants)  in  which  no  other  or  be(» 
ter  ground  for  appealing  is  stated. 

The  law  expressly  declares  that  *' the  certificate  of  an  examining  snrgeon,  or  board 
of  examining  surgeons,  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions," and  has  made  provision  for  the  appointment  of  a  medical  referee,  '*who,  under 
the  control  and  direction  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  shall  have  charge  of  the  ex- 
amination and  revision  of  the  reports  of  examining  surgeons.  "    The  purpose  of  tb^ 
law  was  to  avoid  the  confusion  and  inequality  in  rating  that  would  inevitably  re* 
suit  from  allowing  rates  to  be  determined  by  several  hundred  songreona  or  boards  of- 
surgeons  situated  in  different  parts  of  the  country  and  acting  in&pendently  of  oo^ 
another.    What  the  law  sought  to  avoid  the  appellants  seek  to  make  a  role  of  pra^^ 
tice.    It  is  true  that  they  say  they  appeal  only  those  cases  in  which  they  think  tb^ 
evidence  justifies  such  actions,  but  as  they  do  not  appeal  any  in  which  the  examinin|^ 
Burgeons  have  not  recommended  increase  it  is  evident  that  the  rating  and  not  th<^ 
description  of  the  disability  furnishes  the  test  by  which  their  selection  of  cases  fi>^^ 
appeal  is  determined.  This  is  further  made  apparent  by  their  contention  that,  wher^^ 
there  is  a  discrepancy  in  the  report  of  a  board  of  examining  surgeons  between  the  oou''^ 
dition  described  and  the  rate  recommended,  the  rate  is  more  likely  to  be  correct — an^ 
assertion  that  is  not  sustained  by  either  common  sense  or  experience.    Three  boardi^ 
of  examining  surgeons  examining  the  same  man  on  the  same  day  Would,  in  all  prob^ 
ability,  agree  substantially  in  their  description  of  his  condition.    It  would  be,  how^ 
ever,  tlie  merest  chance  if  they  agreed  in  their  recommendations  as  to  the  amount  of^ 
pension  he  should  receive. 

Some  boards  are  inclined  to  be  very  liberal  in  rating ;  others  are  the  reverse.  Some 
know  the  laws  relating  to  rates :  others  do  not.  It  is  only  by  subjecting  medical  re- 
ports to  revision  at  the  hands  of  a  corps  of  medical  men  acting  harmoniously  under 
the  direction  of  the  medical  referee  that  something  approaching  uniformity  can  be 
attained.  But,  it  may  be  argued  that  the  attorneys  should  have  the  privilege  ^ 
reading  the  certificates  of  examination  in  order  to  see  whether  the  action  of  the 
Bureau  is  justified  by  the  description  of  the  claimant's  condition.    The  Department 
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has  mefiilly'flOTiBidered  this  point  and  still  adheres  to  the  view  expressed  in  the 
letter  of  December  19,  1891.  The  certificates  of  examining  snrgeons  are  made  b^ 
medical  men  for  medical  men.  The  opinion  of  an  attorney  as  to  whether  the  condi- 
tions deecribed  warrant  an  increased  rating  wonld  be,  in  the  minority  of  cases,  of 
veiy  little  valne,  not  sofficient  to  constitnte  the  basis  of  an  appeal. 

The  soggestion  that  there  ean  be  no  proper  foundation  for  an  appeal  in  an  increase 
claim  ontside  of  the  report  of  a  board  of  examining  snrgeons  is  altogether  erroneous. 
It  woald  be  much  nearer  the  trnth  to  say  that  a  proper  foundation  for  appeal  can 
▼ery  rarely  be  found  in  such  a  report.  If  the  suggestion  were  true,  no  attorney 
would  be  able  to  make  an  appeal  in  an  increase  claim  unless  he  should  have  access  to 
the  papers.  Attorneys  living  at  a  distance  from  Washington  would,  therefore,  be 
almost  entirely  debarred  from  that  class  of  practice.  The  docket  of  appeals  to  this 
Department  does  not  indicate  that  those  attorneys  are  conscious  of  any  inability  in 
the  matter  of  appealing. 

The  appellants  have«  in  fact,  made  a  very  good  argument  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  rale  of  which  they  complain,  the  result  of  the  relaxation  of  said  rule  having  been, 
accordiD^  to  their  own  statement,  to  induce  attorneys  to  file  a  large  number  of  ap- 
peals which  have  no  real  basis,  and  which,  under  a  strict  enforcement  of  Rule  W, 
must  he  dismissed.  The  fact  that  out  of  the  large  number  of  appeals  filed  by  them 
Ik  few  have  resulted  in  obtaining  an  increased  rating  for  their  clients  does  not  justify 
theoontinned  encouragement  of  a  practice  which  is  based  upon  a  wrong  principle. 

It  is  not  more  desirable  to  stimulate  the  filing  of  appeals  unnecessarily  than  it  is  to 
^courage  the  litigation  of  claims.  A  claim  for  pension  should  rest  upon  the  claim- 
ut's  belief  in  bis  right  to  the  same,  and  not  npon  the  discovery  by  himself  or  an  at- 
'iomeyof  some  record  upon  which  a  claim  can  be  adroitly  built  up.  So  an  appeal 
'°<)Q]d  grow  out  of  a  sense  of  injury  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  and  not  out  of  some 
*hrase  or  figure  in  an  examining  surgeon's  report.  If  a  claimant  has  any  specific 
*<>^  of  complaint  he  can  make  it  known  to  his  attorney  and  the  attorney  can  stat« 
.U)  the  Department.  If  he  and  the  attorney  can  not  find  any  ground  of  complaint 
Uhont  searching  the  examining  surgeon's  report  it  is  safe  to  say  that  his  grievanoe 
'^ot  of  a  character  to  call  for  the  interference  of  the  Department. 
^  much  for  the  arguments  brought  forward  by  the  appellants  in  support  of  their 
^Qeai.  The  Department  will  now  proceed  to  state  some  of  the  reasons  why  it  holds 
ht  the  certificates  of  examining  snrgeons  should  not  be  open  to  Inspection  by  at- 
"nera. 

I.  Id  the  first  place,  to  avoid  useless  contention,  it  has  been  found  advisable  to  for- 
i  examining  surgeons  to  inform  a  claimant;  or  any  other  person  of  the  ratings  made 
them,  or  to  permit  any  one  to  see  their  report.  (See  instructions  to  examining 
geons  for  pensions  1890,  paragraphs  26  and  36.)  But  it  is  absurd  to  lay  such  an 
ibition  upon  surgeons  and  yet  permit  attorneys  to  see  the  reports  as  soon  as  they 
filed  in  tne  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

.  In  the  9ecand  place,  the  report  of  an  examining  surgeon  or  of  a  board  of  surgeons 
a  the  nature  of  a  confidential  communication  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 
mB  aorasons  ace  often  personally  acquainted  with  the  applicants  who  appear  be- 
>  tliem  Tor  examination.  Not  infrequently  they  have  attended  them  professionally 
.  tbaa  acquired  a  much  more  intimate  and  accurate  knowledge  of  the  nature,  extent, 
.  causes  of  their  ailments  than  can  possibly  be  derived  from  a  single  examination. 
»  Bureau  desires  to  have  the  benefit  ot  that  knowledge,  whether  it  be  favorable  to 
olajm  or  otherwise.  Therefore  it  is  that  surgeons  are  instructed  whenever  they 
-e  personal  information  that  may  be  of  value  in  the  adjudication  of  a  claim  to  em- 
:y  it  in  their  report.  (See  instructions  to  examining  surgeons  for  pensions  1890, 
a^rraphs  7,  13,  and  38.)  But,  owing  to  the  social  and  pro^ssional  relations  which 
y  hold  towards  pensioners  and  applicants  for  pensions,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
.mining  surgeons  will  comply  heartily  with  these  instructions,  unless  they  shall  be 
teeted  from  possible  unpleasant  consequences  by  having  their  reports  treated  as 
ifidential.  The  issuance  to  them  of  such  instructions  implies,  on  the  part  of  the 
v-ernnaent,  a  guarantee  that  they  shall  not  be  subjected  unnecessarily  to  personal 
s  and  annoyance  on  account  of  their  obedience.  What  becomes  of  such  a  guar- 
tae  if  their  communications  are  to  be  open  to  inspection  by  claimants  and  iheir 
omeys  T 

I.  In  the  third  place,  if  it  is  desirable  that  claimants  whose  applications  for  increase 

ve  be^i  rejected  should  know  what  the  examining  surgeons'  reports  in  their  cases 

i^v,  it  is  not  fair  or  right  that  the  op)>ortunity  for  obtaining  that  knowledge  should 

limited  to  those  who  are  able  to  go  to  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  person  or  to  send 

attorney  there.    It  is  not  practicable  to  furnish  copies  ofthe  reports  to  claimants 

d  attorneys  living  at  a  distance.    The  ultimate  efi'ect  of  the  rule  which  has  pre- 

iled  within  the  last  few  years  (until  the  issuance  of  your  order)  must,  therefore, 

to  throw  the  business  of  prosecuting  claims  for  increase  entirely  into  the  hands 

attorneys  residing  in  this  city ;  that  is  to  say,  into  the  hands  of  those  who  have  the 

ast  acquaintance  with  the  claimants  whom  they  represent  and,  therefore,  the  least 

trsooal  knowledge  of  the  facts  npon  which  their  claims  ate  baaed.    It  doea  uoi 
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appear  to  the  Department  that  the  interesU  either  of  claimaDts  of  the  GorennneDt 
would  be  best  served  by  such  a  consummation. 

In  coDclasion,  the  Department  would  say  that  Order  No.  174  might  hsTs  circnD- 
scribed  the  privilege  of  personal  examiuation  by  attorneys  of  papers  on  fileio  joar 
Bureau  to  narrower  limits  than  it  does  without  conflictinfi;  with  the  views  ezpreKed 
in  the  departmental  decision  of  December  19,  1891,  and  that  after  careful  considera- 
tion those  views  have  not  been  modified  in  the  least,  but  are  hereby  reaffirmei 


By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  wanted  to  ask  yon  with  reference  to  that  matter  we  were  dis^ 
casBing  a  monreut  ago  about  the  promulgation  of  these  orders  affeeting 
the  rights  of  claimants,  if  these  attorneys  in  Washington  don't  know 
what  is  in  their  case,  if  there  is  any  necessity  of  their  being  delayed,  ¥ill 
not  they  know  what  they  have  got  on  file  in  their  cases  f — A.  Yes,  air; 
as  a  rule.    They  ought  to  know. 

Q.  Then  they  wouldn't  have  to  send  to  the  country  for  this  informa- 
tion f — A.  But  they  must  get  their  information  from  their  clients,  aod 
the  client  may  live  in  Kansas.  George  Lemon's  clients  live  all  OTer 
the  United  States,  and  when  he  receives  a  letter  in  regard  to  a  case  he 
must  remail  that  letter  to  his  clients.  An  attorney  can  not  supply  the 
testifnony.  " 

Q.  He  has  only  to  make  up  his  record  to  see  what  cases  he  has  com- 
pleted, he  has  the  record  right  before  him,  and  when  you  promulf^ate 
that  order  he  runs  over  that  record  and  puts  his  cases  on  file f— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Don't  that  give  him  an  advantage  over  the  ones  outside  t— AThe 
best  way  would  be  to  ask  the  Pension  Office  how  many  oases  there  has 
been  of  Gapt.  Lemon's,  as  compared  with  other  attorneys. 

Q.  You  think  there  ought  not  to  be  any  order  promulgated  giTing 
Washington  attorneys  advantage  over  other  attorneys  who  live  oat- 
side  f — A.  I  think  that  the  rules  ought  to  apply  to  every  one  alike. 

Q.  Did  you  approve  what  is  known  as  the  "  blanket  brief, "  giving 
the  claimant's  hospital  record,  etc.,  which  would  give  advantage  to  at- 
torneys heref — A.  I  don't  recall  that;  I  don't  think  it  was  brought  to 
my  attention. 

Q.  That  is  probably  one  of  the  administrative  acts  not  necessary  to 
bring  to  your  attention  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  supposing  an  attorney  goes  in  and  he  examines  a  record  al- 
ready filed  under  the  old  law,  and  he  finds  the  proof  in  there  that  woald 
enable  him  to  file  a  claim  for  some  other  disease  than  the  one  specified;  he 
finds  .the  proof  will  sustain  a  claim  on  a  different  ground.  He  has  filed 
on  one  ground  claiming  that  he  is  suffering  from  one  complaint,  and 
when  the  proof  comes  in  he  can't  make  it  stand  on  that  ground,  don'tit 
give  him  that  advantage  that  his  attorney  can  change  his  application 
and  put  it  on  some  other  ground,  and  have  his  case  adjudicated  by  the 
testimony  already  on  filet— A.  Undoubtedly  he  would  have  access  to 
the  papers. 

Q.  Is  there  any  attention  being  given  by  the  working  force  of  the 
office  to  claims  filed  prior  to  the  acts  of  June  27, 1890,  are  they  not  prac 
tically  lying  in  abeyance  waiting  for  these  cases  filed  under  the  act  of 
June  27,  1890  f— A.  I  should  say  they  are  not,  and  I  will  furnish  von 
with  statements  showing  the  workings  of  the  office  for  the  last  seven 
mouths. 
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iTig  statement  is  offered  in  evidence: 

ralue  of  easee  allowed  hy  Bureau  of  Pensions  during  eight  monihSf  from  July 
1, 1891,  to  February  ^,  1892,  inclusive. 
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Green  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner, 
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Q.  Is  the  Board  of  PeDsion  Appeals  Office  connected  with  yours  t-^ 
A.  I  have  three  rooms  in  addition  to  the  one  I  oecapy  myself. 

Q.  Do  yon  exercise  any  supervision  over  the  workings  of  that  Board, 
or  do  they  come  in  and  go  out  as  they  please  and  dispose  of  business 
as  suits  their  convenience  T — A.  They  dispose  of  a  large  amount  of 
business  every  day.  A  case  will  come  in  and  be  discussed,  and  a  party 
will  write  a  decision  on  it,  and  then  the  point  will  be  brought  to  my 
notice  and  we  will  discuss  the  question. 

Q.  Are  they  required  to  be  at  the  office  every  day  and  so  many  hours 
per  day  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  record  kept  of  their  doings  t — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  me  with  that  record  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  Board  constantly  employed  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  there  ought  to  be  nine  members  on  that  Board;  that 
you  could  not  reduce  it  f — A.  No,  sir ;  we  are  way  behind  on  the  work 
now. 

Q.  Are  not  a  great  many  of  the  cases  that  come  there  simply  and 
easily  adjudicated^  as  you  have  already  decided  the  questions  in- 
volved T — A.  We  have  decided  the  question  involved,  but  the  claimant 
is  entitled  to  a  history  of  the  case,  and  the  facts  in  the  case  have  to  be 
written  up,  and  many  of  the  cases  are  very  elaborate.  It  is  only  the 
most  difficult  cases  that  come  to  our  board.  Perhaps  many  of  them  had 
had  another  special  examination  and  a  great  deal  of  a  record  to  examine, 
and  it  takes  more  or  less  time  to  prepare  cases  of  that  kind.  If  they 
are  not  prepared  and  all  of  the  questions  answered,  the  attorney  will 
file  a  motion  for  an  appeal,  a  consideration  we  never  get  rid  of  it. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  This  question  may  have  been  asked  you  before.  I 
want  to  ask  you  if,  in  the  administration  of  this  order  No.  151,  if  the 
claimant  himself  or  the  attorney  complies  with  the  requirements  of  this 
order  and  makes  a  proper  certificate,  docs  that  carry  the  claim  to  the 
completed  files  without  the  examination  of  anybody  else  t — A.  That  yon 
will  have  to  ask  the  Oommissioner  about. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  one  further  question.  Are  there  any 
members  of  that  board  of  appeals  who  have  sons  or  relatives  practicing 
before  the  board  and  before  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  Not  that  I  know 
of;  if  they  have  it  has  never  been  called  to  my  attention.  I  would  be 
glad'  if  the  man  who  informs  you  there — ^if  this  committee  is  to  be 
prompted  by  such  men  as  that 

Q.  It  is  none  of  your  business  where  we  get  our  information. .  All 
avenues  of  information  are  open  to  us  except  the  Pension  Office,  and 
we  expect  to  open  that. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  avail  itself  of  all  information, 
no  matter  where  it  comes  from,  if  it  is  reliable. 

The  Witness.  I  would  like  to  reply  to  Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  I  read 
in  some  remarks  which  he  made  before  Congress,  I  think  I  saw  in 
some  of  your  discussions  in  regard  to  pensions,  that  Mr.  Baber  wrote 
the  opinions  of  the  board  of  pension  appeals,  and  I  want  to  state  that 
out  of  this  5281  cases  reported,  signed  by  me  during  the  last  twelve 
months,  that  Mr.  Baber  wrote  just  fifty  cases,  and  if  you  have  been  in- 
formed differently  that  is  the  record  and  I  give  you  that  information. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  that  information,  and  while  we 
are  on  that  subject  I  would  like  to  have  some  information  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Baber.  What  proportion  of  the  work  is  that  T — A.  That  is  a  very 
small  portion,  and  that  is  not  Mr.  Baber's  duty  on  the  board* 
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Q.  What  are  his  datiest — A.  He  is  a  proof-reader  and  prepares  all 
the  syllabus  for  the  volumes  of  printed  peusion  decisions,  and  attends 
to  a  vast  amount  of  work  sent  to  him  of  various  kinds  relating  to  pen- 
sions that  is  sent  to  the  department,  and  part  of  his  work  is  writing 
pension  appeals.  It  is  his  duty  also  to  read  all  decisions  of  importance 
to  see  that  the  department  does  not  revoke  itself,  that  the  orders  are 
consistent  with  orders  already  issued. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Baber  a  lawyer  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  years  he  practiced  law  or  where  he  prac- 
tice T — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't.  I  know  he  is  a  first-class  lawyer  accord- 
ing to  the  work  he  has  done.  . 

Q.  I  suppose  the  board  is  made  up  of  first-class  lawyers  t — A.  Most 
of  them  are  good  lawyers. 

Q.  Are  all  of  them  lawyers? — A.  No,  sir;  not  all. 

Q.  Are  they  selected  on  account  of  their  knowledge  of  the  law  T — A. 
Yes.  sir;  they  have  to  be;  they  have  to  pass  civil-service  examination. 

Q.  You  have  got  some  who  are  not  lawyers  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  some  were 
appointed  before  the  civil-service  law  went  into  efiect,  but  they  have 
stadied  the  law  and  could  pass  a  first-class  examination  before  any  law 
court  or  before  the  civil  service. 

Q.  Was  the  law  your  profession  before  you  became  connected  with 
the  Pension  Office  T — A.  No,  sir ;  never  practiced  law,  but  have  read 
law  all  my  life. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  are  the  best  lawyer  on  the  board  t — ^A.  I  think 
I  am  as  good  a  lawyer  as  regards  pensions  as  any  of  the  members  of  the 
board.  I  can  only  judge  from  the  work  done.  I  can  say  this,  that  there 
have  been  more  than  ten  thousand  decisions  rendered,  and  some  of  them 
have  gone  to  the  Attorney-General  and  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and, 
for  examination,  I  have  never  yet  had  to  revoke  any  decision  I  have 
made.  I  have  rescinded  decisions,  owing  to  clerical  errors,  but  not 
one  single  rule  has  ever  been  overturned  on  account  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney-General. 

Q.  Hasn't  the  board  of  appeals  several  times  overruled  its  own  de- 
cisiousT — A.  They  may  have  overruled  their  own  decisions  because 
they  have  changed  their  judgment. 

Q.  I  suppose  that  is  the  progress  of  enlightenment  f — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
we  are  learning  all  the  time. 

Q.  You  think  it  would  be  a  pretty  good  law  school  in  there  t — A.  I 
think  it  would  be  first-class. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  If  you  are  prepared  to  say,  Gten,  Bussey,  you  may  state  to  the 
committee  what  reception  among  the  practicing  attorneys  and  jurists 
throughout  the  country  your  opinions  have  received  t — ^A.  I  never  have 
received  a  complaint  from  any  attorney  criticising  the  opinions  of  the 
board,  but  I  have  had  hundreds  of  letters  commending  them. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  don't  question  his  ability  in  the 
least.    At  lea«t  I  don't. 

Further  investigation  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  half  past  ten 
o'clock  a.  m« 


190  PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 

Washington,  D.  C,  Tuesday^  March  8,  WH 

The  committee  met  at  12  m. 

Present :  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Whee?er),  and  Messrs.  Little, 
Dungan,  Brosias,  and  Liud,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Moe 
and  Judge  L.  S.  Payson. 

TESTIMOHT  Of  GEOBGE  CHAVJDLES. 

Oeobge  Chandler,  First  Assistant  Secretary  of  Interior,  sworn 
and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  what  position  yon  hold  under  tiie 
Government  T — A.  First  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Q.  Is  it  your  duty  to  act  in  the  absence  of  the  Secretary  ?— A.  Yea, 
sir. 

Q.  Were  yon  acting  as  Secretary  at  the  time  charges  were  preferred 
against  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.,  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission !— A  I 
think  not  at  that  time,  but  soon  after  that.  I  think  these  charges  were 
preferred  about  the  9th  of  May,  if  I  recollect.  It  was  some  time  ago, 
and  I  think  the  Secretary  went  away  soon  aft«r  that.  I  was  perhaps 
acting  as  Secretary,  the  next  Monday  after  he  left,  May  12, 13, 14,  or 
somewhere  along  there.    I  could  not  give  you  the  exact  date. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Secretary  left  any  orders  with  refer- 
ence to  young  Eaum  ? — A.  At  that  time  f 

Q.  Yes,  sir.  When  he  departed  did  he  leave  any  instrnctions  with 
you  about  demanding  his  resignation  ? — A.  Not  about  demanding  it 
I  think  he  called  me  into  his  office  and  said  some  charges  had  beenprO' 
ferred  against  Mr.  Eaum,  jr.,  and  kis  resignation  (vould  be  tendered, 
and  I  should  accept  it  immediately  upon  presentation.  That  is  my 
recollection. 

Q.  Where  was  it  before  it  was  presented  to  you  j  do  you  know  who 
held  itf — A.  I  think  Mr.  A.  C.  Tonner,  chief  of  the  appointment  di 
vision,  had  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  came  to  be  in  his  hands  f — A.  Only  fnm 
what  he  told  me. 

Q.  State  what  he  told  you  about  it  t — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  ought  to  give  confidential  communications  or  not.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  do  it  if  it  is  necessary,  but  I  would  much  rather,  if  joa 
will  allow  me,  not  to  do  so 

Q.  I  think  in  an  inquiry  of  this  sort  it  is  proper  by  this  committee. 

The  Witness.  Does  the  chairman  rule  that  I  shall  give  itt 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is  no  objection. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  have  none. 

The  WiTNKSS.  He  told  me  that  the  resignation  had  been  handed  him 
two  days,  perhaps,  before  I  knew  that  he  had  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Do  you  know  who  handed  it  to  him  with  the  request  that  he 
??  wH^^"^  ^*  5  did  he  tell  you  f— A.  I  think  he  did. 
VJ.  Whom  did  he  say  handed  it  to  him  t— A.  I  think  he  said  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions. 

Rn^'in^l!!^*'*  11^/?°^,^^  ^  y^°r  attention!    Did  Mr.  Tonnercome 

o    w.     IT  ^^^^'  ^^  ^'^^  ^*^^8  resignation  in  his  hands  t— A.  No,  sir. 

thaJ'hHnll,'^  ^''''  get  that  information  out  of  Mr.  Tonner  t-A.  Well, 

inat  bnngs  up  an  outside  matter,  although  I  have  no  objection  to  tell. 
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:  Upt.  I  rather  give  yoa  my  conclasions  than  the  particular  consid- 
ktions  which  operated  in  my  mind,  bat  I  should  rather  not  detail  the 
;t8  which  governed  my  action. 
).  We  would  like  to  have  a  plain  statement  of  them. 
rhe  Witness.  Well,  Mr.  Oeorge  Harries,  who  claimed  to  represent 
)  Star,  came  into  my  office  on  the  morning  of  the  15th  of  May,  1891, 
A  he  said,  in  substance,  '^  What  about  this  $72  that  young  Eaum  has 
ibezzled  down  at  the  Pension  Officef "  I  told  him  I  did  not  know 
y thing  about  it;  I  had  not  heard  of  it.  He  said,  <^  You  certainly  must 
ow  all  about  the  Pension  Office."  I  said  I  did  not.  He  said,  ^<I  am 
ing  to  publish  this  matter;  "  and  Jj^said  to  him,  ^'I  would  rather  look 
x>  it  before  you  publish  it  If  you  will  give  me  the  name  of  your  in- 
inant,  I  will  send  for  the  man  and  find  out  and  let  you  know  the 
duat  facts."  He  said  he  did  not  propose  to  give  away  his  informant. 
said  to  him  that  the  Secretary  was  away  and  that  I  had  always 
sated  correspondents  fairly,  and  all  I  asked  was  the  same  treatment. 
asked  him  to  allow  me  to  consult  with  Gcd.  Bussey  about  it.  He 
d,  "Certainly."  I  sent  for  Oen.  Bussey  and  I  told  him  what  Har- 
s  said  about  a  $50  bill,  a  $20  bill,  and  a  $2  bill,  which  he  claimed 
-.  Baum  had  taken  and  had  not  returned :  and  I  asked  Gen.  Bussey 
he  knew  Mr.  Harries,  and  he  said  he  did  not,  and  I  asked  him  if 

knew  Mr.  Wilbur,  who  represented  the  Associated  Press,  and  he 
Id  he  did.  I  said,  "  Let  me  call  him  in  and  see  what  he  says." 
\  Wilbnr  came  in  and  I  asked  him  what  kind  of  a  man  Harries  was, 
d  he  said  he  thought  Harries  was  all  right.  I  told  Mr.  Harries  that 
be  would  give  the  name  of  his  informant  that  I  would  treat  it  as  con- 
ential,  and  I  would  send  for  the  men  to  come  there.  He  said  he 
Mild  do  it,  with  that  understanding ;  and  he  gave  me  the  name  of  his 
lOrmant,  and  I  sent  for  several  of  the  employes  of  the  Pension  Office 
d  asked  them  with  reference  to  the  $72.  After  that  was  done  I  asked 
r.  Tonner  if  he  knew  anything  about  the  resignation,  and  he  told  me 

did.  I  said,  *^  I  want  it,"  and  he  produced  it.  That  is  how  it  came 
out 

Q.  Then  it  was  made  public  f — ^A.  It  was  accepted  at  once  that  day; 
that  time.    It  was  made  public,  I  think;  yes,  sir. 
Q.  Who  were  the  parties  for  whom  you  sent  to  the  Pension  Office  f — 

Gapt.  Fisher,  chief  clerk;  Gapt.  Lyon,  assistant,  I  think,  in  the  law 
nsion,  and  Gapt.  Bailey  (I  think  that  is  the  name,  or  possibly  it  is 
7aDt),  and  Mr.  Lineaweaver. 

Q.  I  think  both  are  in  the  Pendion  Office. — A.  It  was  either  Bailey 
Bryant;  I  think  Bailey  is  chief  in  the  law  division.*   Fisher,  Bryant 

Bailey,  Lyon,  and  Lineaweaver  are  the  parties  I  sent  for ;  I  think 
ose  were  all. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  the  statement  of  Bailey  was  in  regard  to 
at  matter  t — A.  I  can  not  give  the  details,  but  I  can  give  the  sub- 
iQce  of  it. 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  it,  as  near  as  you  can  remember  f — A.  I  can 
t  tell  which  one  I  questioned  first,  whether  it  was  Bailey  or  Lyon, 
t  either  one  of  the  two  was  the  first  one  questioned,  and  in  substance 
d  facts  are  these :  In  March  (it  was  very  near  the  middle  of  March, 
the  best  of  my  recollection — near  the  12th)  a  sealed  envelope  came 
his  division  marked  '<  x-honesty,"  containing  $72,  and  my  impression 
It  was  either  three  twenties,  a  ten,  and  two-dollar  bill,  or  else  it  was 
ifky-dollar  bill,  a  twenty,  and  a  two-dollar  bill;  that  he  had  it  in  his 
ice  for  a  day  or  two,  when,  having  no  safe  to  place  it  in,  in  order  to 
ap  it,  it  was  turned  over  to  the  chief  clerk. 
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Q.  J  want  to  ask  yoa  if  yoa  remember  distinctly  enough  to  state 
positively  what  description  he  gave  you  of  that  money  at  that  timeT — 
A.  As  I  say,  it  was  either  a  fifty-dollar  bill,  a  twenty-dollar  bill,  and  a 
two  dollar  bill,  or  it  was  three  twenty-dollar  bills,  a  ten-dollar  bill,  and 
a  two-dollar  bill.  My  best  recollection  of  it  is  that  it  was  a  fifty-doUar 
bill,  a  twenty-dollar  bill,  and  a  two  dollar  bill. 

Q.  That  is  what  Mr.  Bailey  stated T — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  think  he 
stated  he  gave  it  to  Gapt  Lyon  with  instructions  that  he  should  turn 
it  over  to  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  What  did  Gapt.  Lyon  tell  you  about  the  description  of  these  bills  t — 
A.  They  agreed  in  the  description  \  there  is  no  dispute  about  the  de- 
scription of  the  bills;  they  all  agreed  as  far  as  that  was  concerned. 

Q.  Did  either  one  tell  you  the  bills  were  marked  in  any  way  or  had 
been  marked  by  any  one  else  or  by  them  so  they  could  tell  whether 
they  were  the  same  bills  or  notT — A.  No,  sir;  at  the  time  this  money 
is  claimed  to  have  been  delivered  to  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  1  understand 
it  was  in  an  envelope  and  sealed.  Whether  they  opened  it  prior  to 
that  time  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  saw  the  bills  when  they  came  backt — A.  Tea, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  he  say  they  were  the  same  bills  T — A.  They  did  not  know 
whether  they  were  the  same  bills  or  not,  but  they  said  they  were  of  the 
same  denomination. 

Q.  Was  Oen.  Bussey  present  during  this  examination  or  did  he  talk 
with  them  separately  T — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  talked  with  them 
separately  or  not,  but  he  was  there  during  the  time  I  was  talking  with 
them. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Fisher  tell  you  about  it;  do  you  remember  what  he 
said  about  itt — A.  No;  except  he  did  not  know  very  much  about  it. 
I  think  he  stated  that  the  money  was  in  the  hands  of  the  assistant 
chief  clerk ;  he  was  the  chief  clerk,  and  I  understand  Mr.  Baum  occu- 
pied the  position  of  assistant  chief. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  statement  in  writing,  or  make  any  memoranda 
of  their  conversation! — A,  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  you  conducted  that  examination 
privately  or  iu  the  presence  of  other  persons  f — A.  Mr.  Wilbur  and  Mr. 
Harries  were  both  there.  I  had  them  there^because  they  claimed  that 
this  $713  had  not  been  paid,  and  it  was  returned  at  that  timCi  and  I 
wanted  to  satisfy  them  of  it  if  I  could. 

Q.  Was  the  investigation  open  to  anybody  and  everybody  t — A*  I 
will  not*say  that  anyboly  might  have  come  in.  It  was  possible  that 
my  messenger  might  have  stood  at  the  door;  bnt  these  gentlemen  were 
in  there,  and  I  do  not  remember  whether  I  told  the  messenger  to  keep 
everybody  else  out  or  not.  However,  I  did  not  intend  to  conduct  any 
star-chamber  proceedings. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  you  began  your  examination  of 
Mr.  Lineaweaver  on  that  occasion  by  saying  to  him,  ^' Young  man,  how 
much  of  that  $72  did  you  gef't— A.  I  will  not  say  whether  I  did  Or 
not.  I  wanted  to  get  at  the  facts.  I  did  not  know  who  had  the  money, 
and  it  is  possible  I  might  have  put  a  direct  question  of  that  character 
to  him. 

Q«  If  you  did  put  that  question  in  that  form  to  Mr.  Lineaweaver  in 
the  presence  of  representatives  of  the  press,  was  not  such  an  expression 
an  intimation  of  your  conviction  that  Mr.  Baum,  jr.'s  guilt  was  such 
that  it  would  justify  them  in  sending  it  out  to  the  COimtry  at  large  t— 
A.  That  was  not  the  understanding,  sir. 


1 


PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION.  193 

Q.  They  were  not  to  publish  what  occurred  f — A.  There  was  nothing 
said  about  that.  As  I  said,  I  had  them  there  so  that  they  could  give 
the  gist  of  the  thing  and  know  whether  they  were  right  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  resignation  would  have  remained  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Tonner,  the  appointment  clerk,  until  the  Secretary's  return 
without  your  knowledge  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  discovery  of  the  $72 
transaction  t — A.  I  can  not  state  what  motives  operated  in  Mr.  Ten- 
ner's mind. 

Q.  You  then  sent  for  him  and  got  the  resignation  9 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  treated  Mr.  Lineaweaver,  who  was  the  assistant  of  Mr. 
Baum,  jr.,  in  that  way  and  assumed  the  guilt  of  his  superior  and  that 
he  was  also  a  participant  in  it,  do  you  think  that  was  a  fair  way  to  in- 
vestigate the  matter  and  a  fair  way  to  treat  Mr.  Haum,  jrT — A.  I  did 
not  intend  to  treat  Mr.  Eaum  or  anybody  else  unfairly.  I  wanted  to 
know  whether  or  not  he  was  taking  money  which  came  into  the  Bureau 
in  that  manner.    That  is  all  I  wanted  to  know. 

Q.  Do  you  think  if  the  President  of  the  United  States,  on  a  charge 
that  something  had  gone  wrong  either  in  the  management  of  the  Land 
Office,  or  some  charge  of  corruption  against  you,  had  sent  for  a  sub- 
ordinate and  asked,  <<  How  much  money  did  you  get  ?"  without  giving 
you  a  chance  to  defend  yourself,  that  would  be  right  1 — A.  That  is 
often  done.  The  Departments  can  not  stop  to  give  every  man  a  trial 
where  charges  are  preferred  against  him  in  considering  whether  or  not 
his  services  shall  be  dispensed  with. 

Q.  Do  they  not  stop  long  enough  to  find  out  whether  the  charges  are 
true  before  he  is  turned  out  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  before  Eaum's  resigna- 
tion was  accepted  the  report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  came  in 
where  he  was  accused  of  receiving  $200  from  a  man  named  Smith  for 
his  appointment  as  a  laborer.  He  was  filling  a  confidential  place  where 
such  offers  should  not  be  received  or  anything  of  that  kind.  It  was  a 
question  of  whether  a  man  who  occupied  that  position  and  was  guilty 
of  all  these  things  should  be  permitted  to  remain. 

Q«  Were  charges  of  that  kind  pending  against  him  also  before  the 
Secretary  t — A.  I  think  the  report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  had 
been  furnished  the  Secretary. 

Q.  I  mean  charges  outside  of  that  report? — A.  There  were  rumors. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  discharge  a  man  on  a  rumor  with- 
out any  inquiry  into  it  T — A.  I  think  a  man  who  occupies  a  public  po- 
sition of  that  kind  should  be  above  suspicion,  that  is,  especially  where 
investigations  are  going  on  by  contending  parties  wbelher  this  man  is 
or  is  not  fit  for  the  place.  That  has  been  the  rule  we  have  been  gov- 
erned by;  that  is,  I  have.  I  should  say,  if  such  charges  had  been  pre- 
ferred against  me,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  would  be  justified  in 
dismissing  me  just  that  quick  [snapping  his  fingers!  without  giving  me 
a  hearing  at  all.  The  administration  could  not  an'ord  to  hold  a  man 
under  charges  of  that  kind  and  give  him  a  jury  trial.  I  could  not  do  it, 
and  I  rather  reverse  the  criminal-law  rule  in  regard  to  the  presumption 
of  innocence.    That  is  my  understanding  of  it. 

Q.  Do  yon  not  think  there  is  quite  a  number  of  people  in  the  employ 
of  the  Government  who  could  not  remain  more  than  fifteen  minutes  if 
you  were  going  to  discharge  all  men  who  are  not  above  suspicion  T — 
A.  No ;  I  do  not  know  that ;  no,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Are  there  not  a  great  many  men  in  the  public  service  against 
whom  charges  in  one  manner  or  anotber  have  been  filed,  on  a  mere 
matter  of  rumor,  are  there  not  quite  a  number  of  them  T 

Mr.  DxTNGAN.    Include  newspapers  toa 

13  PEN* 
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The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  aboat  that.  I  have  not  dev^oted 
enoagb  attention  to  newspaper  correspondence  in  the  last  three  or  four 
years  to  knowwhat  may  be  the  case,  bnt  I  expect  that  is  true. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q,  That  would  be  a  pretty  harsh  rule,  to  discharge  men  for  not  being 
above  suspicion  and  on  rumors  in  circulation  without  definite  form. — 
A.  In  this  case  there  were  affidavits  in  a  very  definite  form.  There  was 
the  affidavit  of  Smith  and  of  Johnson  and  of  some  gentleman  in  the 
Treasury  Department.  The  Civil  Service  Commission  was  aemaudiug 
that  some  action  be  taken  on  this  matter,  and  that  Commission  would 
not,  of  course,  demand  anything  tliat  they  did  not  think  was  proper. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  charges  outside  of  these  charges  tiled  against 
Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  for  receiving  money  for  making  appointments  or  promo- 
tions t — A.  Only  by  rumor. 

Q.  Were  there  ramors  of  such  things  T — A.  Yee,  sir.  Let  me  see  if  I 
understand  that  question. 

The  question  was  read  by  the  stenographer. 

The  Wri  ness.  No,  there  were  none  filed.  I  will  withdraw  that  an- 
swer; that  is,  my  attention  has  not  been  called  to  an3\ 

Q.  Did  anybody  come  to  you  and  make  such  a  complaint  personally  T 

Mr.  Patson.  Do  you  confine  this  to  the  period  of  while  Mr.  £aum, 
jr.,  was  in  office  t    You  are  not  going  outside  of  that  T 

Mr.  Enloe.  No,  sir. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  did ;  no,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  There  was  no  one  coming  to  you  with  charges  of  that  kind  claim- 
ing any  specific  knowledge! — A.  No,  sir. 

O.  Were  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  coming  to  you  and  stating 
such  things  occurred,  they  understood,  in  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  I  do 
not  know  how  mnch  ground  you  want  to  cover  by  that  question.  That 
is,  you  mean  that  he  received  money  f 

Q.  Charges  of  receiviiig  money  for  promotion  and  for  appointmentt — 
A.  No. 

Q.  Or  received  money  for  any  other  illegal  or  improper  purpose  t — A. 
Now,  you  are  going  into  the  question  of  morals.  I  do  not  know  what 
you  call  improper.  You  and  I  i>  ay  difter  to  a  large  degree  on  the  qnes- 
tion  of  what  is  proper.  If  1  understand  your  position,  if  a  man  is  under 
a  charge  he  must  have  an  investigation  before  he  can  be  rt»moved,  and 
I  do  not  think  so.  I  might  think  it  was  not  a  proper  charge  and  that 
he  ought  to  be  removed. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  not  the  question. 

The  Witness.  Then  I  do  not  understand  hinu 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  mean  in  regard  to  illegal  or  improper  transactions  and  receiving 
money  for  such  things. — A.  I  do  not  think  he  had  received  any;  that 
is,  1  do  not  recolleci  that  he  had  received  any ;  no,  sir;  I  do  not  reoali 
any  to  mind. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  one  talk  to  you  about  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
Little  to  a  place  on  the  medical  board  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  that  ca^et — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Did  anybody  ever  come  to  yon  and  talk  about  Mrs.  Fithian  hand- 
ing Mr.  Kaum  $50  when  she  was  reinstated  in  the  Pension  Office  f — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q«  Was  your  attention  called  to  the  case  of  Hopkins,  recommended 
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»;  the  chief  of  the  law  division  for  difimissal,  becaase  he  was  found  tiy* 
Dg  to  get  into  the  chiefs  desk,  and  was  afterwards  transferred  and 
)tomot^  to  a  l)etter  place? — A.  Yes,  ^r^  if  I  understand  that  ques- 
tion. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  about  that,  please. — A.  Mr.  Bailey  found 
some  fault  with  the  manner  in  which  promotions  were  dealt  out  in  the 
Pension  Office,  and  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  recommended 
the  discbarge  of  Mr.  Hopkins  for  something  similar  to  what  you  say, 
or  for  inefficiency,  or  something  of  that  kind,  and  that  it  was  ignored, 
and  Mr.  Hopkins  promoted  over  his  recommendation ;  and  he  asked  that 
he  be  transferred  from  his  division,  which  was  done,  and  he  wanted  to 
Keif  something  could  be  done  about  it.  I  told  him  I  would  look  into 
the  matter  and  see  what  the  difficulty  was,  if  any. 

Q.  You  had  him  transferred  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  called  Gen.  Bussey's  attention  to  it  or  not,  but  I  know  I  never  did 
anything  more  than  that. 

Q.  You  did  not  take  any  steps  in  having  him  dismissed  f-^A.  No ; 
the  Pension  Office  is  under  the  immediate  management  of  Gen.  Bussey, 
and  I  only  suggest  and  sometimes  advise  in  these  matters,  and  I  think 
I  called  his  attention  to  it. 

Q.  Your  power  in  the  matter  is  limited  any  way  when  the  Secretary 
la  present  and  discharging  his  duties? — A.  If  I  see  anything  wrong  I 
call  either  his  or  Gen.  Bussey's  attention  to  it. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Bailey,  at  the  time  he  was  making  complaint  of  this  mat- 
ter, complain  of  any  other  interference  with  promotions  in  his  division ; 
thatanybody  else  was  interfering  and  making  recommendations,  etc.  f — 
i.  Only  that  he  thought  he  ought  to  be  consulted  in  those  matters  per- 
ainingto  his  division,  but  that  he  was  entirely  ignored,  and  young 
ianm  and  Linewearer  were  looking  after  those  things. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  at  exactly ;  they  were  interfering 
nth  him  f — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  they  were  interfering,  but  that  they 
ontrolled  promotions.  He  complained  that  the  promotions  were  not 
iade  there  on  merit. 

Q.  Did  he  consider  that  it  was  done  as  a  matter  of  favoritism  instead 
f  merit  f — A.  I  hope  you  will  excuse  me  from  sitting  in  judgment  on 
be  motives  of  these  men. 

Q.  I  am  asking  what  Mr.  Bailey  stated,  not  what  their  motives 
^ere. — A.  Oh,  I  can  not  recollect  that  he  stated  other  than  what  I  have 
old  you.    He  evidently  was  not  pleased  with  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  your  attention  called  by  Mr.  Bailey  or  anyone  else 
0  the  case  of  Mr.  Martin,  who  was  in  collusion  or  partnership  or  some- 
hing  of  the  kind  with  a  pension  attorney  of  Topeka,  Kans.,  by  the 
ame  of  Legg ;  did  anybody  call  your  attention  to  that  case  ? — A.  I 
ever  heard  of  that.  I  never  heard  of  such  people. 
Q.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  Howard  and  Engle  and  Taylor  cases,  it  is 
Emitted  in  the  evidence  here — and  I  do  not  think  it  is  improper  for  me  to 
ate  it — that  they  were  charged  with  filing  affidavits  relating  to  young 
anm  before  the  Secretary.  Do  you  know  anything  about  an  efifbrt 
ade  by  the  Commissioner  to  have  Howard  and  Taylor  and  Engle  dis- 
larged  f — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that.  I  was  never  con 
ilt^  in  that  matter. 

Q«  Do  yon  know  anything  about  charges  against  one  George  W. 
ayson,  who  was  in  the  Pension  Office  there,  and  in  charge  of  the 
ecial  examiner's  division,  who  was  charged  with  receiving  assess- 
mts  from  men  sent  into  the  field  t — ^A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
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Q.  Yoa  do  not  know  anything  about  that  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  anything  about  the  ca^  of  Donohue  f — ^A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Please  state  what  you  know  about  Mr.  Donohue's  case  Y— A. 
Welly  I  do  not  know  that  Dohohue  had  a  case  distinctive  from  others. 
Mr.  Donohue  furnished  me  some  information  which  I  thought  impor- 
tant, and  I  gave  his  name,  together  with  others,  to  some  parties  to  make 
an  investigation,  and  I  think  that  the  Commissioner  recommended  Mr. 
Donohue's  dismissal  upon  the  direction  of  Gren.  Bnssey.  I  do  not  want 
to  state  anything  about  that 

Q.  I  want  a  very  full  statement  and  I  want  to  get  it  as  consecatiTdy 
as  possible. — A.  I  called  Gen.  Bussey's 

Mr.  Payson.  Does  this  refer  to  the  La  Tourette  matter  t  I  do  not 
think  it  appears  on  the  record. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  refer  to  charges  now  affecting  Mr.  Donohue  and  La 
Tourette. 

The  Witness.  That  is  what  I  had  reference  to. 

Mr.  Payson.  There  is  nothing  in  the  record  showing  that. 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Enloe  wanted  to  know  if  I  knew  anything  about 
Donohue's  case,  and  I  told  him  I  did  ;  but  I  did  not  know  why  it  was 
distinctive  from  any  other,  and  then  I  was  going  to  tell  him-* — 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  it  in  this  way,  then :  Do  you  know  if  Donohue  waa  re& 
om mended  for  removal  and  removed  for  having  a  man  named  Eellej 
arrested  for  borrowing  money  on  a  note  indorsed  by  Donohue,  or  Dono- 
hue being  in  partnership  with  a  man  named  La  Tourette,  who  was  lend- 
ing money  at  10  per  cent  a  month  f — A.  I  answer  that  question  as  an 
entirety.  No. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it  T — A.  You  ask  a  direct  qoes- 
tion  coupled  with  all  these  adjective  clauses,  and  1  answered  the  questioD 
as  a  whole,  No. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  charges  Donohue  brought  to  your  attention, 
or  what  charges  were  brought  to  your  attention,  affecting  Mr.  Donohoe. 
what  the  nature  of  the  charges  were,  and  who  investigated  them  f— A. 
There  was  a  man  by  the  name  of  W.  H.  Barker,  who  was  chief  of  the 
record  division,  and  he  was  charged  with  borrowing  money  from  his 
clerks  and  then  reducing  them  publicly  when  he  was  asked  to  pay  them. 
I  asked  Geu.  Bussy  to  investigate  that,  and  gave  him  the  name  of  Dod- 
ohue  and  others.  After  Mr.  Donohue  gave  his  testimony  he  was  leoom- 
mended  for  dismissal  as  being  instrumental  in  securing  loans  from  a 
man  named  La  Tourette  at  exorbitant  rates  of  interest 

Q.  Who  recommended  that  dismissal  T — A.  Baum. 

Q.  Who  recommended  that  dismissal  t — A.  Oen.  Baum,  Oommis* 
siouer  of  Pensions.  Donohue  is  a  Democrat,  and  Senator  Ransom,  of 
North  Carolina,  was  interested  in  him,  and  he  asked  before  Donobne 
was  dismissed  that  he  should  be  given  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
vSecretar^^  I  told  his  representative  he  could  not  be  dismissed  until 
the  Secretary  returned,  and  in  the  meantime  he  made  application  to 
Commissioner  Kauui  for  a  hearing,  as  he  did  not  want  to  be  dismissed 
without  one.  The  Commissioner  granted  it  him,  and  1  do  not  think  it 
has  ever  been  had.    Mr.  Donohue  is  still  in  the  Pension  Office,  I  think. 

Q.  The  matter  rested  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anythiug  of  La  Tourette  f — ^A.  Only  what  I  hear. 
I  never  met  the  gentleman. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whetber  or  not  La  Tourette  was  found  guilty  of 
having  upon  his  person  the  papers  or  certiiicates  of  pensioners  sup- 
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sed  to  be  held  as  collateral  for  loans,  and  if  the  special  examiucr 

[commended  he  be  prosecuted  for  it  I — A.  I  do  not  personally  know 

lytbing  of  that.     I  heard  of  it,  but  my  attention  was  not  called  to  it 

ficially. 

Q.  Personally,  do  yon  know  what  was  done  about  itT — A.  No,  I  do 

>t- 

Q.  YoQ  do  not  know  whether  he  was  prosecuted  or  not  f — A.  I  do 
ot 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  colored  man  who  was  arrested  about  the  same 
ime  on  the  same  kind  of  charges!  I  have  his  name  here  somewhere. 
jet  me  see  if  I  can  not  find  his  name. — A.  Now,  wait ;  a  man  by  the 
lame  of  Taylor  was  a  special  agent — he  was  a  black- whiskered  man — 
Ldo  not  know  but  what  he  came  to  me  and  told  me  that  he  had  gotten 
from  LaTourette — I  think  he  said  that  La  Tourette  has  surrendered 
some  certificates  to  him.  I  think  that  was  about  the  same  time  these 
ioquiries  were  being  made. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  anything  about  that  time  about  the  arrest  of  a 
colored  man  on  ihe  same  character  of  charges  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Tou  do  not  know  anything  about  thatT — A.  J  do  not  recollect 
anything,  although  he  may  have  stated  something. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  steps  to  have  the  matter  prosecuted  any  further; 
was  tbere  any  further  inquiry  made  about  it  ? — A.  It  did  not  come  un- 
der my  jui4gdiction.  He  told  me  as  a  friend.  These  people  come  to 
tne  freqaently  with  their  grievances,  and  I  present  the  matter  to  Gen. 
Bossy  or  somebody,  and  ask  that  it  be  investigated. 

Q.  Did  you  take  that  course  in  this  matter  1 — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 
Hr.  Taylor  was  in  my  office  several  times  talking  about  matters  con- 
nected with  the  Pension  Office.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  inquired  about  it 
of  anybody.    If  I  did,  I  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  chief  of  a  division  of  stationery,  a 
oan  by  the  name  of  Latham,  whether  he  was  promoted,  and,  if  so,  for 
^hat  cause  f — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anyone  connected  with  the  Pension  Office  who  was 
Interested  in  the  Kefrigerator  ('ompany  of  which  Oen.  Baum  was  pres- 
lent  t — A.  Only  from  what  I  read  in  the  newspapers  during  the  inves- 
igation  of  last  year.  I  saw  something  about  it,  but  I  do  not  know 
^bat  that  was. 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  subject T — A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  never  had  your  attention  called  to  that  matter  f — A.  No, 
it;  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Oen.  Bussey  on  the  sub- 
5ctf— A.  Of  whatt 

Q.  Of  the  Eefrigerating  Company. — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  talk  al^ut  this  businessf — A.  No,  sir;  not  in  any  de- 
ftil. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  having  any  conversation  with  him  in  which 
e  stated  to  you  about  he  himself  being  interested  in  itf — A.  Oh,  no, 
ir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Theodore  Smith,  connected  with  the 
ension  Office  there  f — A.  Mr.  Theodore  Smith,  only  in  a  general  way. 
[e  made  an  affidavit  for  me. 

Q.  What  was  that  affidavit  f — A.  That  was  in  regard  to  this  Barker 
Qsiness.    Now,  I  can't  give  you  the  contents  of  that  affidavit 

Q.  Can  yon  not  furnish  the  affidavit? — A.  I  think  I  turned  it  over 
>  the  Secretary, 
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Q.  You  can  get  tbat  on  application  t — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
can,  or  not.    I  have  asked  for  it,  and  I  do  not  know  where  it  is. 

Q.  Will  you  make  an  eflbrt  to  get  it  for  the  Commit  tee  1— A.  if  I 
can,  I  will  be  very  glad  to  do  so.    It  is  a  very  general  affidavit. 

Q.  W  hat  is  that  ?— A.  The  affidavit  of  Theodore  Smith.  I  could  give 
the  substance  of  it  in  a  general  way,  but  I  do  not  want  to  be  challeDged 
for  the  accuracy  of  my.  recollection. 

Q.  Ifyoncanget  the  affidavit  we  would  prefer  to  have  that— A. 
I  have  a^ked  two  or  three  times  for  those  affidavits  and  I  have  been 
unable  to  find  them.  They  are  not  on  tile.  I  went  to  the  appoiDtment 
division  for  the  purpose  of  finding  them.  I  heard  something  of  Theo- 
dore Smith  since  then  and  I  wanted  to  see  something  about  it,  and  I 
could  not  find  the  affidavits. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  a  proper  thing  for  those  affidavits  to  be  filed  in 
the  records  of  the  Interior  Department? — ^A.  1  do  not  know.  It  came 
in  this  way :  The  Secretary  asked  me  to  investigate  Mr.  Barker'g  con- 
duct. I  did  ;  and  I  took  all  the  affidavits  I  had  taken  and  made  a  re- 
port directly  to  the  Secretary  and  sent  in  the  report  with  the  affidavitB. 

Q.  Ought  they  not  to  be  on  file  there? — A.  He  might  have  them 
himself;  I  do  nolt  know.  I  know  the  Secretary  will  furnish  them  if  he 
has  them  at  his  command. 

Q.  1  will  ask  you  if  it  is  not  customary  to  take  care  of  such  doca- 
ments ;  do  you  destroy  them  ? — A.  Confidential  communications  be 
tween  the  Secretary  and  myself  do  not  go  on  public  record.  1  do  not 
think  that  is  the  proper  place  for  them,  and  I  do  not  believe  they 
ought  to  be  filed. 

Q.  Here  is  an  affidavit  filed  against  a  man  holding  a  public  pod* 
tion. — A.  But  Theodore  Smith  was  not  a  public  officer. 

Q.  The  charges  were  against  Barker  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  investigating  a  public  officer  and  reporting  to  your 
superior? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  treat  all  communications  between  the 
Secretary  and  myself  as  confidential.  He  does  as  he  pleases,  and 
takes  what  action  he  decides  upon  in  matters  of  that  kind.  If  yon 
were  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  you  should  say  to  me,  **Jodge 
Chandler,  Judge  Payson  is  charged  with  an  ofi'ense,  and  I  would  like 
to  have  you  to  look  into  it  and  investigate  and  report  to  me."  If  I 
should  come  and  tell  you  verbally  my  conclusions,  would  you  think 
that  it  was  proper  that  I  should  be  compelled  to  disclose  our  conver 
sation? 

Q.  I  think  it  would  be  perfectly  proper  to  state  before  this  committee 
what  it  was,  if  it  was  a  verbal  matter,  and  if  it  was  a  written  naatter  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  obtainable ;  I  do  not  think  such  documents  sboold 
be  destroyed. — A.  I  haven't  it  in  my  possession.  I  would  state,  though, 
that  I  have  nothing  to  keep  back  ijom  this  committee. 

Q.  I  am  satisfied  you  do  not  want  to  keep  anything  back. — ^A.  I  wy 
you  shall  have  them  if  they  can  be  procured.  Secretary  Koble  will  be 
perfectly  willing  to  furnish  them. 

Q.  Will  you  state  as  nearly  as  you  can  what  was  the  contents  of  that 
affidavit? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Smith,  in  substance,  testified  he  bad 
known  Mr.  Barker  some  time;  that  he  had  frequently  seen  him  iniHH)! 
rooms  of  the  city  where  money  was  being  put  up  on  races,  and  tbat  be 
had  also  seen  him  across  what  is  called  "  Long  Bridge,^'  here  in  Vir- 
ginia— I  do  not  know  what  you  call  the  place,  but  I  think  there  is  some 
name  given  it. 

The  Ghaihman.  A  gambling  place  t 

The  Witness.  I  thought  there  was  a  race  track  over  there — that  be 
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went  there  to  see  races.    If  we  are  to  be  cod  victed  od  that  a  great  many 
will  have  to  come  uuder  that  role.    That  was  the  substance  of  the  afft- 
davit,  I  think ;  there  might  have  been  something  else  in  it. 
Mr.  Patson.  Was  Smith  in  the  pablic  service  T 
The  Witness.  No,  sir ;  I  understand  he  is  a  pension  attorney. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Smith  had  been  discharged  firom  the  public  service  f — A.  I  do  not 
know  about  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  he  severed  his  connection  with  the  Govern- 
ment f — A.  I  never  heard  he  was  connected  with  it,  yet  he  might  have 
been. 

Q.  Did  you  not  keep  up  pretty  well  with  the  rerating  matter  about 
the  time  that  it  transpired  T— A.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  that, 
sir :  I  did  not  mix  in  that. 

Q.  I  am  not  exactly  satisfied  about  the  reason  you  could  not  get  hold 
of  those  affidavits  when  you  wanted  them. — A.  As  I  sayf  I  sent  them 
to  the  Secretary  and  his  report  was  put  in  his  mail  basket,  and  it  went 
into  him  and  I  have  not  seen  it  from  that  day  to  this.  I  think  Gen. 
Bossey  said  he  understood  Smith  had  not  made  an  affidavit  of  that 
kind,  and  I  wanted  to  know  whether  that  was  so,  and  I  sent  to  the  ap- 
pointment division  to  find  out  whether  the  papers  were  there,  and  I 
also  made  inquiry  in  the  land  and  railroad  division.  We  have  differ- 
ent divisions  where  mail  matters  are  distributed,  and  I  sent  to  several 
divisions,  miscellaneous,  land,  railroad,  appointment,  etc.,  to  see  if  it 
was  in  either  of  them,  s 

Q.  How  did  Gen.  Bussey  happen  to  be  talking  about  Smith's  affidavit 
with  you  I — A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  To  whom  did  he  make  a  statement  that  such  an  affidavit  had  not 
been  made  by  Smith  t — A.  My  private  secretary  told  me  Gen.  Bussey 
said  something  abont  it.  I  think  he  told  me  that  something  came  up 
about  Smith's  connection  with  that  thing,  and  Gen.  Bussey  was  under 
the  impression  that  he  had  not  made  an  affidavit,  as  I  understand  it. 
This  is  also  mere  rumor. 

By  Mr.  Dung  AN : 

Q.  You  stated,  J  understood,  that  the  rule  applying  in  court  was 
rather  reversed  for  departmental  investigations,  and  where  charges 
were  made  a  man  must  prove  his  innocence ;  that  you  did  not  propose 
to  wait  lor  a  hearing. — A.  We  do  not  ordinarily  do  that.  That  has 
been  a  rule  of  the  Department  since  the  organization,  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Was  there  any  reason,  for  tlie  good  of  the  service,  why  the  differ- 
ence was  madet — A.  Will  you  allow  me  to  state  the  reason  for  it  T 

Q.  Very  well. — A.  The  reason  for  it,  as  I  understand,  is  this :  There 
are  some  16,000  employes  in  the  Interior  Department,  and  changes  and 
dismissals  are  being  made  continually.  If  we  specially  investigated 
every  dismissal  and  gave  a  man  a  trial  we  wouldn't  do  anything  else. 
We  act  for  what  we  believe  to  be  the  good  of  the  service. 

Q.  Now,  in  Mr.  Eaum's  case  there  was  no  such  examination  stopped 
for  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  Mr.  Barker's  case  I  understand  you  to  say  you  directed  Gen. 
Bussey  to  have  an  investigation  as  to  that.  Now,  what  is  the  reason 
jou  made  the  difference? — A.  It  was  this:  Mr.  Kaum  was  supposed  to 
bold  a  higher  position  ii|  the  service  than  Mr.  Barker. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  not  Gen.  Bussey  intercede  for  Barker  and  ask  that  he  be 
granted  a  hearing  before  his  case  was  disposed  off — A.  Whol 
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Q.  Assistant  Secretary  Bnssey;  did  he  not  talk  toyoaabontBuker 
EDd  want  to  know  if  you  would  have  charges  against  Barker  ioTesti* 
gated  before  you  discharged  him  f 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Or  did  anybody  else  talk  to  yon  aboat  itf 
.  The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did;  but  Mr.  Barker  and  Gen. 
Bussey  were  living  at  the  same  house  and  were  personal  acquaiDtanceB, 
and  as  a  rule  we  are  apt  to  give  a  little  more  consideration  to  those 
with  whom  we  are  intimately  acquainted  than  we  woald  to  people  who 
are  strangers. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  it  Gen.  Bussey  who  gave  him  an  investigation  and  hearing 
instead  of  you  f — A.  He  had  a  hearing  and  I  had  one  of  my  own. 

Q.  Was  not  Gen.  Bussey  the  cause  of  Barker's  being  given  an  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  himself  against  the  charges  T — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know. 
You  see  that  Bureau,  as  I  have  stated,  is  under  his  control,  and  I  did 
not  feel  like  directing  him  to  do  this  or  that  thing. 

Q.  You  stated  just  now  that  he  and  Barker  were  living  at  the  eame 
house  and  were  personal  friends  and  more  consideration  was  shown 
him  f — A.  I  said  that  it  was  natural  that  we  should  show  more  ooosid- 
eration  to  a  friend  than  we  would  to  strangers.  J,  however,  do  not 
want  to  answer  for  Gen.  Bussey,  and  I  do  not  want  to  be  charged  with 
keeping  his  morals;  that  is,  I  do  not  mean  anything  offensive,  bat  what 
I  meant  to  state  was,  I  did  not  want  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  him. 

Q.  I  am  not  trying  to  get  any  such  opinions  from  you ;  I  am  trying 
to  get  information  from  you,  and  that  is,  if  you  do  not  remember  Gen. 
Bussey  was  the  cause  of  this  investigation  being  made.  I  want  to 
know  if  you  do  not  know  that  to  be  so.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  veij 
simple  question. — A.  I  was  trying  to  think  whether  anything  of  that 
kind  was  said.  I  know  that  charges  were  made  because  the  Secretary 
asked  me  to  investigate  them,  which  I  did.  I  furnished  Gen.  Bossey 
some  witnesses  to  make  some  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

Q.  You  did  not  demand  his  resignation  on  the  charges  without  or- 
dering an  investigation  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  order  an  investigation  on  account  of  Gen.  Bossey's  re- 
quest that  an  investigation  should  be  made  before  he  was  discharged f- 
A.  I  think  I  did  it  because  I  «nderstood  they  were  personal  friends. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  that  information — that  they  were  per- 
sonal friends  T — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  answer  that. 

Q.  How  would  you  know  that  they  were  friends  unless  yon  got  the 
information  from  some  reliable  source? — A.  I  knew  that  they  lived  in 
the  same  house  togetiier ;  somebody  told  me  they  were  rooming  to- 
gether or  something  of  that  kind,  and  I  just  drew  my  conclusion  or  I 
jumped  at  that  conclusion,  perhaps.  I  might  not  have  had  any  well- 
grounded  basis  for  it. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  Gen.  Bussey  did  not  ask  you  to  have  an  inves- 
tigation  made  in  this  matter  before  taking  action  f — A.  I  know  he  did 
not ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  he  did  not  ask  you  to  act  in  the  matter  one  way  or  anotheil— 
A.  I  did  not  think  he  did.    He  did  not  think  there  was  anything  in  it 

Q.  How  did  you  find  that  out? — A.  We  had  some  conversation  about 
it. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at.  You  say  he  did  not  think 
there  was  anything  in  the  charges  against  h*im  f — ^A.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  did  go  that  far. 

Q.  You  did  go  that  far  ?— A.  I  expect  I  did;  but,  as  I  say,  I  do  not 
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want  to  pat  Gen.  Bussey  in  »  false  position  on  that  matter.  We  talked 
that  matter  over  and 

Q.  And  yon  got  that  impression  firom  his  conversation  that  he  did 
Dot  think  there  was  anything  in  the  charges! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  not  responsible  for  that  investigation  before  any  action 
was  takent — A.  Draw  yonr  own  conclusion. 

Q.  Yonr  mind  is  the  one  that  operated  and  I  am  trying  to  get  at  the 
operation  of  yonr  mind.  What  actuated  you  at  that  time  t — ^A.  The 
reference  of  the  Secretary. 

Q.  That  is  another  branch  of  it.— A.  I  beg  pardon ;  I  did  not  under- 
stand you. 

Q.  The  Secretary  ordered  you  to  look  into  this  matter  f — A.  He  re- 
ferred the  matter  to  me ;  I  can  not  tell  you  whether  it  was  before  Oen. 
Bussey  had  his  examination  or  afterwards. 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Bussey  investigate  these  charges  against  Barker  also  t — 
A|  Yes,  sir  J  he  had  a  public  examination. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  What  did  Gen.  Bussey  report  in  regard  to  these  charges  f — A.  He 
found  nothing  in  them. 
Q.  Did  he  find  there  was  nothing  at  all  in  themf — A.  I  think  so. 
Q*  Did  he  not  find  that  there  was  a  forty  dollar  deficit  somewhere  f — 
A.  That  was  all  reported  in  the  newspaper  press  at  the  time. 

Q.  I  am  asking  what  you  knew  about  it. — A.  I  was  not  present  at 
that  investigation.  I  simply  gathered  what  I  know  from  the  newspaper 
press  as  to  what  the  report  was. 

Q.  Did  you  conduct  any  examination  of  that  yourself  T — A.  Privately, 
X  did.  I  did  not  have  any  public  examination,  I  simply  took  the  affi- 
davits of  A,  B,  C,  D,  etc. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  of  your  investigation  f — A.  I  made  some 
^x^ecommeudations  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objections  to  stating  themT — ^A.  I  wish  you  would 
^^xcuse  me. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  you  found  f — A.  I  would  rather  not. 
Q.  I  would  like  to  know. — A.  I  will  tell  you.  I  found  in  my  general 
^conclusion  that  there  was  not  so  much  objection  to  Mr.  Barker  borrow- 
ing money  from  clerks  in  the  Department  as  there  was  in  reducing  them 
publicly  after  he  had  been  asked  for  it.  I  did  not  pretend  to  sit  in 
judgment,  but  I  thought  if  these  affidavits  were  true  Mr.  Barker  ought 
not  to  occupy  the  position  that  he  did  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  he  not  recommended  to  the  Commissioner  for  dis- 
missal f 
The  Witness.  I  can  not  tell  you. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  Secretary  did  in  the  matter  t — ^A* 
That  I  can  not  tell  you. 

Q.  What  did  you  recommend  f — A.  I  recommended  what  I  told  you, 
that  I  found  Mr.  Barker  did  borrow  money  from  the  clerks  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office  from  Beagan,  Mrs.  Fithian,  Mr.  Bryant  or  Bailey,  I  don't 
know  which. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  much  he  had  borrowed  about  that  time 
from  the  different  employes  when  you  investigated  it! — A.  Taking  the 
chattel  mortgage,  the  Fulton  Bank,  and  everything,  I  should  say  be- 
tween $900  and  $1,000. 

Q.  Will  yon  not  state  what  you  recommended  in  this  caset — A.  I 
told  you.     I  recommended  to  the  Secretary  that  I  did  not  think  there 
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was  80  mnch  culpability  on  bis  part  in  borrowing  money  from  the  clerks 
as  there  was  in  reducing  them  publicly  when  he  was  asked  to  pay,  and 
that  if  those  affidavits  were  trae  1  did  not  think  he  ought  to  occupy  the 
position  he  was  in. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  Did  yon  not  state  earlier  in  the  examination  that  he  was  recom- 
mended to  the  Gommissioner  for  dismissal  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Ton  never  said  Barker  was  recommended  for  dismissal  to  the 
Gommissioner  t — A.  I  do  not  say  he  was  not,  but  I  do  not  know  it  if  it 
was  so. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Ton  stated  that  Mr.  Barker  had  friends,  and  for  that  reason  he 
probably  was  given  an  examination ;  was  it  because- 

The  Witness.  Do  not  enlarge  on  what  I  say.  I  already  have  put  it 
pretty  broad.  ^ 

Q.  Will  not  yo.n  repeat  itf — A.  I  said  it  was  natural  to  give  personal 
friends  with  whom  we  were  intimate  more  consideration  than  we  would 
a  stranger,  and  that  that  might  have  operated  Gen.  Busseyin  taking 
the  course  he  did. 

Q.  Was  it  because  Green  B.  Ranm,  jr.,  had  no  friends  that  yon  did 
not  give  him  an  examination  f — A.  He  did  have  friends.  It  was  just 
for  the  reason  that  he  was  occupying  what  is  considered  a  responsible 
position,  and  the  Givil  Service  Oouimission  had  taken  affidavits  show- 
ing, if  they  were  true,  that  he  was  culpable  and  it  would  not  do  to  allow 
a  man  occupying  as  high  a  position  as  he  did  in  the  Pension  Bureau  to 
remain  there  under  such  circumstances. 

By  Mr.  DuNOAN : 

Q.  Was  young  Baum  a  civil-service  appointee) — A.  No,  sir;  he  was 
appointed  assistant  chief  clerk  of  Pension  Office  at  a  salary  of  $2,000, 
which  is  outside  of  the  civil  service.  That  service  does  not  run  higher 
than  tl,800.    There  are  four  classes. 

Q.  How  did  the  Givil  Service  Commission  come  to  take  junsdiction 
of  the  case) — A.  They  did  it  unwittingly,  I  would  say.  It  came  about 
in  this  way. 

A  man  by  the  name  of  Smith  had  made  application  for  an  examina- 
tion, and  another  man  by  the  name  of  Johnson  i>ersonated  him  and 
passed  the  examination  and  gave  Mr.  Smith  credit  for  it,  and  the  Givil 
Service  Commission,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  the  facta 
were,  asked  Mr.  Smith  in  a  room  and  investigated  the  circumstances 
and  found  that  young  Baum  was  paid  $200  to  secure  a  position  as  la- 
borer for  Smith — but  you  have  all  that  here. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  already  before  the  committee. 

The  Witness.  And  when  that  was  drawn  out  the  Secretary's  atten- 
tion was  called  to  it  and  he,  together  with  other  things,  I  suppose,  called 
my  attention  to  it.  Then  when  the  $72  transaction,  together  with  all 
these  things,  came  out  I  thought  he  should  be  removed,  and  I  will  say 
I  am  responsible  for  it  more  than  the  Secretary  or  anybody  else. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  yon  if  yon  know  anything  about  the  creation  of  the 
office  of  appointment  clerk  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  f — A.  I  think 
that  has  existed  fur  a  long  time,  but  I  would  say  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  thatf — A.  I  know  the  Secre- 
tary has  had  the  matter  under  consideration ;  they  do  not  keep  a  reg- 
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ulftr  appoiDtmeat  division  down  there  independent  of  the  Interior  De- 
partmeut,  but  it  is  a  sort  of  an  auxiliary.  They  keep  sick  leaves  and 
recommendations  and  some  of  the  records.  I  know  that  the  Secretary 
had  the  matter  under  conmderation  as  to  the  advisability  of  abolishing 
it,  bat  I  do  not  think  he  has  arrived  at  any  conclusion  on  that  subject 
yet. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  who  created  that  office f — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  his  son  filled  the  office  afterwards  t — A. 
Only  by  representation.  I  know  he  was  appointed  assistant  chief  clerk 
and  that  his  duties  were  practically  to  look  after  appointment  matters. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  learn  that  the  office  was  created  in  order  to  ^ive  his 
son  an  appointment  outside  of  the  civil  service  when  he  could  not  stand 
a  civil  service  examination  f — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  anything  of  the  kindf — A.  No,  sir;  I  thought 
that  the  office  was  created  long  before  this  administration,  but  I  may 
be  ill  error.    I  think  there  has  been  an  assistant  chief  clerk  for  years. 

Q.  There  has  been  an  assistant  chief  clerk,  but  not  an  appointment 
division.  It  was  a  special  order  of  the  Commissioner  t — A.  I  was  ig- 
norant of  the  fact,  if  that  is  so. 

By  Mr.  LiTTLB : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  why  yon  concluded  after  Oen.  Bussey's  report 
ou  that  examination  to  conduct  another  one  yourself) — A.  It  was  by 
direction  of  the  Secretary  that  I  did  it;  it  was  not  on  my  own  account. 
I  should  not  have  made  it  except  on  orders  you  know.  I  do  not  vol- 
anteer  anything  of  that  kind  in  the  Department  if  I  can  help  it. 

Q.  Had  the  Secretary  knowledge  of  Gen.  Bussey's  report  when  h^ 
ordered  yon  to  make  this  investigation? — A.  Well,  sir,  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  had  knowledge  of  that  or  not. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Is  the  Smith  you  spoke  of  as^a^ying  the  money  the  same 
Smith  who  made  the  affidavit  that  you  mentioned? 

The  Witness.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  Smith  spoken  of  in  the  civil-service  report  is  not 
Theodore  Smith  f 

The  Witness.  Oh,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson.  His  name  is  William,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  DUNGAN: 

Q.  The  Theodore  Smi(h  you  speak  of,  was  he  not  the  chief  of  a  divis- 
ion there,  beginning  under  Mr.  Tanner^s  administration,  in  the  special 
examiner's  division  f — A.  If  he  was,  I  do  not  know  it  and  I  could  not  tell 
you.  I  was  going  to  say  I  do  not  know  one  in  a  hundred,  I  guess  one 
in  a  thousand,  of  the  people  in  the  Pension  Office.  It  did  not  come  un- 
der my  jurisdiction.    I  have  charge  of  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  So  you  have  no  recollection  of  whether  Theodore  Smith  was  in 
the  service  at  all  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  only  know  that  he  made  an  affidavit. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  One  other  question  in  regard  to  the  removal  of  young  Banm  :  Did 
Oen.  Bnssey  insist  that  he  should  be  given  a  hearing  before  he  was  re- 
moved, in  conversations  with  you  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  he  insist  that  he  should  have  thirty  days^  leave  of  absence  f — 
A.  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  go  into  these  conversations. 

Q.  1  think  you  ought.  Gen.  Bussey  is  immediately  in  charge  of  this 
Pension  Bureau  and  you  are  his  immediate  superior.  I  find  in  his  tes- 
timony in  other  matters  he  deferred  to  you,  and  I  want  to  know  what 
he  said  in  these  couversations  f — A.  After  I  had  had  this  inquiry  relative 
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to  the  $72 — and  I  want  to  say  that  it  was  paid  back  before  that  time, 
a  day  or  two— I  aske4  Mr.  Touner  if  he  knew  anything  about  yonng 
Baum's  resignation,  and  he  told  me  as  I  suggested  that  he  had  it  with 
the  request  that  he  should  hold  it  until  the  Secretary  came  back,  tiiat 
his  father  did  not  think  his  son  was  guilty,  and  he  said  he  could  saiisfy 
the  Secretary  that  he  was  not,  and  that  he  ought  not  to  remove  him.  I 
told  him  I  would  not  wait ;  that  taking  the  charges  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  and  the  $72  and  what  I  heard  outside  I  was  not  going  to 
delay  that  matter ;  that  the  Pension  Office  was  charged  by  newspapers, 
belching  forth  all  over  the  country,  with  corruption,  and  that  I  would  not 
have  any  further  scandal  going  on.  He  gave  me  the  resignation.  It 
was  datod  the  12th  or  13th  of  May,  and  after  the  formal  part  of  it  it 
read  something  like  this :  '^  I  hereby  tender  my  resignation  to  take  effect 
from  June  15, 1891,  with  leave  from  that  date."  1  took  it  and  wrote 
across  the  back  of  it  ^'Accepted  to  take  effect  at  once,"  and  signed  my 
name  as  Acting  Secretary. 

Q.  How  about  the  thirty  days'  leave  f — A.  I  was  going  to  tell  yon  if 
you  will  give  me  a  chance.    1  sent  for  Mr.  Tonuer,  and  he  caiue  in  and 
said  to  me,  ^^  What  position  is  that  going  to  leave  me  inf"    I  said,  ^l 
don't  care  what  position  it  leaves  you  jn.    You  gave  me  the  resignation 
and  I  will  take  the  responsibility,"  or  words  to  that  effect.     Ue  said  be 
would  like  to  see  Gen.  Bussey  about  it,  and  Gen.  Bnssey  came  in  and 
said,  '^  I  don't  think  you  ought  to  accept  that  resignation  to  take  effect     ] 
at  once."    He  said  that  he  had  promised  when  the  resignation  waft 
asked  for  that  young  Haum  should  have  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence. 
I  said  to  him,  '^  I  do  not  think  he  ought  to  be  remunerated  for  resigning 
if  he  is  giiilty  of  what  is  imputed  to  him."    He  said,  '^  There  is  nothing 
in  this  972  which  has  been  talked  about,  and  yon  are  putting  me  in  a 
position  I  do  not  like  to  occupy  towards  Mr.  Raum.     He  will  think  lam 
acting  in  bad  faith  with  him.    I  would  like  to  carry  out  the  promise 
under  which  the  resignation  was  obtained."    I  said  to  him,  ^'  Yon  did 
not  know  at  the  time  you  had  your  conversation  with  Mr.  Baum  abont 
the  $72,  did  you  f"    He  said,  "  No,"  but  '*I  do  not  think  there  is  any- 
thing in  that.    He  had  charge  of  the  money  and  returned  it ;  nobody^ 
is  prejudiced  by  it,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  more  against  Kannt 
now  than  there  was  before."    I  told  him  I  thought  if  the  Secretary  was 
here  he  would  dismiss  him,  he  would  not  allow  him  to  resign.    Ha 
thought  not,  and  then  said,  ^'All  right,  general,  I  do  not  want  to  get 
you  in  trouble  with  Gen.  Baum  or  anybody  else."    It  had  been  the  policy 
of  the  Department  to  allow  resignations  with  thirty  days'  leave  of  ab- 
sence, and  I  let  it  go. 

Q.  X  ou  say  it  has  been  the  policy  of  the  Department  t — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  rule,  then  f — A.  It  has  been  done  by  Secretary  Lamary 
Secretary  Yilas,  and  Acting  Secretary  Muldrow  during  the  last  admin- 
istration. 

By  Mr.  Littlb: 

Q.  Do  you  speak  of  an  ordinary  resignation  or  resignation  under 
charges  f — A.  They  were  probably  ordinary  resignations.  I  know  of  bo 
resignations  under  charges  given  with  thirty  days.  I  was  unwillingi 
and  have  been  ever  since  I  have  been  in  office,  to  giving  any  more 
time  than  clerks  were  entitled  to — two  and  a  half  days  for  each  month's 
service. 

Q.  Ton  meaip  that  was  the  rule  when  a  man  resigned  of  his  own  free 
willf — A«  I  mean  that  the  Secretary  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion 
gave  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  with  pay. 
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Q.  Bat  when  a  man  is  forced  to  resign,  or  is  discharged,  is  that  the 
istomf — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  not.  If  it  was  voluntary,  if  he  was  not 
t>1iged  to  resign,  he  woald  be  given  thirty  days  in  specially  meritori- 
ous cases.  If  my  recollection  is  right  I  scratched  on  this  resigna- 
on,  '^  accepted,"  to  take  eifect  at  once,  ^'  George  Chandler,  First  As- 
tstant  Secretary."    Yon  will  find  it  down  there  now. 

Mr.  DuNQAN.  Accepted  on  the  terms  f 

The  Witness.  And  he  was  given  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence,  and 
igned  by  myself. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  theory  of  yonrs  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  &ot  that  it 
i?as  a  volantary  resignation  t — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Yon  thought  it  was  a  volantary  resignation  on  his  part  f — A.  I 
think  so.  I  would  consider  it  was  because  the  resignation  was  before 
the  Department  f 

Q.  Did  you  know  it  had  been  demanded  t — A.  Now,  possibly  Oen. 
Bassey  told  me  prior  to  the  time  that  inquiry  was  had..  Most  possibly 
before  I  went  through  the  manual  act  of  signing  my  name. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  tell  yon  before  he  left  he  had  demanded  it  t— A. 
I  do  not  think  he  did,  but  it  is  possible  he  did.  I  can  not  give  you 
what  he  said;  I  left  the  office  with  the  impression  upon  my  mind  that 
as  soon  as  young  Baum's  resignation  was  in  to  accept  it  at  once  and  I 
did  it,  but  I  can  not  say  whether  he  had  demanded  it  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Did  not  you  say  a  moment  ago  that  you  said  to  Gen.  Bussey  that 
^ou  believed  if  the  Secretary  was  there  he  would  dismiss  him  and  not 
hermit  him  to  resign  f — A.  I  did  say  so. 

Q.  And  now  do  you  say  you  think  there  were  no  charges  t — A.  You 
lisquote  me ;  I  stated  that  I  called  the  resignation  voluntary. 

Q.  Mr.  Enloe  asked  you  if  that  theory  was  contrary  to  the  facts,  and 
on  stated  you  thought  not — A.  Was  contrary  to  the  fact  of  whether 
r  not  I  knew  prior  to  the  time  J  signed  my  name  '^  accepted,  George 
'handler.  First  Assistant  Secretary,"  that  the  resignation  had  been  de< 
landed. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  you  stated  to  Gen.  Bussy  on  that  occasion  that 
On  would  rather  give  $150  out  of  your  own  pocket  than  to  give  young 
^^iim  this  thirty-day  leave  of  absence  t — A.  I  do  not  know ;  I  do  not  be- 
^ve  I  did,  although  I  stated  a  good  many  things.  I  am  not  as  flush 
^ith  money  as  that.  I  do  not  think  I  stated  that,  as  I  have  not  got 
^omey  enough  to  give  away  in  that  manner. 

Q.  But  you  did  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  that 
X>u  had  better  give  it  and  let  him  gof — A.  I  did  do  that. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  rule  of  the  office  about  dismissals,  as  I  under- 
tood  Gen.  Bussey  to  say,  there  was  a^ distinction  between  where  a  man 
^signed  under  charges  and  a  man  who  resigned  of  his  own  free  will. 
Ton  think  you  have  stated  that  rule  correctly  as  far  as  your  knowledge 
s  concerned  in  your  answer  some  time  ago  t — ^A.  I  think  so.  I  do  not 
^call  an^'  diflferent. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  that  a  man  who  is  forced  to  resign  under  charges 
without  investigation  on  the  assumption  that  he  is  guilty  ought  to  be  en- 
Itled  to  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  with  pay,  when  a  man  is  forced  out 
»f  the  service  without  any  charges  against  him  at  all,  but  simply  dis* 
nissed  because  the  Department  sees  proper  to  sever  his  connection — ^you 
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do  think  he  ought  to  be  treated  the  same  way  as  the  other  man  f— A.  Y<m 
have  that  question  so  complicated  that  I  do  not  believe  that  I  ander- 
stand  it.  Jnst  read  it  to  me  please.  (The  qaestion  was  lead  orer  bj 
the  stenographer.)  If  you  mean  by  that  to  say  that  a  man  goes  oot 
without  charges  as  against  a  man  going  out  with  charges,  I  say  the 
man  who  goes  out  without  should  have  the  preference. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  have  been  trying  to  get  at.  Where  men  have  been 
discharged  without  any  charges  against  them,  has  it  been  the  rale  to 
give  them  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  1 — A.  It  has  been  done. 

Q.  Is  it  a  rule  of  the  office  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is.  I  do  not 
know  how  that  is,  whether  that  is  the  rule  or  not. 

By  Mr.  DUNGAN : 

Q.  Has  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  the  authority  to  give  a  dis- 
charged man  that  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence) — A.  He  first  makes 
his  recommendation  and  it  then  comes  to  the  Department. 

Q.  And  action A.  Is  taken  in  the  Department.    I  take  all  that 

blame  in  this  matter  on  me  as  far  as  the  thirty  days  is  concerned  Id 
this  case. 

Q.  I  wanted  to  know  if  it  came  from  any  other  sonrce  f — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Patson.  And  the  action  is  taken  by  the  Secretary,  whoever  be 
may  bef 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  did  it 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  Doing  that,  the  question  was,  whether  you  acted  nnder  an  estab- 
lished rale  or  had  some  particular  reason  f — A.  I  had  no  rule  for  it  It 
was  the  manner  in  which  Oen.  Bussey  presented  the  matter  to  me  that 
I  allowed  it. 

Q.  In  this  particular  case  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  allowed  him  by  his  argument  to  indnce  yon  to 
make  an  exception? — A.  I  did  tbat.  If  yon  and  I  were  in  the  same 
position  that  we  were  and  yon  asked  a  favor,  and  under  such  circom* 
stances,  I  would  grant  it.  I  would  not  knock  a  man  down  with  a  clab 
and  say  that  I  would  not  listen  to  him  at  all. 

Q.  You  did  it  as  a  favor  to  Oen.  Bussey  f — A.  Not  entirely;  no, sir; 
bat  that  was  part  of  the  motive  which  actuated  me. 

Q.  It  was  a  favor  extended A.  It  was  extended  to  young  Baom 

and  on  the  representation  that  if  he  resigned  he  should  have  tbirty 
days'  leave  of  absence  with  pay.  I  carried  out  the  agreenient ;  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  made  through  his  father  or  by  himself. 

By  Mr.  Bbosius  : 

Q.  I  understand  from  the  testimony  that  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Baum,  jr.,  was  obtained  upon  the  condition  that  he  was  to  have  tbe 
usual  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence! — A.  That  is  it;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  received  his  resignation,  which  was  to  go  into  effect  ou 
the  15th  of  the  month  f — A.  On  the  16th  of  June ;  yes.  sir. 

Q.  And  you  accepted  it  to  take  effect  at  oncef — A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  not  that  be  a  dismissal  from  office,  and  not  an  acceptance 
of  the  resignation  f  —A.  Not  necessarily.  It  was  accepting  the  resigna- 
tion, chopping  off  the  condition. 

Q.  I  am  only  speaking  of  the  effect  of  it  now.  The  resignation  was 
given  to  take  effect  at  a  certain  date.  Now,  you  made  a  change  in  the 
resignation  to  take  effect  at  once ;  now,  was  not  that  action  on  yoar 
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.rta  practical  dismissal  from  office f— A.  I  thiDk  not.  Persons  often 
sign,  asking  for  twenty,  thirty,  ten,  or  fifteen  days,  and  it  depends 
together  on  the  record  of  the  party  as  to  how  much  time  he  shall 
kve. 

Q.  I  do  not  mean  to  imply  yon  had  not  entire  power  to  do  that,  bat 
le  e£fect  of  it  is  what  is  engaging  my  mind  f — A..  I  did  not  consider  it 
dismissal ;  if  I  had,  I  should  not  have  accepted  the  resignation,  bat 
oald  have  said,  ^<  Ton  are  hereby  dismissed."  One  I  should  consider  a 
tsgrace,  bat  a  resignation  is  a  volantary  act. 

Q.  And  in  view  of  the  conditions  entered  into  by  Gen.  Bussey  you 
loaght  it  was  well  to  carry  them  out  rather  than  to  make  the  reaigna- 
on  take  effect  at  oncef — A.  Yes.  Young  Kaum  was  insisting  that  he 
as  not  guilty. 

Q.  One  other  question.  In  the  matter  of  discriminating  against  em- 
loyte  who  have  charges  ma^le  against  them,  something  has  been  said 
boat  which  I  want  to  have  a  fair  conception.  I  understand  that  the 
bariireB  against  Baum,  jr.,  came  through  (he  Oivil  Service  Gommis- 
Loiit— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  With  their  sanction  t 

Mr.  Patson.  Let  me  interrupt  there,  and  state  that  the  papers  them- 
elves  would  show  on  examination  there  were  no  charges,  as  charges, 
tall.  They  simply  re[)orted  what  they  found  as  facts,  and  the  infer- 
nces  there  were  outside  of  the  papers  themselves.  I  state  this  as  per- 
taps  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  not  read  them  carefully. 
Inhere  were  no  formal  charges  presented  against  Mr.  Baum  in  any  way 
kt  all  by  anybody. 

Mr.  Enloe.  There  were  filed  certain  affidavits. 

Mr.  Patson.  But  not  against  Baum,  jr. 

By  Mr.  Bbosius  : 

Q.  What  I  want  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  and  the 
committee  as  well  to,  is  the  difference  between  the  character  of  the 
slarges,  of  facts  if  you  choose,  in  the  two  cases.  There  seems  to  have 
3660  a  difference  in  the  mode  of  treating  them  t— A.  No;  there  is  no 
lifference  in  the  mode. 

Q.  In  the  one  case  you  investigated  and  the  other  case  you  did  not 
ni6re  was  that  difference  in  the  mode  of  treating  the  two  cases  t — A. 
What  two  cases  t 

Q.  The  cases  of  Baum  and  Barker  t — A.  Mr.  Barker  resigned.  He 
v^as  not  dismissed  at  all. 

Q.  That  was  an  action  on  his  part.  I  am  speaking  of  the  mode  of 
l^i^ating  the  two  cases.  You  have  just  testified  that  you  looked  into 
t^6  charges  against  Mr.  Barker  and  you  did  not  look  into  the  charges 
Against  Mr.  Baumt — A.  No;  I  did  look  into  them  to  the  extent  of  ex- 
fining  the  report  of  the  Civil  Service  Oommission  which  they  fur- 
lUfihed. 

Q.  You  read  the  facts,  but  you  did  not  investigate  the  truth  of  the 
^actst — A.  Not  except  in  regard  to  the  $72. 

Q.  I  fear  I  am  not  understood.  It  has  been  developed  in  the  course 
)f  the  investigation  that  no  investigation  was  made  of  the  case  of  Baum, 
r.;  tiiat  he  had  no  opportunity  of  defending  himself,  and,  if  I  have  un- 
l«*stoocl  the  examination  here  correctly,  there  was  no  investigation, 
•at  the  Department  acted  upon  the  assumption  that  whether  the  facts 
rere  true  or  not  it  presented  a  situation  which  justified  prompt  action 
Q  the  part  of  the  Department  for  the  good  of  the  service.  They  did 
lat  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  In  the  case  of  Barker  they  did  not  reach  the  charges  in  that  way. 
That  is  to  say,  they  did  not  regrard  it  as  presenting  a  sitaationin  which 
the  good  of  the  service  demanded  immediate  action  withont  looking  into 
the  facts.  There  was  that  difference  in  the  two  cases  f — A.  There  was 
not  in  my  mind.    I  did  not  have  charge  of  that* 

Q.  Well,  somebody  didf — A.  Then  yon  mnst  ask  him.  I  do  not  want 
to  sit  in  judgment  on  that. 

Q.  I  am  directing  your  attention  to  the  apparent  difference  in  the 
mode  of  treating  the  two  cases.  One  was  investigated  to  ascertaia 
whether  the  alleged  facts  were  true.  In  the  other  the  facts  were  either 
assamed  to  i>e  true  without  investigation,  or  you  held  that  tht  silos- 
tion  was  such  as  to  justify  prompt  action  withont  any  investigatioD^ 
and  what  I  was  going  to  direct  your  attention  to  was  this ;  the  differ- 
ence in  the  way  the  two  cases  came  to  your  attention.  One  came  to 
to  you  from  another  branch  of  the  Government,  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission, and  came  to  you  with  their  sanction  to  some  extent,  present- 
ing to  you  certain  facts  which  you  thought,  whether  they  were  true  or 
false,  jnstifi^  prompt  action  on  the  part  of  the  Department,  and  joq 
took  prompt  action.  In  the  other  case  I  understand  there  was  no  state- 
ment of  facts  which  came  to  you  from  any  other  Department  of  the 
Government,  but  that  some  employ^  of  the  Government  had  made  an 
affidavit;  that  is  all  you  had.  Then  there  was  a  distinction  between 
the  character  of  the  data  that  you  had  and  from  which  yon  acted  in  the 
two  cases  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  point  to  which  I  wish  to  direct  your  attentioQ.~A. 
But  there  was  a  difference  between  the  positions  which  they  oocapied. 

Q.  Certainly;  in  addition  to  what  I  have  stated  there  was  a  differ- 
ence in  the  positions  they  occupied. — ^A.  Yes,  and  the  relations  which 
they  bore  to  the  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Bnlob.  You  stated  a  while  ago 

The  Witness.  Yon  have  got  that  so  mixed  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  assent  to  all  of  that  or  not. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  I  see  myself  that  there  was  a  clear  distinction  between 
the  cases  which  possibly  justified  the  difference  in  the  moiie  of  treating 
the  two  cases. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brosius.  And  I  wanted  to  develop  the  difference  between  the 
way  the  two  cases  came  to  the  attention  of  the  Department  that  yon 
might  regard  it  as  a  sufficient  explanation  of  the  difference  in  the  mode 
of  treating  the  two  cases. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  object  to  this  at  all,  except  I  think  it  is  not  a 
very  good  idea  to  assume  a  hypothetical  case  and  put  it  in  the  mouth 
of  the  wituess  and  let  him  take  the  responsibility  of— 

Mr.  Brosius.  If  the  gentleman  had  been  paying  attention  to  what  I 
have  been  saying  he  would  not  have  made  the  assertion  that  this  was 
a  hypothetical  case.  It  was  simply  the  facts  in  the  way  in  which  the 
two  cases  came  to  the  Department's  attention  and  the  difference  in  the 
mode  of  treating  them! 

Mr.  Enloe.  Well,  I  think  that  is  a  matter  of  argument 
By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

u^\  ^  ^4?^ J  ^  ^^  ^^^  *^^^^  ^^^^  ™^®  y^^  referred  to  in  regard  to 
thJrL^i  f^^^^'  ^^^  ^^^^^  *  ^*»i*e  »go  it^  depended  altogether  on 
hA  Jrt.T^  .  ^"®  ^^^^y  ^  ^^  whether  or  not  the  leave  of  absence  should 
an-i  if-  T  iJ"^-  ^^^  altogether;  I  do  not  think  I  went  so  far  as  that, 
and  ir  1  Old  I  used  '<  altogether '^  unadvisedly.    I  mean  if  we  have 
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ft  cl^rk  who  has  been  in  the  office  ten,  or  fifteen,  or  twenty  years^  and 
has  been  attentive  to  duty  and  not  taken  too  much  annnal  or  sick 
leave,  that  we  wonld  give  him  more  consideration  than  a  clerk  who 
had  only  been  there,  say  eighteen  months,  and  that  the  Secretary  in 
the  exercise  of  his  discretion  takes  that  into  consideration. 

Q.  Has  there  been  anything  in  the  record  of  young  Ranm  to  justify 
the  giving  to  him  of  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  f — A.  No,  he  had  not 
been  in  there  twenty  years. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  any thiug  about  the  dismissal  of  several  gentlemen 
on  the  hypothesis  that  they  had  been  furnishing  information  to  news- 
papers, some  seven  special  examiners? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  hear  anything  about  thatf — A.  I  saw  some  statements  in 
the  newspapers. 

Q.  Did  those  papers  pass  under  your  observation  f  Did  you  sign 
any  of  the  discharges) — A.  I  will  not  say  whether  I  did  or  not, 

Q.  If  yon  had  signed  any  of  those.discharges,  and  it  had  been  a  case 
of  several  gentlemen  who  had  records  as  soldiers  in  the  Army,  and 
who  had  good  records  in  the  Pension  Office  as  examiners,  and  they  were 
discharged  without  any  cause  being  given,  would  you  have  thought 
that  that  was  a  proper  case  in  which  to  give  a  thirty  days'  leave  of 
absence? — A.  I  would  not  have  signed  the  dismissal,  not  if  I  had  known 
it.  If  you  will  consider  that  I  perhaps  sign  100  to  500  pieces  of  mail 
every  night,  I  have  to  rely  largely  on  subordinate  officers.  In  the  Land 
Office,  I  rely  upon  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office.  In  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  I  rely  upon  Oen.  Baum  and  Gen.  Bussey.  I  can  not  stop 
to  investigate  each  individual  case,  and  sign  several  hundred  requisi- 
tions, and  I  do  not  know  what  the  basis  of  them  are. 

Q.  If  you  had  known  at  the  time  that  such  charges  were  assigned 
for  dismissal  a43  you  say,  would  you  not  have  signed  them  f — A.  I  should 
have  turned  them  over  to  the  Secretary  and  allowed  him  to  take  the 
responsibility.    I  should  not  have  done  it. 

By  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  given  the  workings  of  the  Pension-  Office  any 
study  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  requested  by  the  Secretary  or  by  any  person 
to  examine  the  operations  of  what  is  known  as  the  order  of  completed 
files  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  effect  of  the  calls  made  by  members  of 
Congress  upon  cases  called  up  by  them  f — A.  I  have  an  idea. 

Q.  1  wish  you  would  tell  it  to  the  committee. — A.  I  may  be  in  error 
in  regard  to  that.  They  furnish  the  Commissioner  a  slip  giving  the 
name  of  the  soldier  and  his  service.  This  is  sent  to  the  Commissioner, 
and  he  puts  a  stamp  on  it  and  sends  it  perhaps  to  the  mail  division, 
and  It  goes  either  to  the  western,  eastern,  northern,  or  southern  divi- 
sions for  information.  It  is  returned  by  that  division  to  the  adjudicat- 
ing division,  and  then  a  letter  is  written  to  the  soldier  giving  the  status 
of  the  claim,  signed  by  the  Commissioner,  and  an  envelope  is  addressed 
to  the  soldier,  and  the  letter  and  envelope  put  in  another  and  addressed 
to  the  member  of  Congress.    That  is  the  way  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Now,  after  that  communication  containing  the  information  which 
yon  have  described  is  sent  to  the  member  of  Congress,  and  through  the 
member  of  Congress  to  the  claimant,  what  then  becomes  of  the  case 
itself! — ^A.  If  the  case  is  ready  to  pass  judgment,  it  is  acted  upon; 
otherwise  the  claimant  has  to  furnish  the  testimony  which  the  Gommis- 
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fiioner  sajB  is  wantiug,  and  if  his  examination  is  necessaEy  he  is  ordered 
to  take  a  medical  examination, 

Q.  If  a  case  is  found  to  be  complete,  it  is  given  to  the  adjadicatiog 
division  and  ground  out  in  regular  order t — ^A.  That  is  as  I  ooder- 
stiiud  it. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  taken  occasion  to  examine  into  the  operatiooB  of 
the  order  called  the  order  of  completed  files,  so  as  to  be  able  to  tell  the 
committee  what  is  the  eii'ect  of  a  statement  made  by  an  attorney  that 
a  (;ase  is  completed  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  read  the  order  of  completed  files! — A.  I  do  not 
think  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  never  been  told  by  any  one  what  is  the  effect  of  a  call 
made  by  an  attorney  under  that  order! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  not  been  told  it  was  precisely  the  same  and  prodacin^ 
the  same  result  as  calls  from  members  of  Congress  do,  that  they  are 
called  from  the  files  and  if  found  to  be  completed  are  sent  to  the  adja- 
dicatiog division  ! — A.  I  snppose  that  would  be  the  effect  of  it,  bat  I 
never  had  occasion  to  examine  it,  because  that  does  not  come  under  my 
supervision,  and  I  have  enough  to  do  with  looking  after  the  Land 
Office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  how  that  order  of  oompleted  fiks 
was  secured  f — A.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

Q.  Was  not  your  attention  called  to  the  fact  that  George  E.  Lemon, 
an  attorney  in  the  city  of  Washington,  applied  to  the  Commissioner  to 
have  such  an  order  made  and  that  it  was  made  in  compliance  with  his 
request! — A.  Not  until  after  Gen.  Bussey  was  examined  here  the  other 
day.    I  think  I  read  his  testimony  and  I  saw  something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Did  not  you  read  the  testimony  taken  before  the  committee  a  year 
ago! 

Mr.  Payson.  As  life  is  tolerably  short,  as  the  Secretary  says  he  does 
not  know  anything  about  it  at  all,  I  would  suggest 

Mr.  Cooper.  I  will  get  to  the  point  soon. 

Q.  Now,  was  the  matter  of  Mr.  Lemon's  connection  with  the  orderof 
completed  files  and  the  execution  of  the  order  of  completed  files,  ootem- 
poraneously  with  his  indorsement  of  Mr.  Raum's  paper  to  a  large  amoont 
of  money,  called  to  your  attention  ! — A.  I  think  I  saw  that  in  a  news- 
paper. 

Q.  Was  it  never  discussed  in  the  office  ! — A.  Not  by  me. 

Q.  Did  you  never  ask  to  have  it  investigated  ! — A,  I  never  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  investigation  was  ever  made  of  it  by 
any  Department  of  the  Government ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  have  no  supervision  over  that  immediate  department! — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  know  anything  about  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  First,  Mr.  Secretary,  allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  this  matter 
of  the  $72.  I  understood  you  to' say  that  a  gentleman  came  to  seeyoa 
in  regard  to  what  he  said  was  an  embezzlement  of  public  funds t— A* 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  insisted  upon  an  examination  of  what ! A.  I  did  not 

believe  it,  and  I  said  to  him,  *'  If  you  will  furnish  me  the  name  of  Ibe 
informant  I  will  send  for  the  man  and  have  an  investigation  of  it  in  his 
presence.'' 

Q.  And  that  you  did  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  ascertained  the  fact  that  the  money  had  been  returned, 
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o  far  ^  oa  ascertained  it  was  in  the  same  bills  iu  which  it  had  been 
^yed  to  Mr.  Baamt— A.  Yes,  sir,  so  far  as  I  know. 
He  had  been  acting  as  custodian  of  the  money  daring  the  time  it 
>een  placed  in  his  hands  down  to  the  time  it  was  demanded  t — A. 
understood. 

From  thertime  it  came  into  the  office  of  the  assistant  chief  clerk 
3  time  it  was  retamed,  it  was  in  his  custody  t — A.  I  do  not  know 
Dhat  is,  but  I  suppose  so. 

Was  Mr.  Baum  called  upon  to  make  any  statement  in  reference  to 
^.,  I  think  he  was  in  Philadelphia.  I  was  informed  he  was  there. 
Now,  in  connection  with  that  fact,  as  well  as  facts,  whatever  they 
which  were  elicited  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  has  not 
a  B.  Baum,  jr.,  always  insisted,  as  far  as  you  know,  that  he  was 
y  innocent  of  any  wrong  doing  in  itt — A.  Tes,  sir. 
Is  your  memory  sufficiently  clear  in  reference  to  the  Civil  Service 
nission  papers  to  remember  anything  of  a  detail  in  reference  to 
f — A.  I  can  give  a  general  outline  of  them. 
Is  not  this  the  fact,  that  Smith  had  been  appointed  to  a  position 
3orer,  and  that  afterwards  he  was  promoted  to  a  position  there  as  a 

snger  or  assistant  messenger 

.  ii)NLOE.  I  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  let  the  witness  make 
:4itement. 

.  Payson.  This  is  cross-examination  and  I  have  the  right  to  make 
leading  as  I  choose.  ^ 
e  Chairman.  Tbese  papers  are  affidavits. 

.  Patson.  I  am  getting  at  what  the  Secretary  knew  about  this 
3r. 

.  Little.  The  witness  has  stated  he  could  only  give  an  outline. 
.  Patson.  On  a  cross-examination  I  have  the  right  to  ask  whether 
and  such  a  thing  is  a  factor  not.  (To  the  witness:)  The  next  step 
3  transaction  was,  if  you  recollect.  Smith  secured  a  civil  service 
intment  through  a  false  personation  by  a  man  named  Johnson  f — 
es. 

That  was  the  exciting  cause,  you  understand,  of  the  action  of  the 
Service  Commission,  and  in  connection  with  this  question  of  the 
impersonation  by  putting  Smith  under  an  examination,  the  fact 
ieveloped  he  had  paid  Strachan  some  money  for  securing  an  ap- 
ment  as  laborerf — A.  I  think  that  is  so. 

This  word  Strachan  is  spelt  variedly.  Did  not  Strachan  deny,  as 
inderstand,  that  he  had  paid  Baum,  jr.,  any  money  or  received  any 
y  from  Smith f — A.  In  the  first  examination? 
All  the  way  through  ? — A.  He  had  a  second  one  in  which  he  said 
thing  about  the  payment  of  money  for  young  Baum,  who  had  ex- 
Mi  a  note.  The  payment  was  for  $50  or  something  like  that. 
At  all  events,  so  far  as  Mr.  Baum  was  concerned  he  always  denied 
K)mplicity  in  the  transaction  t — A.  I  never  had  a  conversation  with 
^  Raum.    He  never  came  to  me. 

Is  it  your  understanding  that  was  his  position,  that  he  was  never 
{  an  opportunity  to  make  his  explanation  before  the  Department  f — 
hat  wasn't  the  way  it  was  represented  to  me. 
Now,  coming  down  to  the  matter  of  Donohue,  in  connection  with 
>aning  of  money,  and  La  Tourette,  is  it  not  a  fact  Gen.  Baumrec- 
snded  his  dismissal  to  the  Secretary  f — A.  I  think  so. 
How  did  that  recommendation  come  to  the  Secretary's  office, 
there  not  an  effort  made  by  the  friends  of  Donohue,  whoever  they 
lave  been,  against  the  approval  of  that  recommendation  ! — A.  How 
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Q.  Did  not  friends  of  Donobne  appeal  to  the  Secretary,  and  has  that 
action  of  the  Commissioner  ever  been  acted  npon  t — A.  They  appealed 
to  the  Commissioner  to  ^ve  Mr.  Donohue  a  hearing.  I  think  he  made 
a  written  affidavit  and  presented  it  to  Gen.  Baam,  bat  I  do  not  tidok  a 
hearing  has  ever  been  had. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  of  the  witness  before  we  conclude  this  hearing- 
did  yon  ever  call  the  attention  of  the  district  attorney  to  the  charges 
against  yonng  Baum  and  suggest  there  should  be  a  prosfM^ution  f— A. 
I  do  not  know  I  had  a  conversation  with  him.  I  think  I  wrote  him  a 
letter,  but  I  can  not  find  it.  I  was  trying  to  find  oat  how  Mr.  Ck)lecam6 
up  there. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  what  you  said  in  that  letter  or  in  the  conveisa- 
tion  with  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  it  was. — A.  Well,  I  called  his  attention  to  a  man 
named  Dan  Stewart,  who  was  represented  to  me  as  having  two  letters 
from  yonng  Baum  in  which  he  agreed  to  get  him  a  place  wortii  $60  a 
month  if  Stewart  would  pay  him  $10  a  month  out  of  it. 

Q.  Who  was  Stewart! — A.  I  do  not  know.  .  I  called  this  to  Cole's 
attention  and  gave  him  his  address.  I  also  told  him  of  a  man  named 
Taylor,  who  claimed  to  have  received  a  letter  from  young  Baum  making 
a  similar  proposition,  this  and  the  civil  service  matter,  I  think,  is  aU 
the  conversation  1  had  with  Mr.  Cole  the  first  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  took  any  action  on  those  conversa- 
tions f — A.  I  think  so;  I  think  be  came  back  and  told  me  he  did  not 
think  there  was  enough  in  the  case  so  that  he  could  make  a  case  oat 
of  it.  Then  a  detective — I  do  not  know  his  name,  but  he  wears  Barn- 
side  whiskers  and  wears  si)ectacles,  and  has  a  sandy  complexion — came 
up  and  said  he  had  seen  Dan  Stewart,  I  think  that  was  his  name,  and 
he  denied  the  whole  business,  and  Taylor,  I  do  not  think  they  ever 
hunted  up.    If  they  did,  I  never  heiird  anything  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  second  conversation  about  it! — A.  With  whona^ 

Q.  With  the  district  attorney  f — A.  The  second  is  the  one  when  ^^ 
said  he  did  not  think  he  could  make  a  case  out  of  the  testimony. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Stewart  was  a  man  who  claimed  to  know  about  it  t — A.  It  was  ^ 
represented  to  me. 

Q.  Then  on  investigation  Stewart  denied  the  whole  basinessf— 
Ye8,  sir. 

Q.  And  yet  it  was  published  to  the  whole  country  t — A.  I  don 
think  anything  was  ever  said  about  Stewart. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  shows  how  such  a  thing  can  start  and  it  ilia 
trates  how  easy  it  is  to  destroy  a  man's  name. 

By  Mr.  COOPBB : 

Q.  Was  not  the  gentleman  described  by  you  as  a  detective  in  th 
employ  of  the  Government  f — A.  I  think  he  is  in  the  employ  of  th 
District. 

Q.  Was  he  not  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office  T — A.  Idc^ 
not  think  he  was.     I  think  he  is  an  employ^  of  the  District. 

Q.  Is  his  name  McElfresh  f — A.  I  do  not  know  what  his  name  is,  ba^ 
I  could  easily  identify  it  if  I  could  hear  it. 

Q.  McDevittt — A.  No,  not  McDevitt.    I  can  find  oat  his  name. 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

^  Q.  Yoa  were  speaking  awhile  ago  about  matters  coDcerning  which 
Judge  Payson  a«ked  yoa,  and  he  wanted  to  know  if  you  referred  to 
yoang  Kaniu's  plea  of  innocence  all  the  time  in  this  matter;  I  will  ask 
you  if  Mr.  Kanm  ever  had  a  hearing  before  you  or  had  any  communica- 
tion in  regard  to  thist — A.  Yotfng  Banmt 

Q.  Yes. — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  attempt  to  see  you  in  regard  to  it  t — A.  Not  that  I  ever 
heard  of.    My  latchstring  is  out  for  everybody. 

Q.  He  did  not  call  on  yon  or  write  to  you  f — A.  Not  that  I  have  anj 
recollection  of. 

Q.  How  do  yon  know  he  was  insisting  he  was  innocent,  if  he  was  in- 
sisting f — A.  I  said  that  it  was  so  represented  to  me.  I  did  not  say  I 
knew  anything  about  it, 

Mr.  Payson.  Were  you  advised  that  young  Eaum  was  insisting  upon 
his  innocence,  but  that  he  was  given  no  opportunity  to  demonstrate 
itf 

A.  He  never. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  understand  that  Russell  Harrison  interceded  for 
Barker  to  keep  him  from  being  tnrned  out,  and  that  it  was  his  influence 
that  saved  Barker  at  the  time  this  investigation  was  made  t — A.  I  never 
beard  of  any  snch  a  thing. 

Q.  You  were  speaking  of  Strachan's  testimony.  Did  you  remember 
Strachan  was  examined  twice  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  regard  to  his  second  testimony  you  made  a  statement  as  to 
what  you  recollected  in  reference  to  some  $50  transaction  f — A.  That 
Smith  claimed  he  had  paid  that  sum  on  a  note  of  young  Ranm. 

Mr.  Patson.  Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  that  Smith  paid  $50, 
or  paid  $50  to  Strachan  which  Strachan  claimed  was  to  pay  on  a  note 
of  young  Kaum'st 

A.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  papers  show  for  themselves. 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  papers  show  for  themselves,  and  that  is  the  reason 
I  called  attention  to  it  awhile  ago.  I  want  the  papers  to  show  for  them- 
selves. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  At  the  time  this  resignation  was  tendered  Secretary  Noble  was 
not  in  town! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  when  it  was  first  given  Mr.  Tanner! — A.  I  think  not, 
sir.  Secretary  Noble  went  away — well,  if  he  was,  I  did  not  know  s^ny- 
thing  about  it,  but  I  do  not  think  he  was. 

Q.  There  has  been  talk  about  the  resignation  with  the  Secretary  by 
somebody  before  he  went  away  f — A.  I  could  not  state. 

Q.  And  the  Secretary  directed  you A.  Oh,  there  may  have  been ; 

that  is  right. 

Q.  So  you  know  from  that  source  there  was  talk  about  it  before  the 
Secretary  went  away  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  anything  Secretary  Noble  said  to  you  whether 
or  not  Mr.  Kaum,  jr.,  made  an  attempt  to  see  the  Secretary  in  reference 
to  this  matter  before  his  departure? — A.  He  did  not  say  anything  to 
me  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  whether  or  not  it  is  a  fact 
that  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  tried  to  see  Secretary  Bussey  in  refei'ence  to 
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this  matter  and  have  an  opportunity  of  demonstrating  his  own  inno- 
cence in  regard  to  it! — A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Secretary  Noble  would  be  the  proper  person  for  Mr.  Banm  to 
apply  to  in  the  first  instance  f — A.  If  he  was  in  town,  but  he  would 
probably  be  referred  to  Secretary  Bussey.  I  would  have  always  been 
glad  to  see  him  or  anybody  else  who  had  a  grievance. 

Q.  If  the  Secretary  was  out  of  town,  should  he  come  to  you  or  Gen. 
Bussey  t — A.  I  think  to  Oen.  Bussey,  because  he  had  immediate  super- 
vision of  that  bureau,  and  I  think  he  would  have  gone  to  him  first. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  more  question.  You  stated  awhile  ago,  in 
answer  to  a  question  whether  you  would  have  given  thirty  days'  leave  of 
absence  to  certain  employes,  that  if  you  had  known  of  the  fact  you  would 
not  have  signed  the  discharges  at  all.  If  you  found  you  had  signed 
such  papers  inadvertently  without  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  if  you 
were  applied  to  by  those  persons  to  be  reinstated,  what  course  would 
you  pursue  t— A.  I  would  call  the  Secretary's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
they  were  dismissed,  and  he  would  take  action  thereon.  I  would  state 
that  he  is  a  great  lover  of  justice. 

Q.  But  I  am  simply  asking  this  A.  I  would  call  the  Secretary's 
attention  to  the  fact,  and  then  he  could  decide  for  himself  on  that 
matter. 

Q.  You  would  not  have  the  power  to  reinstate  them  f — A.  I  would 
not  go  to  another  bureau  and  attempt  to  do  that. 

Q.  You  think  they  should  be  reinstated  if  that  is  the  only  thing 
against  them  f — A.  That  would  be  my  impression.  I  am  going  on  the 
assumption  that  what  you  state  are  the  facts ;  if  that  assumption  is 
correct,  I  should  think  so. 

By  Green  B.  Raxtm,  Jr. : 

Q.  You  called  for  my  re^si^nation  simply  upon  the  prima  facie  case 
made  against  me,  and  you  did  not  give  me  any  opportunity  to  make  a 
defense.  In  the  case  of  Maj.  Barker  you  stated  you  investigated  the 
matter  of  the  charges  brought  against  him,  and  you  found  he  was 
guilty  of  them  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  not  you  state A.  I  found  he  had  been  borrowing  money 

and  guilty  of  a  part  of  the  charge. 

Q.  After  this  investigation  did  not  you  recommend  his  dismissal  to 
Gen.  Noble f — A.  I  did  not  make  any  recommendation  other  than  this: 
I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  thought  the  culpable  portion  of 
Maj.  Barker's  conduct  was  in  publicly  reducing,  humiliating  clerks  in 
the  ofQce  when  they  asked  for  the  return  of  the  mouey.  Let  me  state 
this :  I  did  not  say  to  the  Secretary  you  should  do  this  or  that,  but  I 
simply  laid  the  facts  before  him  -and  he  could  draw  his  own  conclusions. 

Q.  That  is  the  point  I  want  to  make,  that  after  having  made  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  Barker  matter  and  finding  possibly  part  of  the  charges 
were  proven,  you  did  not  call  upon  him  to  resign,  and  did  not  dismiss 
him,  did  you  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Was  he  dismissed  or  was  his  resignation  called  fort — A.  I  do  not 
know  how  that  was.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  I  reported  to  the 
Secretary  and  after  I  had  gone  through  my  branch  of  it  I  had  nothing 
against  him.  I  thought  if  the  witnesses'  affidavits  were  true  he  ought 
not  to  occupy  the  position  he  did,  and  I  still  think  so. 
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By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  There  is  another  point  as  far  as  this  particular  case  is  concerned ; 
yoa  said  friends  of  Mr.  Barker  came  to  you  and  asked  for  a  hearing  f — 
A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  so  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  not  you  state  that  friends  requested  that  this  should  be  in- 
vestigated f — A.  No ;  in  regard  to  the  Donohue  case  1  stated  that  Sen- 
ator Kansom  asked  that  Donohue  should  not  be  dismissed  without  a 
hearing,  that  Donohue  applied  for  one,  which  Commissioner  Baum  very 
kindly  gave  him. 

By  Mr.  Ein.OE : 

Q.  Judge  Chandler,  I  will  ask  yon  if  ^ou  have  read  the  testimony  of 
Gen.  Bussey  in  regard  to  J.  Jolly  Jonea  and  his  visits  to  the  Pension 
Office! — A.  I  just  glanced  over  it  in  the  last  five  minutes;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Jones  is  your  private  secretary! — A.  Yes, sir;  or  confiden- 
tial clerk,  I  think  he  is  called. 

Q.  What  authority  do  you  give  him  when  he  visits  the  Pension  Of- 
fice!— A.  None  whatever;  that  is,  as  an  officer.  Yon  have  reference  to 
pension  cases! 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  I  will  explain  that  to  you  in  a  minute  if  you  will 
allow  me. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Certainly,  that  is  what  we  desire. — A.  Before  I  came  to  this  position  I 
had  a  judicial  district  in  Kansas  of  about  125,000  inhabitants,  and  a 
great  many  soldiers  therein  who  hail  sat  on  juries  and  were  witnesses  in 
cases,  and  litigantis,'  too,  when|I  received  this  appointment  wrote  me  let- 
ters asking  me  to  look  into  their  cases  that  had  been  filed  here  and  I 
asked  Mr.  Jones  to  take  these  letters  and  make  out  slips,  similar  to 
those  that  the  members  of  Congress  use,  giving  the  name  of  the  soldier, 
the  company  and  regiment  to  which  he  belonged  and  take  it  to  the 
Commissioner  or  chiefs  of  division  and  leave  it  with  them  with  the  re- 
quest that  they  give  him  the  status  of  those  claims,  and  when  they  did 
to  bring  the  slips  back  to  me  and  I  would  write  a  letter  telling  them 
what  the  difficulty  was  and  they  would  have  to  furnish  certain  evi- 
dence, etc 

Q.  You  sent  him  there  to  get  that  information! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  virtue  of  your  superior  position  what  advantage  did  it  give 
Mr.  Jones,  or  the  claimants  for  whom  he  was  iicting,  over  other  claim- 
ants!— A.  None  whatever.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  hiwl  cases  pending 
there  from  November  until  January  and  did  not  receive  any  reply. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Didn't  have  much  infiuence  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  ask  for  any 
preferences.  If  I  sent  Mr.  Jones  there  to  ask  about  a  case  they  would 
give  him  their  reply  on  the  slips,  where  otherwise  they  would  have 
to  take  time  to  write  a  letter,  address  an  envelope,  and  I  thought  I 
was  doing  the  Pension  Office  a  service,  because  I  would  save  them 
writing  the  letters  and  all  that  work.  It  took  Mr.  Jones  about  three- 
quarters  of  his  time  to  look  after  it  and  must  have  taken  that  much 
work  off  from  them,  and  at  the  same  time  these  people  would  take  it 
hard,  knowing  me  as  they  did — I  used  to  be  one  of  them — if  I  referred 
their  matters  to  some  one  else. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Wouldn't  that  give  those  claimants  who  happened  to  be  your 
friends  a  very  considerable  advantage  over  claimants  who  were  repre- 
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sented  by  their  attorneya  or  no  attoruey  at  all  f — ^A.  No,  sir,  it  didn't, 
because  they  paid  no  more  attention,  if  an  much,  to  my  claims  as  to  mem- 
bers of  Congress  who  presented  claims. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact,  or  do  you  know  how  that  fact  is  as  to  whether  Mr. 
Jones  went  around  through  the  Department  or  through  the  bnreaa  to 
the  various  divisions  and  gave  this  matter  his  personal  attention  and 
suggested  to  the  chiefs  that  these  cases  be  taken  up  and  acted  upon  f — 
A.  If  he  did  he  has  deceived  me ;  I  gave  him  to  understand  at  the  out- 
set that  he  was  simply  to  leave  these  slips  there,  have  them  put  on  what 
they  pleased  and  he  went  around  and  gathered  them  up. 

Q.  If  he  went  through  the  Bureau  to  the  variousdivisionsmakingsng- 
gestions  as  to  what  was  to  be  done,  he  did  that  without  your  consent 
or  knowledge! — ^A.  I  don't  t^nk  he  did  it. 

Q.  You  don't  .know  about  that  f — A.  No,  sir.  Of  course  I  wasn't 
present,  I  never  asked  the  Commissioner  to  make  a  case  special  that  I 
had,  that  I  recollect  of. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  Assistant  Sec- 
retary or  Second  Assistant  Secretary  to  represent  their  political  friends, 
and  in  that  way  get  advantage  over  other  claimants?— A.  No,  sir; 
there  were  a  tliird  of  these  men  ibr  whom  I  got  information  who  are 
Democrats,  and  it  was  some  of  their  claims  that  I  most  persistently  fol* 
lowed. 

Q.  I  don't  mean  particularly  Democrats  or  Bepublicans.  Wouldn't 
those  persons  who  applied  to  you  on  account  of  their  acquaintance  with 
you  and  su))posing  you  would  extend  them  the  favor,  wasn't  it  a  favor 
to  them  if  you  interested  yourself  in  their  cases,  and  didn't  it  give  them 
advantage  over  other  claimants  ? — A.  Not  if  the  Commissioner  didn't 
hasten  the  adjudication  of  the  claims.  It  might  in  this  way,  if  a  man 
filed  in  July,  l.s90,  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  and  his  claim  wa« 
not  completed,  and  long  after  another  man  filed  his  claim  completed 
and  I  should  call  that  claim  up,  and  the  Commissioner  would  order  it 
for  examination,  and  it  should  be  allowed,  that  it  might  have  the  effect 
you  speak  of. 

Q.  If  he  had  an  attorney  could  he  have  rendered  the  same  service  t — 
A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  could  or  not. 

Q.  Why  did  you  look  after  it,  then,  instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  attor- 
ney f — A.  I  didn't  know  of  any  attorneys.  I  didn't  know  who  were  the 
attorneys  of  these  parties. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  be  the  proper  thing  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
and  Assistant  Secretary  to  allow  cases  to  take  their  course  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office  without  their  interference  f — A.  They  were  not  interfering, 
not  any  more  than  members  of  Congress. 

Q.  Don't  you  understand  that  members  of  Congress  are  inferfer- 
ingf — A.  How  is  it  an  interference? 

Q.  I  will  refer  you  to  the  letter  of  the  Secretarv  of  the  Interior  sent 
to  the  Commissioner  and  ask  if  you  saw  that  f — ^A.  I  saw  a  letter  rela- 
tive to  an  order  he  made  in  1890. 

Q.  Wasn't  the  object  of  that  letter  written  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  the  Commissioner  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  Commis- 
sioner's attention  to  the  fact  that  on  account  of  Congressmen  interfer- 
ing and  get  priority  consideration  of  claims  represented  by  attorneys 
was  an  abuse  and  asking  him  to  correct  it  ? — A.  I  didn't  pay  attention 
enough  to  it  to  know  that  that  was  the  caJse.  I  understood  that  letter 
from  a  conversation  I  had  that  cases  were  being  made  special,  where 
the  Commissioner  took  them  up  and  gave  them  right  of  way  for  mem- 
bers of  Congress,  and  that  was  what  the  Secretary  was  complaining  of. 
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I  don't  nnderBtand  be  complaiQed  beoause  members  of  Oon^iess  made 
applications  and  sent  them  to  the  Oommissioner  and  the  Commissioner 
took  two  da.ys  to  answer  their  letter.  I  don't  understand  that  the  See- 
retary  is  finding  fault  with  that. 

Q.  Do  yoQ  remember  the  letter  written  to  yon  by  the  Pension  Oom- 
missioner  dated  October  1, 1891 1— A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  do. 

&Ir.  Enloe.  I  will  read  that  letter  and  ask  that  a  copy  of  it  be  made 
and  pat  in  the  investigation. 

(Mr.  Enloe  reads  letter.) 

Dbparticbnt  of  ths  Intbrior,  Bursau  of  Pbnsions, 

JFoMhingtan,  October  I,  1891. 
Hon.  Gxorob  Chandler, 

AMUtant  Seeretary : 

Dkar  Sir:  I  am  veiy  anxious  to  render  yon  every  facility  possible  for  obtaining 
information  in  regard  to  the  statns  of  cases  forwarded  to  yon  by  your  friends,  and  I 
have  given  instructions  that  your  requests  shall  have  the  same  consideration  in  the 
office  that  is  given  to  those  of  Secretary  Noble  and  Assistant  Secretary  Bus;iey,  who 
forward  them  under  cover  addressed  to  my  desk/where  they  receive  my  stamp,  which 
eaoses  the  letters  to  receive  immediate  action. 

Tour  private  secretary,  Mr.  Jones,  has  been  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  various  di- 
visions and  having  the  cases  drawn  and  a  note  made  upon  a  slip  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  claim.  This  system,  yon  will  readily  nnderstand,  necessarily  interferes  with 
the  regular  proceedings  of  the  divisions,  and^  if  it  meets  yonr  judgment,  I  wonid  pre- 
fer to  have  your  letters  follow  the  same  course  as  those  of  the  Secretary,  and  ashure 
you  at  the  same  time  that  they  shall  have  equal  attention  and  snch  indorsement 
placed  upon  them  as  will  commit  the  office  to  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  answer. 
Very  respectfully, 

G&rbn  B.  Raum, 

Commiuhner, 

Hr.  Enloe.  In  the  same  connection,  I  will  ask  that  your  reply  be 
made  a  part  of  the  record. 

(Mr.  Enloe  reads  letter  of  Secretary  Chandler  in  reply  to  letter  above 
referred  to  from  Oommissioner  Baam.    Letter  dated  October  5, 1891.) 

Dbpartboent  of  the  Interior, 

Washington f  October  b,  1891. 

My  DXAB  Sir:  I  have  yours  of  the  1st  instant,  calling  my  attention  to  your  desire 
to  furnish  me  every  facility  possible  for  obtaining  information  in  your  Bureau  regard- 
ing the  status  of  pension  claims  which  are  forwarded  me  by  my  friends,  and  give  me 
the  same  consideration  that  is  accorded  Secretary  Noble  and  Gen.  Bossey,  but  imply- 
ing that  greater  privileges  are  either  assumed  by  me  or  extended  to  me  through  my 
private  secretary  than  is  given  the  head  of  the  Department,  and  suggesting  that  it 
necessarily  interiferes  with  the  regular  business  of  the  divisions,  and,  if  it  meets  my 
Judgment,  yon  would  prefer  that  my  letters  would  take  the  same  course  with  those  of 
the  Secretary,  etc. 

I  have  no  desire  to  have  extra  privileges  extended  me  in  securing  desired  informa- 
tion, and  it  is  very  far  from  my  wish  in  any  manner  to  compromise,  interfere  with,  or 
hamper  your  Bureau.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  believed  that  the  Method  which  Mr. 
Jones  has  adopted  very  materially  economized  the  time  of  your  employes  in  securing 
the  status  of  tne  claims  which  were  sent  me,  for  the  reason  that'  it  saves  your 
writing  letters,  and  instead  of  awaiting  the  delay  of  your  mail,  which  generally  takes 
from  three  to  five  days  to  get  around  here,  Mr.  Jones  carried  these  slips  from  one 
division  to  another.  As  I  nnderstand  it,  he  makes  out  his  slips,  takes  tuem  to  your 
desk  to  be  stamped,  and  then  delivers  them  in  person  to  the  proper  division.  The 
ioformation  is  furnished  by  your  Bureau  upon  the  slip  and  returned  to  him.  He  does 
not  in  any  manner  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  files,  or  to  ascertain  the  statns 
thereof  from  personal  examination,  and  furnishes  no  facts  that  will  commit  your 
ofi&ce  to  anything  other  than  such  as  he  gathers  Arom  the  chiefs  of  division,  who 
have  repeatedly  informed  him  that  his  method  economizes  their  time,  in  that  it  saves 
their  writing  a  letter  giving  the  status  of  the  claim. 

The  larger  part  of  the  cases  that  I  have  asked  Mr.  Jones  to  look  up  for  me  are  for 
my  personal  friends,  or  others  located  in  my  judicial  district  in  Kansas,  who  feel  that 
they  have  in  me  a  friend  who  is  willing  to  aid  them,  and  that,  on  account  of  the 
position  which  I  occupy,  I  could  and  would  cheerfully  acTso.  I  feel  under  some  obli- 
ffttion  to  Aid  them  if  I  can  do  so  without  in  any  manner  interfering  with  the  bnsi- 
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ne88  of  the  Buzean,  and  for  the  purpose  have  devoted  three-fourths  of  the  tione  of  my 
secretary  to  looking  after  those  olaims,  taking  the  extra  burden  of  his  duties  upon 
nwself.  II  you  wul  be  good  enoueh  to  point  out  to  me  how  he  retards  the  business 
ofyour  Bureau  I  will  gladly  withdraw  him. 

It  oomes  to  me  that  if  those  letters  are  referred  to  yon  it  takes  a  day  or  two  to 
reach  you,  and  then  they  are  stamped  and  go  out  to  the  different  dlTlsions.  A  day 
or  so  is  consumed  in  looking  them  up,  and  it  takes  the  reply  from  three  to  five  days 
to  reach  me.  Whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  if  Mr.  Jones  is  permitted  to  act  as  a  mes- 
senger in  carrying  these  slips  from  one  division  to  another  and  the  information  is 
imparted  by  the  chiefs  themselves  on  a  slip,  the  greater  part  of  this  time  and  labor 
is  saved.  Yet  if  you  think  this  is  prejudicial  to  the  service  I  will  bow  to  your  Judg- 
ment. But  before  being  subjected  to  this  rule  I  wish  you  would  be  good  enough  to 
oome  over  and  with  me  present  the  matter  for  the  decision  of  the  Secretary,  as  I 
think  I  can  satisfy  him  that  I  am  economizing  rather  than  oonsnming  the  time  of  the 
Bureau. 

Very  respectfully, 

Obo.  Cbasj>ixsl, 
Firtt  AuUtant  Secretarjf. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pknsioi^s. 

• 

Q.  Did  it  come  to  yoar  knowledge  in  any  way  that  Mr.  Jones — or  was 
your  attention  called  to  it  at  all  that  he  was  going  beyond  the  limits 
which  you  prescribed  for  him  and  asking  for  consideration  for  these  cases 
and  that  they  be  made  special  t — A.  No,  sir ;  on  the  contrary,  I  asked 
him  repeatedly  after  that  letter  was  written  whether  any  chiefs  of  di- 
visions found  any  fault  with  his  coming  to  the  divisions  with  those 
slips,  and  instead  of  complaining  they  suggested  that  he  was  saving 
their  time  in  the  manner  indicated  in  that  letter. 

Q.  Now,  if  the  chiefs  of  divisions  are  the  men  who  gave  him  that  in- 
formation, how  does  it  happen  that  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner 
himself  is  called  to  the  fact  that  it  is  an  interference  with  the  business 
of  the  office  t — A.  Well,  sir,  I  don't  know.  I  asked  him  to  come  and 
explain  to  me. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  come  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  he  never  came  and  I  thonght  he 
had  abandoned  the  proposition.  When  that  letter  was  written  on  the5th 
and  sent  to  him  the  Commissioner  was  then  in  Chicago  and  Mr.  Jones 
saw  Mr.  Davidson,  Assistant  Commissioner,  and  asked  him  if  he 
thought  there  was  any  wrong  in  it;  he  said  he  couldn't  say  there  was ; 
that  be  had  been  informed  that  Mr.  Jones  had  been  tampering  with 
the  cases.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact  Jones  don't  know  when  a  case  is 
complete  or  what  is  necessary  to  complete  it. 

Q.  Is  he  an  intelligent  young  man  ? — A.  He  is  a  dutiful  young  man, 
but  I  don't  think  he  knows  anything  about  the  pension  law,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  been  acting  as  your  private  secretary  t — ^A. 
Since  the  11th  day  of  April,  1889. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  long  some  men  have  been  serving  on  the  medi- 
cal board  or  the  board  of  pension  appeals  there  t — A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't. 

Q.  Wouldn't  you  think  if  a  man  could  acquire  knowledge,  by  serving 
on  the  boards  1  have  mentioned,  of  pension  law,  that  a  secretary  who  is 
devoting  three-quarters  of  his  time  investigating  pension  claims  would 
acquire  some  knowledge f — A.  He  don't  investigate  the  cases  at  all; 
he  simply  takes  the  slips  there.    I  write  all  the  letters. 

Q.  You  know  he  don't  know  anything  about  itt — ^A.  I  have  tried  to 
find  out  from  him  and  couldn't. 

Q.  Your  statements  here  in  regard  to  what  his  conduct  was  in  that 
Bureau  is  based  on  his  statements  to  you  t — A.  Yes,  sir,  and  I  have 
every  confidence  in  his  truthfulness,  too. 

Q.  But  didn't  you  understand  when  you  received  this  letter  from  the 
Commissioner,  calling  your  attention  to  the  matter  that  there  had  been 
some  complaints  made  from  some  quarter  in  that  Bureau  that  he  was 
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interfering  t — A.  No,  sir.  On  the  contrary— I  didn^t  know  this  until 
afterwsuxls) — I  asked  Mr.  Jones  when  this  matter  first  came  to  my  at- 
tention, if  what  was  in  Baom^s  letter  was  trae ;  I  told  him  if  it  was  I 
would  dismiss. him.  He  said  that  Mr.  Bryant  was  an  assistant  chief 
in  some  division  and  was  complaining  of  the  action  -of  the  superin- 
tendent of  the  building  calling  up  cases,  and  he  went  to  Assistant 
Ck>mmis8ioner  Lincoln  for  an  order  prohibiting  parties  ^m  asking  that 
these  cases  be  called  up,  but  he  had  no  intention  that  it  should  be  ap- 
plied to  Mr.  Jones.  I  don't  think  you  will  find  anyone  in  the  Pension 
Bureau  who  will  say  that  he  interfered  with  or  impeded  business. 

Q.  I  find  the  Commissioner  says  sot — ^A.  I  don't  think  he  says  so. 

Q.  Is  he  still  going  there  now^? — ^A.  Tes,  sir;  just  the  same  as  he 
always  has. 

Q.  Exactly  like  he  did  before  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  so  far  as  I  know,  they 
come  back  to  me  every  day. 

Q.  Yon  don't  know  that  the  Commissioner  has  told  him  that  he  must 
Dot  do  that  f — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  it,  and  I  don't  believe  this  Com- 
missioner ever  did. 

Q.  But  you  don't  knowt — A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  If  the  Commissioner 
had  come  to  me  or  showed  me  in  any  way  that  it  was  wrong  or  taken 
exception  to  it,  I  should  have  stopped  it.  I  don't  want  to  hamper  him 
in  anyway. 

Q.  You  see  that  the  Commissioner  talked  with  his  immediate  supe- 
rior about  it.  Gen.  Bussey  ? — A.  I  saw  that^  I  don't  know  how  that  is. 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Bussey  ever  call  your  attention  to  itt — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  from  Gen.  Bussey's  testimony  here  that  he 
thought  it  was  an  improper  practice  ? — A.  I  think  that  might  be  in- 
ferred. He  says  he  didn't  want  to  antagonize  me  on  account  of  my  be- 
ing his  superior  ofB:cer.  I  would  not  take  any  exceptions  to  that.  I  am 
not  abusing  my  position.  I  would  like  to  have  some  one  point  out  how 
it  ia  preju<Scial  to  that  Bureau  when  I  do  my  own  writing  and  don't 
ask  that  a  case  be  made  spedaL 

By  the  Ohaieman  : 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  a  case  being  made  special,  you  mean  by  that 
taken  up  out  of  its  regular  order  or  something  of  that  kind  t — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  issue  any  orders,  or  in  making  these  calls  did  you 
ever  request  that  special  attention  should  be  given  any  of  these  cases  f 
— A.  Never  did  in  my  life. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Jones,  as  your  representative, 
ever  made  any  such  representation  aside  from  the  official  record,  to 
any  of  the  chiefs  of  divisions  t — A.  No,  sir;  if  he  did,  he  exceeded  any 
authority  he  ever  had.  It  is  possible  he  may  have  taken  affidavits  down 
there  in  cases  and  filed  them  without  any  reference  to  asking  special  favor 
and  asked  them  that  the  affidavits  should  be  put  into  this  case  or  that, 
but  not  to  make  these  special  cases.  I  have  repeatedly  cautioned  him 
not  to  do  that  under  any  circumstances. 

Q.  And  he  stated  to  you  that  he  hadn't  interfered  with  the  files 
or  taken  them  out  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  made  any  requests  of  the  chiefs  of  divisions  that  they  should 
.  take  up  this  case  or  that  case  because  the  Secretary  was  interested  1 — 
A.  No,  sir;  any  more  than  to  take  it  up  when  they  got  ready. 

Q.  No  authority  from  you  that  you  wanted  any  speedy  action  in  any 
particular  case  t — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  You  tbiiik,  then,  that  this  letter  of  the  OommissioDer  was  based 
OD  a  mistake  f — A.  I  think  he  thought  that  Mr.  Jones  was  going  aronnd 
and  drawing  oat  cases  and  examining  into  them  himself,  and  conse- 
quently wrote  me  that  letter,  and  I  took  it  from  the  fact  that  he  never 
replied  to  me  or  never  said  anything  mere  about  it,  and  from  the  fur- 
ther fact  that  Mr.  Jones  says  the  Commissioner  always  treats  him 
friendly;  that  he  was  mistaken.  I  never  knew  there  was  any  feeling 
against  me  or  Mr.  Jones  before  this  evidence  called  it  to  my  attention. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  is  the  practice  of  the  Secretary  or  either 
of  his  assistants  to  ask  at  any  time  that  any  case  may  be  made  special 
or  to  take  any  action  that  might  not  be  transacted  through  an  attor- 
ney t — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Not  your  practice  to  do  so  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Your  action  then  in  the  matter  is  snob  action  as  any  attorney 
might  take,  is  itt — A.  So  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  You  think  that  a  letter  from  you  or  a  slip  from  you  to  the  Com- 
missioner *of  Pensions  wouldn't  receive  any  niorf^  attention  than  one 
from  an  ordinary  attorney  ? — A.  I  don't  know.  I  don't  know  whether 
members  of  Congress  can  receive  any  more  attention  than  an  ordinary 
attorney  or  not,  and  I  wouldn't  receive  any  more  than  they  would. 

Q.  Don't  you  anderstand  if  members  of  Congress  ask  that  a  case  be 
made  special  are  allowed  to  take  it  up  when  an  attorney  in  a  case 
couldn't  get  it  done  Y — A.  I  suppose  there  are  cases  of  that  kinxl. 

Q.  You  don't  know  t — A.  No,  sir.  It  is  reported  to  me  that  the  Com- 
missioner takes  one  or  two  days  out  of  each  week  to  answer  the  corres- 
pondence of  the  members  of  Congress. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  addressed  to  the  Commis- 
sioner f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  read  it  in  the  Post.  I  never  read  the"  formal 
part  of  the  letter.  It  was  in  the  Post  of  Sunday  or  Monday  morning. 
1  read  an  extract  of  it  in  the  Post. 

Mr.  Enlou.  I  desire  to  read  this  letter  and  have  it  made  a  part  of  the 
record.    Letter  dated  March  4, 181)2,  and  is  as  follows : 

Department  of  tbs  Interior, 

WaahingUm,  March  4,  1892. 

To  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions: 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  iRt  inHtant,  acknowledging  Department  letter 
of  the  25th  ultimo,  calling  nttentiou  to  the  fact  that  comphunta  were  coming  in  of 
partiality  in  the  examination  and  final  diRp(»8ition  of  claims,  you  say: 

*'  In  drawing  cascH  from  the  filcH  for  adjndication  in  each  class  of  cases  the  mle  is 
to  draw  those  which  were  first  completed.  This  rule,  however,  is  constantly  broken 
into  through  the  courtesy  which  is  ext«>n(led  by  the  office  to  members  ot  Congress 
who  call  for  the  status  of  .cases,  and  this  has  become  a  matter  of  such  aeriona  concern 
as  to  re(|uiro  an  immediate  remedy. 

*'  It  has  long  been  a  rule  of  the  office  that  whenever  a  claim  was  sent  to  an  exam- 
iner's desk  and  upon  examination  was  found  to  be  complete,  it  was  immediately  ap* 
proved  and  proper  action  taken  to  submit  it  to  the  board  of  review  for  final  action. 
This  rnie  was  no  doubt  adopted  to  save  the  work  of  handling  the  case  a  second  time. 
UndiT  this  practice  when  a  case  has  been  called  up  by  a  member  of  Congress  and 

g laced  in  the  hands  of  an  examiner  and  found  to  bo  complete,  the  necessary  action 
as  been  taken  for  the  admission  of  the  claim. 

^'Froni  December  7, 1891,  to  the  25th  instant,  incluhive,  70,181  calls  have  been  made 
by  members  of  Congress  for  the  status  of  pension  claims.  These  calls  for  the  status 
of  cases  bv  Congressmen  are  made  without  reference  to  the  time  of  filing  of  the 
claims,  and  so  it  constantly  happens  that  claims  recently  filed  are  called  up  upon 
Congressional  slips,  taken  from  tlie  files,  and  placed  upon  the  examiner's  desk,  where 
they  are  found  to  be  complete  and  are  immediately  allowed,  thus  giving  them  prece- 
dence over  claims  filed  at  an  earlier  date  which  have  not  been  allowed  in  their  order. 
^'I  have  made  a  careful  examination  into  this  subject,  and  find  that  claims  under 
the  act  of  June  27,  180(),  filed  as  late  as  October  19,  1891,  have  been  called  up  in  this 
inauner,  and  having  been  found  complete  have  been  allowed,  wMoli  obviooaly  worin 
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ft  gTBAt  injustice  to  claimants  whose  applications  were  filed  at  a&  earlier  date  and 
vboee  claimB  are  now  complete  and  ready  to  be  allowed  when  taken  np  in  their 
tan/' 

This  action  obviously  works  great  injustice  to  earlier  filed  claims,  which  Are  thus 
passed  oTer  and  deferred,  and  was  the  very  danger  feared  at  the  time  the  completed- 
files  system  was  adopted,  and  against  which  my  order  of  the  26th  of  September,  1890, 
was  aimed. 

Thai  order  was  as  follows: 

''Depabtmknt  of  the  Intbriob, 

**Wa8hifigian,  Sepiember  26,  1890. 

"  It  is  hereby  ordered  that,  under  the  rules  already  in  force  and  those  this  day 
spprove<l  for  the  purpose  of  sccurius  a  prompt  adjudication  of  claims  under  former 
acts  of  Congress  and  that  of  Juue  27,  1890,  such  action  shall  be  taken  by  all  officers 
and  employes  in  the  Pension  Bureau  as  will  prevent  any  undue  preference  of  any 
elaim  in  tijue  of  either  hearing  or  adjustment:  and  any  agent  or  attorney  who  sbau 
have  or  attempt  to  have  auy  claim  put  upon  toe  list  or  docket  of  or  among  the  com- 
pleted files  that  is  obviously  or  clearly  not  complete,  or  otherwise  defeat  the  Just 
operations  of  the  laws  imd  regulations,  shall  be  disbarred  from  practice  in  the  De- 
partment. 

"John  W.  Noble,  Seereiary." 

The  evil  which  yon  point  out  does  not  arise  from  allowing  examination  of  the 
status  of  eases,  but  in  permitting  the  examiner  to  approve  completed  cases  out  of 
their  order  when  thus  called  up. 

Ton  say  the  actiou  is  taken  to  save  a  second  handling  of  the  papers.  The  reason 
given  is  utterly  iDsnilirieut  to  justify  the  wrong  done  the  claimant  who  is  being 
relegated  to  the  rear  by  this  process,  and  I  can  not  but  feel  that  the  evil  has  been 
allowed  without  justification. 

The  information  as  to  the  state  of  the  case  can  be  given  by  such  force  as  can  be 
reasonably  spared  for  the  work;  but  the  case  must,  even  if  completed,  be  returned 
to  its  former  place  in  lino  of  those  in  like  condition. 

It  is  not  a  case  of  favor  to  any,  but  of  justice  to  all,  and  of  obedience  to  a  plain 
order  made,  and  kuown  to  have  been  made,  against  just  such  action. 

I  am  gratified  at  the  favorable  statement  of  the  business  of  your  Bureau,  and  hope 
you  may  find  that  the  enforcement  of  this  direction  will  add  to  the  efficiency  and 
the  justness  of  its  administration. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  W.  Noble,  Secretary, 

Q.  Now,  don't  you  nnderstand  that  the  Secretary,  the  Assistant  Sec- 
retary, both  tlie  asBistant  secretaries  and  members  of  Congress  have 
daring  this  time,  previous  to  the  issue  of  this  order,  been  calling  up 
cases  oot  of  their  order  and  havinp:  them  adjudicated  to  the  detriment 
of  claimants  who  do  not  enjoy  the  advantap^e  of  Congressmen  or  higher 
facials  to  promote  their  claims  t — A.  I  understand  from  the  letter  of 
the  Secretary  that  things  of  this  kind  might  occur.  Cases  under  the 
act  of  June  27, 1890,  one  filed  in  July  and  another  in  September,  if  the 
September  claim  is*taken  up  before  the  July  claim,  both  claims  being 
completed  and  ready  for  adjudication,  the  September  claim  might  be 
disposed  of  first,  but  the  advantage  is  in  having  them  called  up.  The 
object  of  that  completed  filos  was  really  to  take  all  cases  completed  and 
put  them  in  the  course  of  adjudication. 

Q.  But  there  was  a  second  order  issued,  it  seems,  to  which  the  Secre- 
tary calls  attention  f — A.  That  order  does  not  even  mention  members  of 
Congress. 

Q*  It  is  expected  to  extend  to  members  of  Congress  t — ^A.  This  last 
one,  I  should  think,  that  would  be  the  effect  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Yon  mean  the  last  letter? — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  a  case  were  called  np 
yon  could  give  the  status  of  it,  but  it  should  then  go  back  and  take  its 
torn. 

Bv  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  say  yon  take  it  that  order  only  applied  to  agents  and  attor- 
neys t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Don't  yoa  understaDd  that  anyone  who  assumed  to  call  np  a  case, 
whether  he  is  a  member  of  Congress  or  Cabinet  officer,  if  he  gets  it 
called  up  he  is  acting  as  an  agent  for  the  claimant  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  bat 
how  conld  you  disbar  him  f 

Q.  It  might  be  that  you  coaldn't  enforce  the  penalty^  but  isn't  it  a 
fact  that  he  is  an  agent  f — A.  ile  probably  would  be,  in  acting  in  that 
way. 

Q*  Don't  you  think  that  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  t  Let 
me  call  your  attention  to  this  language  and  see  what  you  think  about 
it? — A.  I  never  asked  that  these  cases  be  carried  to  judgment,  and 
never  asked  the  Commissioner  to  pass  them  into  judgment.  He  exer- 
cised his  own  discretion. 

Q.  The  Secretary  says :  "  This  action  obviously  works  great  injustice 
to  earlier  filed  claims  which  are.  thus  passed  over  and  deferred,  and  was 
the  very  danger  feared  at  the  time  this  completed  files  system  was 
adopted,  and  against  which  my  order  of  the  26th  of  September,  1890, 
was  aimed."—  A.  It  was  made  no  part  of  it  so  far  as  any  attorney  was 
concerned ;  that  was  the  Commissioner's  action.  He  didn't  have  to  pass 
those  to  judgment. 

"  Q.  Isn't  that  a  reflection  on  the  Commissioner's  construction  of  that 
order  t — A.  I  don't  think  it  is,  because  the  members  of  Congress  are 
entitled  to  some  courtesy.    I  suppose  he  looked  at  it  in  that  way. 

Q.  The  Commissioner  justified  his  action  as  you  will  see,  *^by  sav- 
ing a  second  handling  of  the  papers,"  and  he  follows  by  saying  that 
^Hhe  reason  given  is  utterly  insufficient  to  justify  the  wrong  done  the 
claimant  who  is  being  relegated  to  the  rear  by  this  process,  and  I 
can  not  but  feel  that  the  evil  has  been  allowed  without  justification." 
Isn't  that  about  as  strong  as  he  could  put  itt — A.  Yes,  sir.  Suppose 
I  have  a  case  before  me,  and  so  far  as  I  can  see  the  case  is  complete, 
how  much  of  my  time  is  consumed  in  passing  it  to  judgment! 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question.  It  is  the  advantage  it  gives  to  that 
man  over  a  claimant  who  has  no  official  influence? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  see  how  that  could  be  done  and  has  been  done  to  mBke 
the  Pension  Office  a  great  political  machine.  If  a  man  can  get  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  or  Cabinet  officer,  or  one  of  his  assistants  to  take 
charge  of  his  case  he  can  get  it  through  so  much  quicker,  and  therefore 
he  is  under  obligation  to  the  man  who  rendered  him  that  assistance  t — 
A.  !N^o,  sir ;  I  don't  so  understand  it.  The  politics  of  the  soldier  or 
member  of  Congress  is  not  inquired  into. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  be  natural  that  the  man  should  feel  grateful  for  that 
favor? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wouldn't  he  be  apt  to  manifest  his  gratitude  when  the  oppor- 
tunity was  aftorded  him? — A.  I  don't  know  that  he  would. 

Q.  1  will  ask  you  in  regard  to  these  slips  which  you  gave  to  Mr. 
Jones,  and  which  he  took  there  for  the  purpose  of  calling  up  cases  and 
learning  their  status ;  wouldn't  that  put  that  case  upon  the  completed 
files,  if  it  were  found  complete  ?— A.  I  didn't  so  understand  it.  I  simply 
asked  the  condition  of  the  case,  and  did  not  ask  him  to  pronoanee 
judgment. 

Q.  I  am  asking  about  the  effect  of  it  ?— -A.  I  don't  know  how  that  it 
would. 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  the  practice  of  the  office  is? — A.  No,  sir;  I 
don't  understand  it. 

Q.  Don't  you  understand  that  if  your  case  were  treated  like  the  cases 
called  up  by  the  members  of  Congress  that  it  does  have  that  effect 
from  this  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior?— A.  It  is  possible  if 
the  case  were  completed  that  he  would  pass  judgment  if  called  apt 
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By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  On  tLose  slips f — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  did  not  ask  him  to  do  it;  it 
was  Tolnntary  on  his  part,  the  same  as  the  members  of  Congress;  if  he 
puts  it  to  judgment,  that  is  his  voluntary  action. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  To  nse  the  language  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  that  snch 
acts  of  favoritism  result  to  the  detriment  of  all  ? — A.  It  might  be  so. 

Q.  Secretary,  you  know  it  says  in  this  letter,  <^It  is  not  a  case  of  fa- 
vor to  any,  but  of  justice  to  all,  and  of  obedience  to  a  plain  order  made 
and  known  to  have  been  made  against  snch  action."  Don't,  you  under- 
stand that  that  covers  the  interference  of  members  of  Congress  and 
Cabinet  oflBcers  and  their  assistants? — A.  That  is  broader  than  his 
order.  It  can  only  include  them  by  giving  the  term  agent  the  broad- 
est construction  that  can  be  placed  upon  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  In  order  to  make  this  matter  all  consecutive,  I  will  ask 
that  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  transmitting  these 
docaments  be  published  in  the  record  in  proper  order. 

Judge  Patson.  It  is  an  ordinary  letter  of  transmission  Y 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir;  otherwise  it  might  appear  that  it  was  put  in 
here  without  authority.    Letter  dated  March  7, 1802. 

Q.  Mr.  Secretary,  I  will  ask  you  if  it  has  ever  been  suggested,  if  it 
ever  occurred  to  you  that  your  private  secretary  might  abnse  your  con- 
fidence and  might  go  over  there  and  represent  other  attorneys  who  had 
cajses  that  they  wished  advanced  and  other  claimants  also,  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  your  influence? — A.  I  don't  see  how  he  could.  The  letters 
that  I  received  will  not  aggregate  over  five,  six,  or  seven  letters  per 
day,  perhaps    The  letters  are  returned  to  me. 

Q.  Suppose  he  made  out  slips  and  did  thatf — A.  I  have  no  knowl- 
edge of  that.  If  you  can  satisfy  me  that  he  has  been  getting  informa- 
tion there  for  pension  attorneys  I  will  dismiss  him.  I  don't  believe  a 
word  of  it. 

*   Q.  Anyone  ever  call  your  attention  to  thatt — A.  Ko,  sir;  never 
heard  of  any  such  a  thing.    I  always  took  him  to  be  honest. 

By  Mr.«LiTTLB : 

Q.  I  understood  he  spent  three-fourths  of  his  time  on  these  cases  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  not  in  the  Bureau,  but  in  my  office  and  there.  He  has  to 
read  the  letters  and  then  make  out  the  slips  and  look  up  their  oases,  and 
I  suppose  he  spends  about  an  hour  a  day  in  the  Pension  Office. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Jones,  is  he  a  very  efficient  man  in  his  posi- 
tion 1 — A.  He  has  always  served  me  well ;  yes,  sir.  But  I  don't  think 
he  is  a  profonnd  lawyer. 

Q.  If  he  devoted  three-quarters  of  his  time  in  the  Pension  Office  and 
devolved  that  much  work  upon  you,  don't  that  doable  yonr  work  apt — 
A.  It  does  increase  it 

By  Judge  Payson: 

Q.  I  notice  in  this  letter,  Mr.  Secretary,  of  Secretary  Noble's,  this 
language :  '^  lam  gratified  at  the  favorable  statement  of  the  business  of 
yonr  Bureau  and  hope  that  you  may  find  that  the  enforcement  of  this 
direction  will  add  to  the  efficiency  and  the  justness  of  its  administra- 
tion*" I  will  a^k  you  first  if, as  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  you 
are  prepared  to  state  as  to  the  efficiency  generally  of  the  present  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  in  the  administration  of  the  alfairs  of  his 
Bateau  1 
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(Question  objected  to  by  Mr.  En](»e,  and  the  objection  sustained  by 
the  chairman.) 

Q.  One  other  question  which  has  been  suggested  to  me  since  the  sub- 
ject-matter has  come  up.  What  is  the  course  of  action  in  regard  to  the 
examination  of  complaints  in  the  Pension  Office  especially,  or  the 
Bureaus  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  when  a  charge  is  preferred 
by  a  fellow  employ^  or  whether  the  charge  comes  from  an  outside 
source  as  against  au  employ^  f — A.  When  one  employ^  charges  another 
with  an  ofi'ense,  we  always  investigate  that  and  give  him  a  hearing, 
and  when  it  comes  from  an  outside  source  it  is  also  looked  into.  I 
guess  that  is  the  general  rule. 

Q.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Barker,  you  say  in  that  matter  that  that  was  the 
principle  ? — A.  That  was  the  rule.  We  would  not  dismiss  Mr.  Barker 
on  the  charge  of  Mr.  Donahue  without  giving  him  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard. 

Q.  One  employ^  wouldn't  be  discharged  on  the  statement  of  another 
employ^  without  being  heard  I — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  If  one  employ^  makes  a  charge  against  another  employ^  you 
always  investigate  it,  but  when  un  outsider  comes  yon  ascertain  the 
truth  and  discbarge  him  7 — A.  No, sir;  no  matter  whether  it  is  from 
outside  or  inside,  they  have  an  examination,  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
goes. 

Q.  Take  the  cases  of  Barker  and  Baum ;  Barker  is  charged  with  an 
offense  by  an  employ^  of  the  office;  under  your  rule  you  investigate 
Barker? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  believe  Barker  guilty,  and  so  communicate  to  the  Secretary, 
and  that  ends  your  to  do  with  it;  but  he  is  not  discharged  t — A.  fie 
resigns. 

Q.  I  don't  know  what  he  did ;  I  haven't  found  out  fh>m  your  testi- 
mony whether  he  resigned  under  that  or  after  it  had  passed  over  t — A. 
I  can't  say  whether  he  resigned  on  account  of  the  charges. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 
Q.  He  severed  his  connection  with  the  office! — A.  Yesf  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  He  didn't  do  it  immediately? — A.  It  was  several  weeks. 

Q.  You  couldn't  say  he  resigned  under  these  charges? — A.  I  don't 
know  how  that  is ;  I  couldn't  say. 

Q.  Here  is  Mr.  Kaum  holding  a  position  in  the  Pension  Office,  and 
here  are  outside  parties  who  prefer  charges  against  Mr.  Banm,  and  yon 
dismiss  him  without  an  inquiry,  taking  the  prima  facie  case? — ^A.  We 
did  it  on  the  letter  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  which  is  considered 
a  coordinate  bnuich  of  the  Government. 

Q.  You  did  it  on  that  prima  facie  caset — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  connection 
with  the  other  matters. 

Q.  YoQ  didn't  find  anything  in  the  $72  transaction  f — ^A.  I  didn'tsay 
I  justified  his  connection  with  it. 

Q.  You  don't  understand  that  that  was  the  moving  cause  of  his  res- 
ignation t — A,  It  contributed. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  demanded  l)efore  that  came  up  at  all  f — A.  I  expect  it 
had  been. 

Q.  Then  the  $72  transaction  had  nothing  to  do  with  itf — ^A.  It  oper* 
ated  on  my  mind. 

Q.  At  the  time  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


PENSION  OFFICE  nnTESTIQATION.  225 

Q.  Yoa  bad  nothing  to  do  with  the  order  except  the  order  that  the 
Secretary  had  leftt — ^A.  If  it  came,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  it  conld  not  have  influenced  the  Secretary  T — ^A.  No,  sir;  he 
did  not  know  of  it  at  that  time. 

Q.  Now,  the  amount  of  the  distinction  is  here :  Here  is  an  employ^  in 
the  office  charged  by  a  fellow  employ^,  found  guilty  in  your  judgment, 
yet  he  is  not  discharged,  and  does  not  resign ;  and  here  is  another  em- 
ploy6  who  is  charged  by  outside  parties,  and  without  any  investigation, 
he  is  obliged  to  resign  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  you  state  that  too  strong.  What 
I  wanted  to  say  was  this,  if  an  employ6  in  the  luterior  Department  is 
charged  by  his  coemploy^  with  some  sort  of  an  offense,  the  Secretary 
don't  take  the  statement  of  the  one  lodging  the  indictment,  but  the 
case  is  heard,  and  he  must  be  proven  guilty  of  the  charges  made 
against  him  before  he  is  dismissed.  That  is  the  general  rule  in  all 
cases,  but  we  did  not  investigate  Mr.  Baum.  He  was  occupying  a  high 
position,  the  Civil  Service  Commission  practically  pronounced  judgment 
npon  him,  and  asked  that  certain  action  be  taken  with  it,  and  in  defer- 
ence to  their  judgment  Mr.  Eaum  resigned,  and  his  resignation  was 
accepted.    He  tendered  it  voluntarily. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  officially  know  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  from  what  yon  know,  don't  you  think  he  didn't  do  it  volun- 
tarily f — A.  From  what  I  learn  here,  I  think  he  was  asked  to  resign. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  his  was  an  excej>tional  casef — ^A.  Only  in  the 
jiosition  he  occupied  and  the  charges  which  were  laid  against  him  were 
more  grave  than  ordinarily  laid  against  an  employ^. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  other  case  like  his  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  where  a  man 
is  charged  with  receiving  the  amount  of  money  he  is  charged  with  re- 
ceiving. 

Further  taking  of  testimony  in  this  investigation  adjourned  until 
Thursday,  March  10,  at  half  past  10  in  the  morning. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Thursday^  March  10, 1892. 

The  committee  met  at  10:30  a.  m. 

Present  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  and  Messrs.  Little,  Dun- 
gan,  liind,  and  Brosius  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and 
Judge  L.  S.  Payson. 

TESTIHOHY  OF  A.  0.  TOHHEB. 

A.  0.  ToNNEB,  appointment  clerk,  Interior  Department,  sworn  and 
examined. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Please  state  to  the  committee  what  position  you  occupy. — A.  I 
am  chief  of  the  appointment  division.  Interior  Department. 

Q.  As  chief  of  that  division  do  you  have  charge  of  the  records,  that 
is,  personal  records  of  the  employes  of  the  Interior  Department  and  of 
the  Pension  Bureau  ? — ^A.  Well,  I  can  not  say  I  have  the  entire  files. 
We  have  a  rule  that — now,  let  me  explain.  In  illustration,  the  law 
provides  that  all  promotions  shall  be  made  in  the  Patent  Office  upon 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents.  We  bold  no  pre- 
liminary papers  in  reference  to  appointments  there  until  the  appoint- 
ment is  made,  and  thea  they  are  sent  to  my  room  for  filin^^  and  X  ap- 

16  rail* 


226  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIOATIOH- 

prebend  the  same  is  true  of  the  Pension  Office.  After  I  had  been  there 
about  a  year  I  discovered  the  files  were  incomplete  and  the  Secretary 
issaed  an  order  to  transfer  all  papers  relative  to  appointment  where 
they  had  been  made  there  to  our  Department.  Of  course  I  can  not 
state  whether  we  have  them  all  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  the  appointments  and  removals  from  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau,  that  is,  that  the  records  are  on  file  in  your  office  f — Au 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  has  been  developed  in  this  investigation  here  that  you  had 
charge  of  the  resignation  of  Green  £•  Eaum,  jr. — A.  Yes«  sir. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  inquire  of  you  under  what  circumstances  you  came 
into  possession  of  it  t — A.  Well,  I  was  told,  I  think  it  was  the  day  pre- 
ceding or  perhaps  two  days  preceding  my  receipt  of  his  resignation, 
that  it  was  expected,  and  that  I  should  procure  it  and 

Q.  Who  told  you  that  t — ^A.  I  am  not  clear  whether  it  was  Oen.  Bas- 
sey,  but  I  think  it  was  Oen.  Bussey — it  may  have  been  Oen.  Bussey — 
it  was  not  at  that  time  a  celebrated  case,  and  I  did  not  attach  so  much 
importance  as  I  otherwise  might  have.  I  then  called  at  the  office  of 
Oreen  B.  Eanm,  jr.,  and  he  was  not  in,  and  I  left  word  that  I  wanted 
to  see  him ;  and  a  little  while  thereafter  he  came  to  see  me,  and  I  told, 
him  his  resignation  was  desired,  and  it  was  then  sent  to  roe.  I  am  not 
sure  from  whom  I  got  the  resignation,  but  there  was  a  request  accom- 
panying it  that  it  be  held  until  the  Secretary's  return.  I  reoeived  it, 
and  I  think  it  is  dated  on  the  13th  of  May,  1891.  I  think  this  is  the 
13th,  is  it  nott 

Q.  I  think  so. — A.  May  13, 1891  The  stamp  shows  it  was  received 
in  my  division  on  May  13, 1891.  On  May  the  loth  it  was  submitted  to 
the  then  Acting  Secretary,  Judge  Chandler,  for  his  action.  Would 
you  like  to  have  me  read  the  resignation  Y 

Q.  That  is  not  necessary. — A.  The  terms  of  it  involve  thirty  days'* 
leave.  Judge  Chandler  immediately  upon  receiving  it  accepted  it,  to 
take  effect  at  once. 

Q.  That  is  indorsed  on  itt — A.  I  think  it  was  accepted  to  take  effect 
at  once.    At  that  time  I  was  not  familiar  with  the  promptings  that  leii 
him  to  make  that  sort  of  an  endorsement  on  it  in  the  face  of  the  terms 
of  resignation.    In  a  subsequent  interview,  however,  with  General  Bus- 
sey and  Judge  Chandler,  the  Assistant  and  the  Acting  Secretary,  it  wan 
developed  that  the  terms  of  his  resignation  involved  a  thirty  days'  leave 
of  absence,  and  Oeneral  Bussey  said  he  would  take  the  responsibility 
of  accepting  it  in  that  way,  that  is  in  terms  which  would  relieve  any 
responsibility  of  accepting  it  in  this  way,  and  it  was  accepted  and  came 
back  to  my  desk  with  an  erasure  conformable  to  the  request.    There- 
upon his  resignation  was  accepted  and  he  was  notified  thereof. 

Q.  Was  that  accepted  at  oncef — A.  It  appears  on  May  the  15th — I 
am  not  certain  whether  it  was  taken  there,  to  the  judge,  on  May  the 
14th  or  15th — we  had  considerable  conversation  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
acceptance,  whether  it  should  be  at  once  or  with  the  thirty  days,  but 
that  was  the  final  action  upon  which  the  letter  was  writcen  accepting  his 
resignation. 

Q.  That  he  should  have  thirty  days  leave  of  absence? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Judge  Chandler  cancel  that  part  of  his  order  which  is  accepted 
here  to  take  effect  at  onret — A.  Yes,  sir^  he  erased  that  himself. 

Q.  How  did  this  resignation  come  into  your  hands  f — A.  I  can  not 
now  remember  who  gave  that  to  me,  whether  it  came — I  could  not  re- 
member. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  with  Oreen  B.  Baam|  ar.,  or 
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B.  Baam,  jr.,  or  both  of  them,  that  this  should  not  take  effect 
he  Secretary  shookl  retarn  and  pass  npon  the  question  of  his 
r  innocence  with  reference  to  those  charges  T — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  have 
>llection  of  anything  of  that  kind.  I  remember  the  request  was 
n  accordance  with  the  terms  of  it,  that  he  should  have  thirty 
ind  then  I  held  it  until  the  Secretary's  return,  but  of  course  I 
aot  act  on  that,  and  therefore  I  submitted  it  to  higher  authority 
3r  that  should  be  done  or  not. 

Vho  requested  yon  to  hold  itt — A.  That  I  could  not  tell;  I  do 
nember  whether  it  was  young  Raum  or  the  general  himself, 
^ou  do  not  know  through  whose  hands  it  came  into  your  posses- 
-A.  Fo,  sit}  I  could  not  testify  as  to  that.    I  receive  such  a  mul- 

of  papers 

lave  you  ever  said  that  Comnissioner  Baum  requested  yon  to 
lis  paper — this  resignation — until  the  Secretary  should  return? — 
ave  no  recollection  of  Commissioner  Baum  requesting  me  to  hold 

>id  you  ever  have  an  interview  with  him  on  the  subject  t — A.  I 
think  I  ever  have ;  I  have  no  recollection.    I  may  have  had  it^ 
lave  no  recollection. 

>id  not  yon  say  you  had  spoken  to  Mr.  Baum,  Mr.  Bussey,  and 
Ohandlerl — A.  No,  sir;  not  with  Gton.  Baum.  He  was  not 
t.  It  was  a  conversation  with  Secretary  Bussey  and  Secretary 
ler  as  to  the  nature  of  that  acceptance.  We  had  a  conversation 
\  subject,  and  Judge  Chandler  stated  he,  was  unable  to  grant  it 
t  any  limitation  of  time  by  reason  of  certain  things  he  had  sub- 
tly heard,  and  it  was  quite  a  long  conversation.  It  was  for  those 
ntlemen  to  command ;  I  was  only  to  obey  the  behest  of  higher 
ity  and  I  did  not  attach  any  serious  importance  to  it. 
Ton  have  no  recollection  of  having  any  conversation  with  Oreen 
im,  sr.,  with  reference  to  thisf — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 
Tor  with  Oreen  B.  Itoum,jr.? — A.  I  had  a  conversation  with  him 
e  be  came  over.  I,  having  had  word  and  being  ordered  to  get 
ice,  went  to  his  office,  I  think,  on  the  14th,  perhaps  on  the  13th — 
ruing  ot  the  13th  I  went  over  and  he  was  then  not  in  his  office, 
eft  word  to  have  him  come  to  see  me  at  once.  He  did,  and  he 
K'alked  to  the  east  portico  of  the  office,  and  then  he  told  me  the 
'  of  the  affair,  and  I  cannot  say  whether  he  at  that  time  handed 
.t  resignation  or  not;  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject  * 

Ton  do  not  know  from  whom  you  got  the  resignation  t — ^A  No;  I 
lot  testify  as  to  that. 

)id  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Gen.  Bussey  f — ^A.  Yes, 
Msause  I  had  to  be  justified  in  going  for  the  resignation. 
Bnlob.  Bead  that  to  the  committee. 
Witness  (reading).  **  The  Secretary  demanded,  through  me,  the 

ition  of  blank 

Vho  is  blank  ? — A.  I  understood  at  the  time  who  it  was,  because 

Dject  was  under  discussion. 

Vho  was  blank,  who  did  you  understand  that  to  bel — A.  Oreen 

im,  jr. 

'hat  is  left  blank  in  the  paper  t — A.  Yes ;  ^^  which  he  promised 

I  in  today,  to  take  effect  in  thirty  days,  to  which  time  leave  of 

e  will  be  granted.    See  that  this  will  be  complied  with."    This 

I  which  I  acted. 
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The  following  certified  copy  of  the  above  slip  was  o£fered  in  evidence: 

Dkpartmbnt  of  ths  Intbrior,  Ssorbtaby'8  Officb. 

The  Secretary  demanded,  thron^h  me,  resignation  of  — »  ,  which  he  prom- 

ised to  send  in  to-day,  to  take  effect  in  30  days,  to  which  time  leave  of  absence  wiU 
be  granted. 

&e  that  this  is  complied  with. 

DXPABTMBNT  OF  THB  InTBRZOR,  OfFICB  OF  THB  SbOBBTART, 

WoiMngUm,  March  11, 1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNBR, 

CMtf  of  Ajfpoinment  DkMan. 

Mr.  Payson.  Who  is  that  signM  by  t 

The  Witness.  Assistant  Secretary  O.  B. — Gyrus  Bnssey.  As  I  said, 
I  had  a  conversation  with  him,  but  I  never  had  any  conversation  with 
Oreen  B.  Baam,  sr.,  on  that  subject  whatever,  as  1  remember. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  object  of  the  Second  Assistant  Secretary 
was  in  leaving  the  name  of  Baum,  jr.,  blank  in  this  connection  f — A. 
I  think  likely  the  whole  subject  wanted  to  be  kept  quiet  until  consum- 
mated, and  he  knew  I  understood  what  he  meant. 

Q.  You  and  he  understood  that  blank  meant  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.  1 — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Kobody  else  could  have  understood  thatt — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nobody  could  understand  what  that  signature  wast — A.  I  would. 

Q.  But  nobody  else  t — ^A.  Well,  I  apprehend  in  my  office  those  famil- 
iar with  Oen.  Bussey'd  signature  could.  The  official  attachments  there 
would  inform  them. 

Q.  That  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  there  was  noting  about  this  to  be  concealed  from  the  public, 
what  was  the  object  of  leaving  the  name  blank  t — ^A.  That  was  simply 
a  personal  note  to  me  to  procure  the  resignation. 

Q.  This  is  headed  ^<  Department  of  the  Interior,  Secretary's  officef — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  Gen.  Bussey's. 

Q.  Does  not  the  stamp  there  state  '^Department  of  the  Interior,  ap- 
pointment division,"  with  the  date  it  was  received  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  that 
is*  the  date  it  was  received  in  my  room. 

Q.  Then  it  was  made  an  official  paper  1 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  we  put  that 
stamp  upon  everything  we  receive. 

Q.  That  made  it  an  official  paper  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir :  I  so  regarded  it, 
because  I  based  my  actions  upon  the  procuring  of  the  resignation  upon 
that  paper. 

Q.  To  whom  was  that  addressed  t — A.  It  was  given  to  me. 

Q.  It  was  handed  to  yon  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  By  the  Assistant  Secretary  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  this  to  go  into  the  record^  Mr.  Ohainnan« 
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The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  resignation  of  Oreen  B.  Banm,  Jr.^  and 
the  indorsements,  as  referred  to  by  witness : 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  I2ih,  1891. 
The  Seckktabt  of  ths  Interior: 

Sir:  I  Jiereby  tender  my  resignation  as  assistant  chief  clerk  of  the  Bnrean  of 
Peasions,  to  take  effect  from  and  after  Jnne  15th,  1891,  and  that  I  may  be  granted 
leave  an  til  that  dav. 

Very  respeotioUyy 

Qrsbn  B.  Raum,  Jr. 

(Indorsed :)  Accepted.  Geo.  Chandler,  Acting  Secretary.  May  15th,  1891.  May  15, 
'91,  accepted.    J.  A.  C. 

Departmsnt  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  11, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Divition, 

(To  the  witness.)  Do  yon  understand  that  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.^  occu- 
pied the  {position  of  appointment  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  Yes, 
sir ;  he  was  acting  appointment  clerk. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  about  the  creation  of  this  appointment 
division  there! — A.  Well,  it  was  created  by  a  circular  order  of  the  then 
Commissioner,  Oen.  Ifaum,  on  November  22, 1889. 

Q.  And  his  son  was  appointed  to  fill  itt — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  He  does  not  tender  his  resignation  as  appointment  clerk  f — A. 
Well,  his  official  position  is  assistant  chief  clerk. 

Q.  That  the  law  recognizes,  and  the  other  the  law  does  not  recog- 
nize Y — A.  Yes,  sir;  under  circular  order  issued  by  the  Commissioner 
on  November  29, 1889,  he  gave  him  the  power  and  title  of  chief  of  the 
appointment  division  of  that  Bnrean. 

Q.  Ho  created  that  office  by  that  order;  the  law  did  not  create  itf — 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  of  any  law  that  creates  it. 

Q.  Then  his  legal  position  in  the  office  was  assistant  chief  clerk  of 
the  Bureau  of  Pensions  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  that  is  the  legal  defini- 
tion. 

Q.  You  think  that  defines  his  legal  status  in  the  office? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  position  of  assistant  chief 
clerk  in  that  division  is  a  civil-service  position  or  notf — ^A.  No,  sir ;  it 
is  not. 

Q.  It  is  not  subject  to  civil-service  regulations  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  in  the  nature  of  a  political  office  ? — A.  Well,  if  all  appoint- 
ments outside  of  the  civil  service  are  so  regarded,  it  is. 

Q.  Well,  what  is  the  relation  between  the  appointment  division  of 
the  Interior  Department,  the  position  which  you  occupy,  and  that  occu- 
pied by  Mr.  Baum ;  what  relation  do  they  bear  to  each  other  f — A.  You 
mean  as  appointment  divisions  f 

Q.  Yes;  as  appointment  divisions.  Formerly,  as  I  understand ,  all 
the  appointments  and  all  records  of  appointments  were  kept  in  your 
office ;  that  is,  all  records  of  them. — A.  Now,  let  me  explain.  For  in- 
stance, the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  would  be  importuned  by  Con- 
gressmen and  other  gentle  people  for  a  position  below  the  classified 
service,  say  a  messenger's  position ;  they  made  their  applications  di- 
rectly to  the  Commissioner.  They  are  filed  in  what  I  understand  was 
the  appointment  division. 

Mr.  Payson.  In  the  Bureau  ? 

The  Witness.  In  what  they  called  the  appointment  division  of  the 
Bureau. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Not  the  Bureau  of  Patents! 

The  Witness.  I  am  speaking  about  pensions  now« 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  we  want  to  get  at  is,  where  would  tbey  file  those  applica- 
tions in  yoar  office  t — A.  Those  applications  for  these  minor  positions 
in  the  Pension  Office  would  be  made  to  the  Commissioner,  and  then 
they  would  be  filed  in  what  is  called  the  appointment  division  until  he 
was  ready  to  make  the  appointment,  and  then  if  John  Smith  was  rec- 
ommended as  an  assistant  messenger  or  watchman  or  whatever  position 
it  was,  they  would  accompany  the  recommendation  with  all  the  papers 
on  hand. 

By  Mr.  Ltnd  : 

Q.  Is  it  the  same  with  promotion  f — A.  I  do  not  know  what  they 
do  with  the  papers  pressing  promotion.  I  do  not  know  that  we  ever 
had  any  papers  pressing  promotion. 

Q.  Was  a  record  of  those  promotions  kept  in  that  Bureau  Y-;— A.  Oh, 
I  apprehend  so,  they  would  have  to  do  that  in  order  to  keep  the  classi- 
fications correct. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  did  not  understand  how  these  appointments  would  come. — A- 
They  come  directly  to  me.  For  instance,  to  make  an  illustration,  if  a 
.vacancy 

Q.  I  catch  the  idea  now.» A.  If  a  vacancy  occurs  in  the  messenger 
department  by  resignation  or  otherwise,  if  it  was  a  resignation,  for  in- 
stance, they  forward  the  resiguition  of  John  Smith,  assistant  messen- 
ger, accompanied  with  recommendations  for  the  appointment  of  some 
other  man. 

Q.  They  forward  them  to  yonr  office  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  They  are  sent  to 
Assistant  Secretary  Bussey,  who  takes  primary  action.  If  he  approves 
of  them,  the  appointments  are  recommended  and  sent  to  the  Secretary 
for  signature,  if  he  is  there.  My  action  is  always  based  upon  that  of  the 
two  Secretari'  s.  I  do  not  have  any  opportunity  to  know  what  moves 
the  other  bnreaus  in  making  the  recommendations.  I  know  nothing 
abont  that.  I  do  not  go  behind  the  returns  unless  I  know  something  is 
radically  wrong. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  wish  this  to  go  on  record,  too. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  appointment  of  Oreen  B.  Baum,  jr.,  as 
assistant  chief  clerk,  Pension  Office,  as  referred  to  by  witness: 

Depabtmbxt  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Wa$k%ngi<mf  D,  C,  November  18, 1889. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  the  appointment  of  Green  B.  Raom,  Jr.,  as 
assistant  chief  clerk  in  this  Bureau,  at  $2,000,  to  take  effect  on  the  18th  instant,  or 
as  soon  thereafter  as  he  shall  file  the  oath  of  office  and  enter  upon  duty,  vice  Hamil- 
ton Reeve,  jr.,  resigned. 
Very  respectfully, 

Gbbbn  B.  Raum, 


The  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(Indorsed :)  November  18, 1889.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  the  ap- 
pointment of  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  as  asst.  chief  clerk.  Approved:  Cyrus  Bussey, 
Assistant  Secretary.  Nov.  19,  '89,  appointed — effect  Nov.  19,  '89,  or  as  soon  there- 
after, etc.    J.  A.  C. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Sbcretabt, 

Washington,  March  11, 189B, 

I  certify  that  this  ia  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

N.  C.  TONNBR. 

ChUf  of  Apj^oiMtmmt  JHoithn. 


P£NSI02<   OFFICE  INVESTIGATIOK.  231 

By  Mr.  Exlob  : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  Edward  Howard? — ^A.  I  have  a  very  slight  ao- 
quaintance  with  him. 

Q.  Was  he  occapying  a  i>ositioii  in  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  is  at  this  timet — A.  l^o,  sir;  I  do  not 

Q-  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
retired  from  the  Pension  Office  t — A.  Very  little.  His  resignation  was 
somewhat  of  a  surprise  to  me. 

Q.  Is  this  file  of  papers  [picking  up  same]  the  personal  files  kept  in 
your  office  f — A.  These  papers  contained  in  that  jacket  are  kept  in  my 
office.    All  I  have  in  reference  to  Mr.  Howard  are  in  that  jacket. 

Q.  I  will  be  glad  if  you  will  read  that  letter  which  is  in  the  file 

Mr.  Bbosius.  We  would  be  glad  to  know  what  the  papers  are  before 
they  go  on  the  record  and  before  read. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  probably  advisable  for  him  to  read  the  letter  so  as 
to  let  the  committee  determine  whether  it  should  go  into  the  record. 

By  Mr.  EirL(»E: 

Q.  Do  you  know  anjrthing  abotft  Mr.  Howard  having  filed  any  charges 
against  tireen  B.  Baum,  jrt — ^A.  Yes,  sir^  1  think  I  do.  I  want  to 
qualify  that.    I  presume  they  were. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  he  wanted  to  file  charges  or  ever  talk  to  you 
about  it? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

(Objection  was  here  entered  by  Mr.  Payson,  which  was  subsequently 
withdrawn.) 

The  Witness.  I  haven^t  seen  it  before  and  I  can  not  tell  what  it  is, 

Mr.  Dung  AN.  Is  any  action  indorsed  on  it? 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  indorsed  October  30, 1890.  I  seethe  letter 
was  written  in  the  Secretary's  room. 

Mr.  LiND.  What  secretary  f 

The  Witness.  I  should  say  the  Acting  Secretary.  I^o,  it  must  have 
been  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  following  are  copies  of  letters  referred  to  by  witness,  relating  to 
resignation  of  Edward  Howard  as  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office,  and 
were  put  in  evidence  : 

WAsraNGTON,  D.  C,  October  g7, 1891, 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  forward  you  my  resignation  as  a  clerk  of  the  Pension 
Bureau  for  the  foUowing  reasons : 

Ist.  Over  one  month  ago  L  at  vonr  suggestion,  made  certain  statements  under  the 
form  of  affidavits,  in  which  I  made  certain  grave  charges  against  the  administration 
of  the  Pension  Bureau,  and  offered  poaitive  and  official  proof  of  the  truth  of  those 
charges.  I  have  patiently  waited  to  be  called  upon  for  that  proof — have  been  ready 
to  produce  it  at  anv  moment — but  so  far  have  had  no  intimation  whatever  as  to  when 
said  charges  would  be  investigated,  if  ever. 

2d.  Since  the  filing  of  said  charges  I  have  been  subjected  in  many  ways  to  a  scries 
of  petty  insults  and  persecutions.  Leave  of  absence  without  pay  has  been  refused 
me,  though  granted  to  others.  Gen.  Raum  has  openly  boasted  that  he  had  the  favor 
and  confidence  of  the  President  and  yourself,  and  that  he  had  insisted  on  my  dis- 
missal. 

The  acting  chief  clerk — the  chief  of  my  division — ^and  other  members  of  the  pen- 
sion rin^,  inside  and  outside  of  the  office,  have  been  so  open  in  their  hostility,  as 
td  impair  my  health,  and  to  render  me  unable  to  attend  to  the  duties  of  my  position. 

I  have  become  tired  of  these  conditions,  and  I  therefore  ask  your  prompt  acceptance 
of  my  resignation,  or,  if  you  see  fit  to  difimisa  me,  an  equaUy  prompt  notification  oi 
that  action. 
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At  the  same  time,  I  repeat  mv  offer  to  produce  absolute  proof,  I.  e.,  the  official 
record,  of  the  truth  of  the  charges  made  by  me. 
I  am  sir,  very  respectfully, 

Edwd.  Howard. 
Hon.  J.  W.  Noble, 
8e&y  of  the  Interior, 

(Indorsed:)  October  30,  ^1.    Accepted.  C.  G.  A. 

DePAHTUENT  of  the  iNTKlilOR,  OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY, 

Washington,  March  11,  lS9t. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNEI^ 

Chief  of  Appointment  DitiHon, 

(Indorsed:)  October  30, 1891.  Write  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  state  date  on 
which  Howard's  resignation  should  take  effect. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  !Now,  read  the  reply  of  the  Gommissioiier  to  that  request. 
The  letter  was  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  31, 1891. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  commnnication  of  Mr.  Clarence  G.  Allen,  chief  of  the  appoint- 
ment division,  Interior  Department,  in  reference  to  the  resignation  of  Edward 
Howard,  a  clerk  of  class  one  in  the  rension  Office,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon 
that  Mr.  Howard  has  been  absent  since  and  including  October  24th,  1891,  and  has 
not  made  application  for  leave  since  that  time.  I  therefore  recommend  that  his  res- 
ignation be  accepted  to  take  effect  October  23, 1891. 
Very  respectfully. 

Green  B.  Rauu, 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Commieeioner, 

(Indorsed:)  Oct.  31,  '91.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  that  the  resigna- 
tion of  Edward  Howard,  clerk  class  one,  be  accepted  to  take  effect  Oct.  23,  '91.  Ap- 
proved :  Cyrus  Bussey,  Assistant  Secretary.    Nov.  4,  '91,  noted.    J.  A.  C. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  11,  lS9t. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNSRy 

Chief  of  Appointment  Division, 

Q.  Look  at  these  files  here,  and  see  if  there  are  any  charges  against 
J.  Edgar  Engle  in  the  file  of  papers  in  your  office  there. 

The  Witness  (examining  papers).  There  do  not  appear  to  be  any 
charges  in  licre.    I  do  not  find  any  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Engle  made  any  charges  against 
Green  £.  Eaam,  jr.t — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  of  any  of  these 
^  charges;  I  never  saw  them. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  whether  or  not  such  charges  were  made  by  Mr. 
Engle! — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  I  can  say  that.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  ever  heard  except  in  a  general  way  against  whom  these  charges  were 
made. 

Q.  You  heard  then  that  Howard  and  Engle  had  certain  charges  to 
make,  or  did  you  hear  something  in  regard  to  that! — ^A.  Yes,  I  can 
tell  you  just  how  that  occurred.  Oapt.  Engle  and  Mr.  Howard  came 
into  my  room — I  had  never  seen  Mr.  Howard  before — and  they — ^I 
think  it  was  sometime  in  September — and  they  commenced  telling  me, 
filing  a  verbal  complaint  and  I  saw  the  drift  of  it,  saw  what  they  were 
after,  about  some  irregularities  in  the  Pension  Office  that  they  were 
prepared  to  prove,  and  I  said  to  them,  ''Gentlemen,  I  am  not  the  judge 
before  whom  you  ought  to  make  such  a  statement  and  you  had  better 
caiTj  this  to  Gen.  Bussey."    " No/'  they  said,  "we  do  not  want  to  go 
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to  Gen.  Bnssey.'*  They  wanted  the  Secretary  to  have  it  and  wanted 
me  to  get  that  to  the  Secretary. 

I  said:  ^^  Gentlemen,  I  do  not  care  to  hear  anything  abont  the  case. 
If  yon  have  anything  to  report  I  prefer  yon  to  report  it  to  the  Secretary 
at  once."  I  think  it  was  pretty  near  noon  honr,  and  I  went  to  the 
Secretary  and  told  him  there  were  two  gentlemen  from  the  Pension 
Office  who  desired  to  make  some  statement  to  him,  the  natare  of  which 
I  was  not  familiar  with.  He  then,  being  at  leisnre,  said:  '^Send  for 
them  to  come  in^"  They  came  in,  and  in  15  or  20  minntes  afterwards 
I  met  Mr.  Howard  and  asked  him  if  he  had  had  an  interview,  and  he 
said,  ^^  Yes;  and  the  Secretary  requested  us  to  put  our  statement  in 
the  form  of  an  affidavit."  And  that  is  all  I  know  about  the  case.  He 
never  sent  for  them  at  alL  I  imposed  that  upon  him  simply  because  I 
did  not  want  the  thing  in  a  roundabout  way. 

Q.  Here  is  a  letter  I  see  on  the  file  here.    Bead  that. 

The  witness  read  the  letter  as  follows: 

Department  of  thb  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  SI,  1890. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  the  dismissal  of  J.  Edgar  Engle,  of  Pennsylva- 
nia, assistant  chief  of  diyision  in  this  Bnrean,  to  take  effect  April  3rd,  1890. 

1  make  tiiis  recommendation  in  order  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  service,  and 
for  the  ^rtiier  reason  that  Mr.  Engle  is  not  a  fit  man  for  the  position  he  holds. 
Very  respectf uHyi 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commxsiioner. 

To  take  effect  April  7  (owing  to  lateness  of  approval).    C.  G.  A. 
(Indorsed :)  March  31st,  1890.    Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  the  dismissal 
of  J.  Edgar  Engle.    Approved,  J.  W.  Noble,  Secretary.    April  5,  '90,  dismissed.    J. 
A.  C. 

Department  OF  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  11,  189S, 

I  eerti^  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

N.  C.  Tonner, 
Chief  of  Appointment  Divieion, 

Mr.  LiND.  ThAt  was  long  prior  to  the  conversation. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  this  was  way  back  in  1890.  I  think  he  was 
dismissed  April  7, 1890,  and  Jnne  21, 1890,  he  was  reinstated  as  a  clerk 
of  class  2,  so  that  it  was  wiped  out. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Does  that  state  how  he  happened  to  be  reinstated  t 

The  Witness.  Pertinent  to  that  letter  I  just  read  I  would  state  he 
Was  reinstated  on  June  21, 1890,  as  a  clerk  of  class  2. 

Mr.  Payson.  On  what  showing  was  he  reinstated;  does  the  paper 
Bhowt    . 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  I  just  asked  that. 

The  witness  read  the  letter,  as  follows: 

Department  of  thx  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D,  C,  June  SO,  1890, 

Sir  :  I  acknowledge  the  receipt,  by  endorsement,  of  the  letter  of  Hon.  J.  D.  Cam- 
oron  and  Charleo  F.  Manderson,  dated  Jnne  3,  1890,  recommending  the  reinstate* 
ment  of  J.  E.  Engle,  recently  dismissed  from  this  Bureau. 

The  reason  that  induced  me  t<o  recommend  the  removal  of  Mr.  Engle  was  that  he 
had  been  the  beneficiary  of  what  had  been  decided  by  the  Secretary's  Office  to  be  an 
illegal  decision  in  his  pension  claim.  I  acted  upon  the  matter  upon  what  I  under- 
stooTl  to  be  a  well-considered  view  of  his  case  before  I  became  Commissioner,  that 
he  hid  unduly  pressed  the  consideration  of  his  claim.  Of  this  I  had  at  that  time  no 
personal  knowledge. 

I  assume  from  the  endorsement  of  the  Assistant  Secretary,  requesting  a  statement 
modifying  the  grounds  of  dismissal  in  such  a  way  as  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
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Civil  Service  ConimiBsioiiy  that  yonr  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  eronndfl 
of  his  dismissal  were  not  well-fonnded.    I  accept  this  view  of  the  case,  ana  recom- 
mend Mr.  Eugle's  reinstatement  upon  the  ground  that  hia  delinquency  waa  not 
sufficient  to  justify  his  dismissal. 
Very  respectfully, 

Gbbbk  B.  Raum, 

CcmmiMHoner, 
(Indorsed :)  June  20y  1890.    Commiasionar  of  Pensions  Telative  to  the  re-instatement 
of  J.  £.  Engle. 

Dbpartmekt  of  tsb  Intbriob,  Officb  of  thb  Segbktabt, 

WaghingUm,  March  11,  189$. 
1  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original 

A.  G.  TONNBRy 

CkUff  of  AppainlmeiU  DtvMoM. 
The  Secretaby  of  the  Intbbiob. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Will  you  read  in  that  connection — and  it  would  be  better 
to  have  this  go  in — ^the  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  which  you 
have  on  file  there  and  the  indorsements  on  itt 

The  witness  read  the  letter  and  indorsements  as  follows: 

UNrnED  States  Senate, 
WashingUm,  D.  C,  June  14, 1890. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  ike  Interior: 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  J.  E.  En^le,  of  Penn.,  for  reinstatement  to  hia 
former  position  in  the  Pension  Bureau.  In  view  of  the  necessities  of  his  case  and 
the  fact  that  he  lost  an  arm  in  the  seryioe  I  would  request  early  and  favorable 
action  in  his  case. 

Very  respectfully^ 

IL  S.  Quay. 

[iBdonad.] 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

June  18ih,  1890. 

Respectftilly  referred  to  the  Assistant  Secretary,  with  request  that  he  let  me  know 
as  to  the  record  of  £ngle,  and  why  he  should  not  be  reinstated. 
He  was  under  Theo£>re  Smith,  which  may  explain  a  great  deal. 

John  W.  Noble, 
*  Seoretarff. 

Quay,  Hon.  M.  S.,  United  States  Senate,  June  14th,  1890.  In  relation  to  the  appli- 
oation  of  J.  E.  Engle  for  reinstatement  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Waehington,  March  11, 189$. 

I  certify  that  thia  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Divuion. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  to  say  he  was  a  rerater. 

The  Witness.  I  conld  not  tell  yon;  I  would  not  interpret  his  mean- 
ing. 

Mr.  Patson.  That  is  my  recollection  about  it;  if  I  am  in  error  about 
it  of  course  I  would  be  glad  to  correct  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  in  the  record  of  Mr.  Engle  to  show  that  there 
has  been  any  effort  made  to  have  him  dismissed  from  the  office  since 
the  filing  of  the  charges  against  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.  t — A.  I  know  noth- 
ing whatevet  of  it. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  such  effort  has  been  made  or  not. — A, 
I  do  not  now  remember.  Of  course  I  could  answer  that  if  I  had  an 
opportunity  to  examine  the  record^  but  personally  I  do  not  remember 
it.    I  depend  upon  my  records. 
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Q.  Yoa  have  there  before  yon  the  records  taken  firom  the  files  of 
Francis  M.  Taylor,  who  was  appointed,  or  rather  he  was  a  special  ex- 
aminer, in  the  Pension  Office.  Do  you  know  under  what  circumstances 
he  retired  firom  the  oificet — ^A.  No,  sir:  I  think  he  resigned,  did  he 
nott  That  is  my  recollection  of  it.  (Examining  papers.)  Yes,  sir; 
November  16, 1391:  but  what  led  to  the  tender  of  his  resignation  I  am 
entirely  ignorant  o£ 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Is  that  the  Taylor  who  has  been  referred  to  several 
timest 

Mr.  ENiiOE.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  letter,  please,  which  is  a  letter  filed  by  Mr. 
Taylor  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  t 

The  Witness.  There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  date  to  it. 

Mr.  Payson.  Is  there  anything  showing  that  it  was  received  by  a 
stamp  markt 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  December  31, 1891. 

Mr.  Patson.  That  will  identify  it. 

The  Witness.  The  year  1891  appears,  but  he  does  not  appear  to  put 
any  month  on  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  that  Mr.  Tonner  read  that  letter  and  I  want 
to  make  it  a  part  of  the  record. 

The  witness  read  the  letter  as  follows: 

{HaaAqoMTten  of  the  lUiiiois  Kepabllcan  AMooiation,  O.  A.  B.  Hall,  1412  Peim*a  AvenDO.    Geo.  C. 

Bom,  prasident;  C.  C.  Mason,  secreuury.] 

Washington,  D.  C, -,  1891. 

Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  Failing  in  my  Heveral  efforts  to  obtain  a  personal  interview  with  yon,  I  beg 
that  you  will  pardon  the  liberty  I  now  take  in  addressing  you  this  'hote,  assuring  yon 
that  I  have  no  wish  to  annoy  yon  in  so  doing.  It  was  to  relieve  yon  of  any  annoyance 
or  embarrassment  on  my  account  that  I  tendered  you  my  resignation  as  a  special  ex- 
aminer in  this  District.  Up  to  the  dat^  of  my  resignation  I  had  taken  no  part  in  the 
fight  being  made  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
he  was  using  all  the  official  means  at  his  command  to  hound  me  down,  and  had  been 
from  the  time  you  removed  Mr.  Smith,  and  in  doing  so  worked  in  harmony  with  Smith 
and  his  spy,  Brooks.  My  record  in  the  Pension  Office  and  as  a  citizen  is  good;  as  a 
•oldier  few  have  better. 

Under  the  circumstances,  of  course,  my  self-respect  would  not  permit  me  to  serve 
in  the  Pension  Office  under  the  present  Commissioner,  nor  do  I  wish  you  to  under- 
stand that  I  am  an  applicant  for  any  position  under  the  Gk)vemment.  However,  I 
do  think  that,  all  the  lacts  considered,  as  you  know  them,  I  may  with  propriety  ask 
for  the  reasons  which  decided  you  to  call  for  my  resignation,  and,  If  based  upon 
charges,  that  I  be  given  an  opportunity  to  answer  them.  I  was  assured  by  Genl 
Bussey  that  ho  knew  of  no  charges  against  me  other  than  what  was  contained  in 
the  interview  with  Mr.  Raum  published  in  the  ^^Star,"  charging  me  with  con- 
spiracy; that  he  (Raum)  had  gone  to  the  President  with  his  complaints,  hence 
your  embarrassment.  What  has  transpired  since  and  your  refusal  to  see  me  has 
convinced  me  that  I  have  been  shamefully  treated,  to  say  the  least,  and  I  believe 
you  have  been  imposed  upon.  It  is  due  to  me  and  my  friends  that  I  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts  in  the  case,  and  I  feel  confident  from  what  I  know  of  your 
ideas  of  justice  that  you  will  meet  this  Inquiry  promptly  and  favorably. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

F.  M.  Taylor, 
1SS6  O  str.,  yJF. 

Department  of  the  Intebior,'  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WaBhington,  March  11, 189£, 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original 

A.  C.  Tonner, 
Chitf  of  Appointment  VivisUm, 
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During  the  reading  of  the  letter  Mr.  Enloe  said :  Instead  of  reading 
that  letter  6upx)08e  you 

Mr.  LiND.  We  would  like  to  hear  the  whole  of  it  now^  as  he  has  be- 
gun. 

Thereupon  the  witness  concluded  the  reading  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  is  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  thatt 

The  Witness.  It  was  received  in  my  office  December  31, 1891. 

Mr.  LiND.  Did  it  go  to  the  Secretary  t 

The  Witness.  I  presume  it  did.  Just  let  me  see.  please  (taking  the 
letter).  Yes,  the  ^^  A"  is  on  it,  and  I  presume  that  the  paper  came  from 
the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Enloe.  There  is  the  recommendation  and  indorsement;  I  wish 
you  to  read  that. 

The  witness  read  as  follows: 

DSPARTMBITT  OF  THK  INTERIOR,  BURRAU  OF  PENSIONS^ 

Wa9hingioH,  D.  C,  June  IBih,  1891, 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  : 

Sir  :  I  haye  the  honor  to  recommend  that  the  servioes  of  Francia  M.  Taylor,  of 
IllioolS;  a  special  examiner  in  this  Bureau  at  $1,400  per  annum,  terminate  from  and 
after  the  30th  day  of  June,  1891,  the  date  of  the  expiration  of  his  appointment  by 
operation  of  law. 

Very  respeotfuUy, 

Green  B.  Rattic, 

Comm%B9i<m&r, 

(Indorsed:)  June  19,  1891.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  that  F.  H. 
Taylor,  of  Illinois,  special  examiner,  he  dropped  from  the  rolls  June  30,  ^91.  Disap- 
proved. Reappoint  him.  John  W.  Koble,  Secretary.  June  20,  ^91.  June  23,  '91. 
Reappointed,  J.  A.  C. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WashingUm,  March  11, 189$.     ' 

1  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.   C.  TONNER. 

Chief  of  Appointment  Divmon. 

Mr.  LmD.  Do  you  intend  to  call  Mr.  Taylor  hereafter  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  Otherwise  I  should  have  asked  some  questions  here. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  a  request  from  Commissioner  Baum 
was  sent  to  have  Mr.  Taylor  removed  from  his  position  in  the  office t — 
A.  Nothing  more  than  what  appears  on  the  record  I  have  read. 

Q.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  his  trying  to  induce  the  Secretary  to 
dismiss  Mr.  Taylor t — A.  No,  sir;  nothing  except  what  appears  in  the 
files.  The  Pension  Office  being  somewhat  distantly  removed  from 
mine,  I  hear  of  nothing  which  is  going  on  except  what  comes  to  my 
notice  officially. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  charges  against  Mr.  Taylor  on  file  in  your 
division  t — A.  Not  any,  unless  yoii  have  found  themj  I  have  not  found 
them. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  believe  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  testified  on  that 
point,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  ask  you  about  it.  Now,  I  want  you  to 
look  to  the  file  of  Thomas  Fawcett. 

The  Witness.  I  have  no  familiarity  with  this  case  at  alL  You- want 
to  know  if  any  charges  are  in  heret 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  find  any  charges. 

Q.  Will  you  read  this  letter  to  the  committee? — ^A.  Here  is  one  let- 
ter in  here  under  date  of  June,  1889,  that  has  reference  to  charges. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  sustained  t — ^A.  This  is  a  letter 
of  the  chief  exanuner.  This  refers  to  certain  things  that  would  give 
color,  as  far  as  my  files  are  concerned,  to  the  suspicion  that  charges  were 
filed.    If  there  are  any  charges  in 

Mr.  LiNB.  This  is  part  of  the  files,  and  if  we  go  into  the  case  I  think 
they  ought  to  go  in. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  have  no  objection.  Here  is  another  letter  I  want  to 
go  in  in  connection  with  it. 

The  matter  was  discussed  by  the  committee,  and  it  was  decided  not 
to  insert  the  two  letters. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  I  vill  ask  you  if  Mr.  Fawcett  has  been  dismissed  from  the  serv- 
ice.— ^A.  I  believe  he  has. 

Mr.  LiNB.  In  that  connection,  what  position  did  he  occupy  t 
The  Witness*  He  was  a  derk  of  class  1. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  he  under  civil-service  laws  and  in  the  classified  service  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  the  reason  that  is  given  for  his  dismissal^  read  the  paper. 
The  witness  read  as  follows: 

Dbpabtmbnt  on  thb  Interior,  Bureau  or  Pensions, 

Washington,  D,  C,  June  20th,  1891. 
The  Segrxtabt  of  Tms  Interior: 

Sir:  I  respeotfnUT  recommeDd  that  Thomas  R.  Fawcett,  of  niinois,  a  clerk  of  class 
one  in  this  Borean,  be  retired  from  the  pnblic  service  from  and  after  June  30th,  1891, 
for  the  reason  that  he  is  not  well  disposed  to  a  successful  administration  of  the  Bu- 
reaa  of  Peosions  under  the  present  administration. 

Very  respectfoUy,  Green  B.  Raum, 

Comm\98%oner, 

(Indorsed :)  Jnne  20, 1891.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  reoommeods  that  Thomas  R. 
Fawcett,  of  Olinois,  class  one,  be  retired  from  the  public  service.  June  30, 1891.  Ap- 
proved: Geo.  Chandler,  First  Assistant  Secretary.    June  23,  '91,  dismissed,  J.  A.  C. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WashingUm,  March  11, 1892, 
1  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Divinon, 

Q.  Now,  I  will  ask  you,  if,  before  he  went  out  of  office,  your  records 
show  that  his  salary  had  been  reduced  t 

The  Witness:  I  had  it  right  there;  I  had  a  white  envelope  with  a 
lot  of  papers  in  it.    Here  they  are.    His  history  is  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Secretary's  Office. 

[Memorandum.] 
Official  history  of  Thomas  R.  Fawcett,  of  Illinois. 

Anff.  15,  '86. — ^Appointed  in  Pension  Office  as  a  special  examineri  at  $1^400^  on  cer- 
tification of  Civil  Seryice  Gonunission. 
March  31,  '86.— Dismissed. 
May  5,  '86. — Reappointed  as  special  examiner, 
Jnly  1,  '86. — ^Reappointed  as  special  examiner. 
Jnly  1,  '87. — Reappointed  as  special  examiner. 
KoT.  3.  '87. — Transferred  to  clerk  of  class  2. 
May  8i|  '89. — dismissed. 

Aug.  7.  '89. — ^Reinstated  in  Pension  Office  as  a  olerk  of  class  2. 
May  10,  '90.— Reduced  to  claas  1. 
June  30,  '91.— Dismissed. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  11, 18921 
I  oertify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 
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Q.  Will  yon  state  whether  or  not  there  is  a  paper  here  from  Mrs. 
Fawcett  to  Mr.  Noble,  reqaesting  the  restoration  of  Mr.  Fawcett  to  his 
Ibrmer  ]K>8ition  and  pay?  K  yon  have,  I  want  yon  to  read  to  the  com- 
mittee the  indorsement  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  placed  on 
that  letter  when  is  was  transmitted. 

The  witness  read  as  follows: 

[IndoneineBt.] 

Fawoett,  Mn.  T.  R.,  WMhlngtoiiy  D.  C,  July  7,  nqnmU  the  restontion  of  hxx 
husband  to  hU  former  salary. 

DXPABTMBNT  OF  THE  INTERIOR, 

July  8, 1890. 
Reapectfnlly  referred  to  General  Bnaaey. 


I  wish  you  would  give  this  yonr  personal  attention. 
I  think  it  has  been  some  of  SmitlrB 


^B  work,  and  seems  peculiar  under  the  alleged 
letter  of  the  Commissioner. 

Yon  will  have  the  man  restored  to  his  former  pay  unless  there  are  very  strong  and 
controlling  reasons  to  the  contrary. 

John  W.  KoRLi&y 

Seoretary, 

Dbpartmbmt  of  the  Ikterioe,  Office  of  the  Secrktart, 

WoMngUm,  March  11, 1892, 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  originaL 

A.  C.  TONNEIL 

ChUf  Qf  Appointment  IHvtHan, 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  was  restored  npon  the  recommendation 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  t — ^A,  The  record  will  show  it  [examin- 
ing record].  No,  sir^  there  was  no  favorable  action  taken  npon  his  re- 
instatement. 

Q.  Have  yon  anything  there  showing  what  the  assistant  secretary 
said  abont  the  matter! — A.  No,  sir;  nothing  more  than  his  indorse- 
ment of  the  recommendation  revoking  the  dismissal. 

Q.  There  was  no  other  reason  given  for  his  dismissal  except  that 
which  was  stated  there?— A.  That  is  all  I  find. 

Mr.  LiND.  Is  this  Mr.  Fawcett  back  of  yon,  Mr.  Enloet 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Ale  to  show  the  reason 
for  his  dismissal  except  as  stated  in  the  letter  of  the  Commissioner 
which  yon  have  readt — A.  No,  sir,  nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  believe,  Mr.  Chairman^  tiiat  is  all  I  oare  to  ask  at 
present. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  Wonld  recommendations  of  a  chief  of  a  division  in  reference  to 
the  action  as  to  Mr.  Fawcett  have  been  among  your  flies  or  would  they 
be  kept  in  the  files  of  the  Pension  Office  t — A.  They  would  not  neces- 
sarily be  in  my  files. 

Q.  Have  yon  made  an  examination  among  these  papers  to  ascertain 
whether  this  reduction  of  the  salary  of  Mr.  Fawcett  was  not  made  by 
Oen.  Raum  upon  the  recommendation  of  a  chief  of  division  for  ineffi- 
ciency, or  incompetency^  or  something  of  the  sortt — A.  I  have  not  ex- 
amined those  papers.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  there,  but  I  did 
see  one  letter  here.  Here  is  one  letter — now,  I  find  here  Theodore 
Smith,  acting  chief,  southeastern  division,  relative  to  Mr.  Fawcett. 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  me  look  at  it.  I  would  nuggest  as  a  matter  of 
good  taste  that  Mr.  Fawcett  ought  to  be  instructed,  for  he  does  not 
seem  to  know  the  impropriety,  that  as  a  simple  witness  or  citizen  it  is 
none  of  his  business  to  express  approval  or  disapproval  and  intermpt 
witnesses  on  the  stand.    I  confess  it  is  the  least  bit  annoying  to  me 


PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION.  239 

when  any  thing  is  said  reflecting,  in  his  judgment,  upon  the  Gommis- 
sioner^s  office  or  anybody  in  the  office,  that  he  must  have  an  audible 
smile  in  reference  to  it.  I  would  suggest  that  it  is  hardly  in  perfect 
taste  at  all  and  his  attention  has  been  called  to  it  on  more  than  one  oc- 
casion, and  perhaps  a  suggestion  of  the  chairman  that  this  is  improper, 
if  it  is  improper,  is  sufficient. 

The  Chairman.  If  he  should  be  on  the  stand  as  a  witness  before  the 
committee,  all  these  matters  can  be  passed  upon,  but  if  he  does  not  in- 
terrupt the  proceedings  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  seriously  objectionable. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  Was  your  attention  ever  called  to  the  fact  that  this  reduction  of 
salary  was  caused  by  the  recommendation  of  a  chief  of  a  division  on 
a  cause  of  alleged  incompetency  or  inefficiency  t  Was  this  letter  part 
of  the  files  of  your  office! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  read  it. 

The  witness  read  the  letter  as  follows : 

Dkpabtmsnt  of  thx  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pbnsioks, 

Washingtan,  D.  C,  May  £0,  1889. 

The  CoMMissiomEit  of  Pensions: 

Sir  :  Referring  to  Thomas  R.  Fawcett,  formerly  a  special  examiner,  now  a  olerlt 
of  class  two,  employed  in  the  middle  division,  I  would  say  that,  while  connected 
with  this  division,  he  acquired  an  unsavory  reputation. 

My  attention  this  morning  has  heen  caUed  to  the  report  made  by  him  in  the  claim 
of  Jacob  D.  Tetwiler,  Cert.  No.  342242^  in  which  he  uses  the  following  language: 
''I>r.  Hayes  can  not  remember  any  individual  treatment.    He  can  not  call  to  mem- 
ory, as  he  turned  over  his  books  to  Gen.  Banks'  surgeon,  as  he  says,  and  history  shows 
Oen.  Jackson  captured  all  the  records ;  and  while  it  is  a  pity  it's  true,  it's  true  it's  a 
pity  he  did  not  capture  Banks,  but  he  did  not." 
1  submit  this  for  your  consideration. 
Very  respectfuUy, 

Thbo.  Smith, 
AcHng  Chief  8E.  JHviiUm. 

Dismifls. 

James  Tanner, 

Commi98ioner, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  11, 189£, 

1  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.   C.  TONNKR, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Diviiion, 

Mr.  Enloe.  Kead  this  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  Brosius.  By  whom  is  that  made? 

The  Witness.  By  one  of  my  clerks,  I  think.  These  are  tracers  of 
l>ai)ers  as  they  go  out.  For  instance,  we  get  a  communication  in  refer- 
ence to  a  reinstatement,  and  we  transfer  it  from  one  department  to 
Another.  Where  the  paper  passes  around,  the  clerk  in  charge  keeps  a 
^nemoranda  to  trace  it.    This  is  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Secretart'b  Office, 

July  11,  '89. 
Comm'r  of  Pensions  recommends  reinstatement  of  Thomas  R.  Fawcett,  lUs.,  as  a 
olerk  of  class  t  uto,  July  28,  'S9,  to  Civil  Ser.  Cumm.,  no  other  cause  of  Mr.  Fawcett's 
dismissal  being  of  record  in  this  Department. 
Request  No.  567. 

C.  J.  G. 

July  11,  '89. 

Comm'r  of  Pensions  recommends  reinstatement  of  Thomas  B.  Fawcett,  Ills.,  as  a 
clerk  of  class  2. 

July  16,  '89. 

To  Conun'r  of  Pensions  for  statement  of  cause  of  dismissal  required  under  Rule  X« 

C*  ^.  ^* 
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Dkpabthbnt  of  the  Interiob,  Sxcbbtabt's  Officib, 

July  g7,  '9. 

C.  S.  C.  declines  to  issue  certification  for  reinstatement  upon  the  papers  before  it. 

July  29,  ^. 
To  Comm'r  of  PensionB. 

C.  J.  6. 

July  31,  ^89. 

Comm'r  of  Pensions  returns^  with  statement  that  he  knows  of  no  reason  now  exist- 
ing against  the  employment  of  Mr.  Fawcett. 

Aug.  11,  '89. 

To  C.  S.  C;  in  connection  with  request  No.  667.  His  military  discharge  was  in- 
closed. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WashingUmf  Marck  11, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  originaL 

A.  C.  TONNSR, 

Chief  of  Appointment  DMtum, 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  was  reinstated  by  thatt 

The  Witness.  Of  course  he  could  not  be  reinstated  under  clause  10, 
delinquency,  or  misconduct 

Mr.  Payson.  Without  the  charges  are  either  disproveu  or  with- 
drawn t 

The  Witness.  Kot  the  withdrawal  of  charges. 

Mr.  Payson.  Would  not  that  be  sufficientt 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  they  must  be  disproven.  A  mere  withdrawal 
of  a  charge  does  not  relieve  a  man  from  his  former  guilt. 

Mr.  LiND.  That  rule  is  in  writing;  it  is  a  published  rule. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sirj  it  is  amended  rule  10. 

Mr.  LiNB.  My  impression  is  you  did  not  quote  it  correctly,  and  I 
would  suggest  really  it  be  inserted  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Payson.  It  is  not  very  material. 

Mr.  Payson.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  the  adoption  of  the  cir- 
cular order,  making  or  creating  this  so-called  appointm^t  division  of  the 
Pension  Office  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question,  if  it  does  not  interrupt  you 
there,  in  regard  to  Fawcett;  if  you  have  got  through  with  that  matter. 
What  does  your  record  show  to  have  been  the  cause  of  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Fawcett  in  1886 1 

The  Witness.  Well,  now,  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

The  witness  read  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Moh.  2fi,  1886. 
Hon.  L.  Q.  C.  Lamar, 

Secy,  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend,  most  respootAilly,  that  the  servioes  of  Mr. 
Thomas  R.  Fawcett,  as  a  special  examiner  of  this  office,  be  dispensed  with  from  and 
after  the  31  st  instant,  and  that  he  be  granted  leave  ontal  that  date. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  C.  Black. 

Commiteioner, 

(Indorsed:)  Department  of  the  Interior,  Pension  Office.  Date  Mch.  22,  1886. 
From  Commissioner.  Subject:  Recommends  the  dismissal  of  Thomas  R.  Fawcett  aa 
a  special  examiner  to  take  eifect  Mch.  31, 1886.  Approved,  L.  Q.  C.  Lamar,  Secretary. 
Mch.  23,  '86,  dismissed.    C.  G.  A. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D,  C.  March  11, 1892. 

\  certify  that  thia  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNBR. 

ChUf  of  AppointrnmU  XH^eUm. 
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By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  on  the  files  showing  any  reason  for  that  ao- 
tioiit — ^A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  Nothing  else? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  on  the  file  showing  any  reason  or  cause  for 
his  reinstatement? — A.  He  was  dismissed  in  1886— ho,  he  was  dis- 
missed March  31,  and  on  the  following  May,  1886,  he  was  reappointed 
as  a  s})ecial  examiner.  Now,  I  can  only  tell  you  that  by  the  recom- 
mendation for  reappointment. 

Q.  Well,  if  that  is  there  I  would  like  to  see  it. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waahington,  D.  C,  March  6, 1890. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  For  the  good  of  the  servioe,  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  the  redaction  of 
ThomaA  R.  Fawcett,  of  lUinois,  ftom  a  clerkship  of  class  two  to  one  of  class  one,  to 
take  effect  the  10th  instant,  yioe  George  Barber,  reduced. 
Very  respeotfoUy, 

Green  B.  Raum. 

Commisnaner, 

(Indorsed :)  March  5, 1890.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  the  reduction 
of  Thomas  B.  Fawcett.  Approved:  Gyms  Bnssey,  Assistant  Secretary.  Mar.  10, 
'^f  reduced.    J.  A.  G. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Wa9hingion,  March  11, 1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  Tonner, 
Chief  of  Appointment  Divition. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Mag  XO,  1889. 
^e  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sie:  For  the  good  of  the  service  I  respectfiilly  recommend  that  the  serrioes  of  Mr. 
-^l^omas  R.  Fawcett  as  a  clerk  of  class  two  in  this  Bureau  be  dispensed  with  from 
^^  after  the  31st  instant. 
Very  respectfully, 

James  Tanner, 

CommiBtwner. 

^^Indoised:)  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions,  date,  May  20, 18S9. 
^om  Gommissioner.  Subject:  Dismissal  of  Thos.  R.  Fawcett.  Approved,  Gyrus 
^J%«sey,  Assistant  Secretary.  Approved,  John  W.  Noble,  Secretary.  May  28,  '^, 
^^amissed.    J.  A.  G. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  11, 189$, 

X  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  G.  Tonner, 
Chief  of  Appointment  Divieion. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Can  yon  state  whether  that  order  in  1886  was  revoked  t 
The  witness  read  as  follows : 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Pension  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Apr.  SO,  1886. 
Hon.  L.  Q.  G.  Lamar, 

Secy,  of  the  Interior. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend,  most  respectfully,  that  the  letter  of  the  De- 
partment dated  March  23, 1886,  whereby  the  services  of  Mr.  Thos.  R.  Fawcett.  as  a 
special  ex&miner  in  this  office,  were  dispensed  with  from  and  after  March  31, 1886,  be 
revoked,  and  he  be  permanently  reappointed  to  take  effect  April  1,  1886,  and  leave 
without  pay  grantea  him  for  30  days  from  said  date. 
Yery  respectfully, 

John  G.  Black, 

Commissioner, 

16  PEN* 


242  PENSION  omcB  investigation, 

(IndoTBod :)  Department  of  the  Interior.  Pension  Office,  drte  Apr.  SO,  1886.  From 
Commissioner.  Sabject:  Recommends  tne  reinstatement  of  Thoe.  B.  Fawcett,  as  a 
special  examiner.  Approved,  L.  Q.  G.  Lamar,  Secretary,  May  5, 1886.  Order  of  dis- 
missal revoked,  C.  O.  A. 

DBPARTMKNT  of  the  iKTBRIOfi,  OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETABT, 

WasMngUm,  March  11, 189$. 

1  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  Tomker. 
Chief  of  Appointmmt  Division. 

ByMr.  LiND: 

Q.  Now,  what  Ib  the  indorsement  on  thatf — ^A.  Well,  the  indorse- 
ment is  simply  a  syllabus  of  this,  and  it  is  approved  <^  L.  Q.  O.  Lamar, 
Secretary,  May  5, 1886.  Order  of  dismissal  revoked."  We  sometimes 
do  that  to  save  the  reappointment  where  we  can  do  it. 

Q.  I  ask  that  this  be  put  in  the  evidence.  Then  I  want  to  ask  an- 
other question.  Now,  the  effect  of  the  whole  letter  is  to  give  him  thirty 
days'  leave  of  absence  with  pay  t — ^A.  No,  thirty  days'  leave  without 
pay.  When  he  was  iirst  dismissed  he  was  given  a  leave  with  pay,  but 
when  the  order  was  revoked  it  said:  "Leave  without  pay  be  granted 
him  for  thirty  days  from  said  date." 

The  Ch AiBHAN.  It  simply  restores  him,  striking  out  the  thirty  days' 
leave  of  absence  with  pay  given  him  on  the  former  dismissaL 

Mr.  LiND.  Now,  is  there  anything  aside  from  these  two  papers  in 
your  files  indicating  the  reasons  that  actuated  the  Commissioner  ot 
Pensions  and  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  taking  that  action  expressed 
in  the  papers  f 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  find  anything. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  at  that  time  clerks  of  Mr.  Fawcett^s  grade 
were  in  the  classified  service! — A.  In  1886,  yes,  sir.  The  civil  service 
went  into  effect  in  1883, 

Q.  And  those  clerks  had  been  embraced  before  that  timet^ — ^A.  Yes, 
sir  J  all  that  were  in  at  that  time  were  embraced. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  When  was  the  so-called  appointment  division  created  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office t— A.  I  think  November  22, 1889. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  records  show  it,  but  I  will  aak  if  you 
remember  when  Gen.  Baum  was  appointed! — ^A.  Now,  I  cannot  tell 
that,  although  I  may  have  it  here. 

A  Bystander.  It  was  October  19, 1889. 

The  Witness.  As  Commissioner,  you  mean! 

Mr.  Payson.  As  Commissioner.  Are  you  sufficiently  familiar  with  the 
methods  of  the  Pension  Office  to  be  able  to  explain  in  detail  how  the 
records  were  kept  of  the  individual  appointees  of  that  Bureau  ! — ^A.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  them;  I  think  they  adopted  the  system  we 
had. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  there  were  jackets  kept  in  which  certain  papers 
in  relation  to  each  employe  of  the  Pension  Office! — A.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  then,  in  regard  to  the  establishment  of  this  so-called  appoint- 
ment division;  was  it  practically  any  tiling  more  than  a  consolidation 
of  papers  and  records  i>ertaining  to  the  clerks  there,  and  an  orderly 
subjection  of  those  papers  to  the  control  of  one  individual  clerk!— A. 
That  was  all,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  this  case  it  happened,  or  it  was  the  fact,  that  the  charge 
of  those  papers  wa«  placed  iindei-  the  control  of  the  assistant  chief 
clei'k  of  the  Pension  Office.— A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  that  indiyidnal  was  Green  B.Baom,  jr.  t — ^A*  Yes,  sir,  he  had 
charge  of  those  pai>ers,  but 

Q.  Do  yon  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  as  to  what  dnties  were  x>erfonned 
by  Mr.  Banm,  jr.,  prior  to  these  duties  that  were  put  upon  him  as  assist- 
ant chief  clerk  f — A.  No,  I  do  not  know;  lam  not  familiar  with  the  classi- 
fication of  the  duties  as  defined  by  the  general  order  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  In  a  general  way  you  do  know  the  creation  of  this  appointment 
bureau  was  in  one  sense  a  reorganization  of  the  work  there,  so  that  the 
files  and  papers  pertaining  to  the  employes  were  put  in  charge  of  a  cer- 
tain individual,  and  that  individual  was  the  assistant  chief  clerk  f — A. 
Yes,  sir;  and,  as  I  understand  it,  applications  for  subordinate  places 
under  the  classified  range  and  for  the  determination  of  relative  merit 
of  parties  for  promotion,  etc. — for  instance,  if  members  of  Congress 
were  to  come  and  imi)ortune  for  the  promotion  of  somebody,  a  letter  in 
aU  probability  would  be  written  asking  for  the  record,  and  if  I  had 
gone  to  Mr.  Bia>um  when  he  was  in  office  and  asked  for  the  record  of  a 
particular  person,  he  would  have  referred  to  the  chief  of  division  for 
their  record  to  know  whether  he  was  justified  in  the  promotion.  All 
that  he  took  charge  of,  and  then,  upon  his  recommendation  to  his  father — 
I  suppose  he  prepared  the  case  and  laid  it  before  his  father,  and  it  is 
presumable  it  was  his  duty — and  upon  that  the  recommendation  for  the 
promotion  would  be  made,  and  so  with  minor  appointments. 

Mr.  LiND.  Do  your  jackets  show  the  amount  of  leave  that  stood  to 
the  credit  of  each  of  tibese  persons  at  the  time  he  was  dismissed  f 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  my  records  would  not  show  that.  They  only 
show  the  absolute  time  consumed  and  to  the  credit  of  the  employes  of 
the  Secretary's  office,  though  all  the  chiefs  of  the  various  bureaus  re- 
port at  the  end  of  each  month  the  time  that  has  been  taken  by  various 
employes.  They  make  recommendations  to  the  Secretary  for  leave  of 
absence,  and  they  are  responsible  for  them.  We  could  not  tell  any- 
thing about  them,  and  upon>  their  statements  leave  is  granted. 

By  Mr.  Bbosius  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  you  were  not  able  to  say  who  per- 
formed the  duties  of  Mr.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  before  his  instoUment  in 
the  office! — ^A.  I  could  not  say  positively  as  to  that. 

Q.  I  understood  you  referred  to  somebody  who  resigned? — A.  That 
was  Mr.  Beeves.  I  think  he  was  your  (to  Mr.  Baum,  jr.)  immediate 
predecessor. 

Q.  He  resigned  previous  to  Mr.  Baum,  jr.'s,  appointment! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Then  there  was  a  resignation  and  an  appointment,  and  the  num- 
ber of  employes  was  not  increased  by  that  appointment! — A.  Oh,  my, 
no :  the  number  of  employes  could  not  be  increased. 

Q.  Then  there  was  no  new  office  created! — ^A.  No,  sir;  no  new  office 
(treated  whatever;  no,  sir. 

Q.  I  thought  somebody  had  stated  that  this  office  was  a  new  office 
created! — A.  Not  a  new  office  created.  Mr.  Baum  was  assistant  chief 
clerk,  but  was  acting  as  appointment  clerk  in  conjunction.     * 

Mr.  DuNaAN.  I  tUnk  some  witness  stated  before  that  there  had  been 
no  appointment. 

Mr.  Patson.  When  was  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  appointed! 

The  Witness.  November  19, 1889.  That  is,  was  appointed  as  as* 
sistant  chief  clerk,  at  $2,000. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  And  that  office  had  existed  for  years  prior  to  that  tm^b^ — i^«  X^ 
sir. 
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Q.  And  there  was  no  increase  of  salary? — ^A.  Ko,  sir;  and  for  all  I 
know  the  same  party  who  held  this  position  previous  may  have  "pei- 
formed  all  those  functions  which  were  included  in  this  new  order. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  I  understood  Mr.  Bussey,  or  some  one  in  the  office,  tes- 
tified here  that  previous  to  this  appointoient  of  young  Mr.  Eaum  that 
the  records  were  all  kept  in  the  Interior  Department. 

Mr.  Pat  SON.  Oh,  no;  that  is  a  mistake. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  I  made  the  inquiry  because  I  found  a  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  record  and  some  of  the  testimony,  at  least  some  question 
propounded.  I  am  not  sure  about  anything  of  the  sort  about  the  tes- 
timony, but  a  number  of  questions  were  put  to  witnesses  directed  to  the 
fact  that  a  new  appointment  had  been  made,  that  something  new  had 
been  created  for  the  benefit  of  the  Commissioner's  son.  I  can  not  be 
mistaken  about  that,  and  I  wanted  to  get  the  matter  cleared  up. 

Mr.  Payson.  We  will  get  to  it  when  we  get  somebody  on  the  stand 
who  knows  about  these  things.  Will  you  state  as  clearly  as  you  can, 
and  take  your  own  time  in  doing  it,  so  as  to  make  it  clear  to  the  com- 
nuttee,  just  what  position  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr.,  was  occupying  in  that 
office? 

The  Witness.  According  to  my  understanding — I  do  not  know 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  you  do  not  know  you  had  better  not  testify. 

Mr.  Little.  You  have  testified  that  there  were  no  new  duties  per- 
formed  

The  Witness.  As  far  as  appointments  are  concerned  they  were 
based  upon  recommendations  and  somebody  there  had  to  make  them 
all  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  that  recommendations  were  made  to  the  Com- 
missioner on  recommendations  made  by  the  appointment  clerk,  Mr. 
Eaum,  jr.t — ^A.  Upon  presentation  of  papers  to  him,  but  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  say  it  was  made  upon  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Eaum,  jr. 

Q.  But  he  had  the  presentation  of  those  papers  to  the  Commissioner  t 
— ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  Just  the  same  as  you  have  to  the  Secretary! 

The  Witness.  Precisely.  If  the  Secretary  wants  to  make  an  ap- 
pointment I  carry  him  all  the  papers  bearing  on  the  x>oint. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  ask  the  date  as  nearly  as  you  can  get  it  when 
Howard  and  Engle  called  on  Secretary  Noble  in  reference  to  those 
charges? 

The  Witness.  It  was  sometime  in  September. 

Mr.  LiND.  Those  are  the  exact  words,  I  think,  he  used  before. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  It  was  in  September,  1891,  was  it! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  in  1891. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  you  know  anything  about  the  circumstances  under 
which  Mr.  Eeeves  left,  did  he  voluntarily  tender  his  resignation  or  was 
it  called  for! — A.  If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  ask  Mr.  Green  B.  Eaum, 
jr.,  just  one  question  first  to  refresh  my  recollection.  Was  not  he  the 
man  who  was  subsequently  made  superintendent  of  the  building! 

Mr.  Eaum.  That  was  the  olier  made  to  him. 

The  Witness.  Then  I  can  tell  you  what  came  to  my  ears;  that  he 
was  not  qualified  for  that  position.  He  was  not  fitted  for  the  position. 
He  may  have  had  the  ability,  but  he  was  not  fitted  for  that  particular 
work.  I  knew  at  that  time  he  was  talked  of  for  the  superintendent  of 
the  building,  but^  I  think,  he  declined  to  accept  that. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  Was  he  removed  or  was  his  resignation  demanded? 

The  Witness.  Oh,  he  resigned. 

Mr.  LiNB.  He  resigned? — A.  I  think  so.  I  talked  with  him  oJQ&cially 
qnit4)  a  number  of  times,  and  my  impression  of  his  abilities  was  that  he 
did  not  seem  to  be  qualified  for  the  position.  You  are  very  apt  to  get 
square  people  in  round  places  in  the  Departments,  sometimes,  you  know. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  We  have  not  got  an  answer  as  to  whether  he  resigned  or  his 
resignation  was  called  for  or  he  was  removed. — A.  I  have  not  got  the 
jacket  of  that  case,  but  we  would  not  know  anything  about  that.  I 
think  he  resigned  voluntarily.  I  think  Mr.  Eeeves  thoroughly  appre- 
ciated his  position  there,  that  he  was  really  not  fitted  for  this  work. 
He  was  a  nice  gentleman,  though.  • 

Q.  How  long  was  he  in  that  placet — A.  I  think — I  have  not  got  his 
record  here-4)ut  not  a  very  great  while.  He  succeeded  Mr.  Brock,  I 
think.    He  was  not  there  a  very  great  while. 

Q.  He  was  not  satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner t — ^A.  Ko,  sir;  I  think 
not. 

Thereupon  the  committee  adjourned  to  meet  Monday  at  10 :30  a.  m., 
Maxch  14, 1892. 

Washington,  D.  C,  Tuesdayy  March  I5j  1892. 

The  committee  met  at  12  m.  . 

Present,  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Little,  Lind, 
Dungan,  and  Brosius,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe,  Hon. 
Geo.  W.  Cooper,  and  Hon.  L.  E.  Payson. 

TESTIMOHT  OF  OBEEIT  B.  BAUK. 

Gbeen  B.  Batjm,  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  sworn  and  examined. 

Mr.  Payson.  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  as 
Gen.  Baum's  adviser  in  this  investigation  in  so  far  as  he  is  directly 
interested  in  it,  I  have  suggested  to  Mm  the  propriety  of  making  a  for- 
naal  statement  as  to  the  condition  of  affairs  in  regard  to  the  Pension 
Office  in  so  far  as  it  is  connected  with  such  general  orders  as  are  consid- 
ered matters  of  criticism,  say  orders  No.  149  and  151,  and  the  action  of 
the  Department  thereunder,  and  some  other  matters,  and  he  has 
reduced  them  to  writing  in  a  formal  statement,  and  I  desire  in  his  behalf 
that  that  statement  might  be  submitted  to  the  committee.  This  is  not 
an  unusual  course  in  proceedings  of  this  character,  and  it  is  a  matter  of 
which  I  will  be  glad  to  have  the  committee's  approval.  I  desire  to 
have  him  submit  this  as  a  sworn  statement  in  reference  to  such  mat- 
ters, as  a  preliminary  basis  for  your  action. 

Objection  was  here  made  by  Mr.  Cooper  and  Mr.  Enloe,  and  the  ques- 
tion was  argued  at  length. 

A  vote  having  been  taken  on  the  question,  the  decision  of  the  Chair- 
nian  was  as  follows: 

We  will  proceed  with  the  investigation  with  the  understanding  that 
the  witness  has  a  right  before  the  investigation  closes  to  make  such 
a  statement  in  his  own  way,  if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

By  Mr.  Coopeb: 

Q.  For  the  benefit  of  the  general  public,  having  been  frequently  re- 
quested to  ask  that  question,  I  would  like  to  ask  you  why  it  is  that  in 
l^iving  out  the  list  of  allowances  with  the  pensioner,  his  residence  is 
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not  also  given  to  the  public,  in  order  that  the  i)ensioner  may  be  identi- 
fied before  the  public,  that  they  may  know  which  one  it  is,  which  John 
Smith  or  John  Jones  it  is  that  has  been  allowed  a  x>6n8iont — A.  The 
reason  that  the  post-office  addresses  were  omitted  was  that  many 
claimants  wrote  to  the  office  stating  that  they  were  constantly  flooded 
with  literature  of  attorneys  all  over  the  United  States.  They  stated 
that  giving  the  post-office  address  simply  afforded  all  attorneys  an  op- 
portuuity  to  push  in  their  literature  upon  the  pensioners.  That  was  the 
only  reason. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  not  tell  one  of  the  reporters  of  the  Star, 
in  the  city  of  Washington,  whose  name  I  can  not  now  rex^all,  that  the 
reason  you  suspended  that  custom  of  giving  the  post-office  address  of 
pensioners  was  that  attorneys  in  Washington  claimed  that  outside 
attorneys  got  a  lift  of  their  claimants  and  addresses,  and  thus  took 
their  cases  away  from  themt — A.  Never  in  the  world,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  him  thatf  The  only  reason  then  you  can  assign 
for  stopping  that  was  to  prevent  the  pensioners  themselves  being  solic- 
ited for  business  by  other  attorneys? — A.  Well,  it  was  in  compliance 
with  the  request  of  a  great  many  claimants. 

Q.  Can  you  name  any  claimants  who  wrote  you  such  a  letter  t — ^A. 
Well,  sir,  I  can  not :  I  receive  a  great  many  letters  from  very  intelli- 
gent men,  some  of  tnem  sending  the  literature  in 

Q.  Expressing  a  desire  to  have  their  whereabouts  kept  secret  t — ^A. 
Kot  at  all. 

Q.  And  kept  out  of  the  papers  t — ^A.  Ko,  they  wanted  to  know 
whether 

Q.  Can  you  produce  any  such  letter? — ^A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  do  that  at  a  subsequent  time  when  you  come  be- 
fore the  committee.  I  make  that  request  now,  that  subsequehtly  dur- 
ing the  investigation  you  produce  one  or  as  many  as  you  eaiU  find  of 
letters  from  pensioners  desiring  that  you  cease  the  publication  of  their 
addresses  in  order  to  shield  them  from  solicitation  f — A.  I  might  state 
here,  in  regard  to  the  files  of  the  Pension  Office  in  respect  to  the  letters^ 
that  it  is  unlike  that  of  any  other  bureaus  that  I  am  familiar  with.  The 
great  mass  of  letters  which  reach  the  Pension  Office  go  to  a  particular 
case  that  men  write  about.  There  is  no  general  file  for  letters  in  the 
Pension  Office,  like  they  have,  for  example,  in  the  War  Department  and 
in  the  Treasury  Department.  They  go  to  the  case,  and  while  I  do  not 
follow  up  a  lot  of  those  letters  that  I  act  upon  and  see  where  they  go  to, 
you  understand  I  lose  sight  of  them  if  they  are  sent  to  the  case. 

Q.  But  you  mentioned  the  fact  that  a  great  many  prominent  people 
hav«  written  to  yout — ^A.  As  I  say,  I  may  be  unable  to  lay  hands  upon 
any  considerable  number  for  that  reason. 

Q.  What  members  of  your  family,  if  any,  are  in  the  employ  of  the 
Pension  Office? — A.  I  have  recommended  the  appointment  of  a  daugh- 
ter of  mine  to  be  my  private  secretary.  I  did  that  a  few  days  ago,  and 
it  has  not  been  acted  upon — that  is,  not  that  I  am  aware  ofl  I  have  no 
other  relations  in  there. 

Q.  You  have  no  other  relations  now  in  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  No, 
sir;  I  have  no  other  relation  in  the  public  service. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  your  daughter  has  passed  a  civil-service  examina- 
tion t — A.  It  was  not  necessary. 

Q.  But  I  asked  you  the  question  if  she  has  passed  the  civil-service 
examination? — ^A.  She  has  not. 

Q.  Have  you  not  appointed  parties  to  be  your  private  secretary  anl 
after  their  appointment  has  been  made  had  them  transferred  into  a  civil 
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Nervice  department  at  any  timef — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  there  was  one  gentle- 
ifian  who  took  a  dvil  service  examination. 

Q.  A  kind  of  back  door  that  is  through  which A.  It  is  a  back  door 

in  all  the  bureaus  and  departments  of  the  service. 

Q.  You  appoint  a  private  secretary  and  by  transferring  them  by  that 
means  they  avoid  the  civil  service  examination  f — ^A.  There  is  no  avoid- 
mg  of  it. 

Mr.  LiND.  You  mean  a  transference  into  the  classified  listf 

Mr.  CooPEB.  YeSy  sir. 

The  Witness.  I  can  state  the  case.  I  had  Mr.  Bidgeway  appointed 
my  private  secretary.  He  occupies  a  desk  in  my  room  and  has  devoted 
his  entire  time  to  the  signing  of  pension  certificates.  When  he  had 
occupied  that  position  of  confidential  clerk  for  the  lawful  x>eriod 

Mr.  Patson.  Which  is,  whatf 

The  Witness.  One  year,  I  believe;  that  would  warrant  him  to  take 
a  non  comi)etitive  examination  for  the  benefit  of  beiug  appointed  in  the 
classified  service.  He  chose  to  take  that  examination,  and  being  a  gen- 
tleman of  good  education  and  all  that  he  passed,  and  upon  my  recom- 
mendation was  appointed. 

Mr.  Patson.  And  in  compliance  with  the  lawf 

The  Witness.  Yes  sir,  in  compliance  with  law.  I  could  not  have 
gotten  him  in  except  in  compliance  with  the  law.  I  have  never  been 
interested  in  getting  any  one  in  except  in  compliance  with  the  law. 

By  Mr.  Ooopee  : 

Q.  You  could  not  have  done  that  without  first  taking  him  through  as 
a  private  secretary! — ^A.  He  was  appointed  by  the  Secretary;  that  was 
nothing  sinister,  simply 

Q.  What  is  the  salary  of  this  office  of  confidential  clerk  t — A.  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  dollars  a  year. 

Q.  Has  she  been  employed  in  the  Census  Office  t — ^A.  She  was  a  short 
time. 

Q.  Was  she  removed  from  that  service! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  she  resign? — A.  She  was  employed  in  that  office  at  the  time 
I  made  this  recommendation.  She  is  borne  on  the  roUs  there  until  she 
is  appointed  here. 

Q.  Was  she  not  recommended  for  transfer! — ^A.  There  is  no  transfer 
from  the  Census  Office  to  the  Pension  Office.  The  Census  Office  is  not 
in  the  classified  service^;  consequently  no  one  can  be  transferred  to  the 
Pension  Bureau. 

Q.  Can  they  be  transferred  to  some  other  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment t — A.  3^0,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  she  recommended  for  transfer  or  dropped;  was  not  she 
dropped  from  the  roUs  of  the  Census  Officef — A.  She  has  not  been 
dropped;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Is  she  still  in  the  Census  Office! — ^A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Ridge  way  has 
liad  a  very  great  affliction  with  his  eyes  and  I  had  my  daughter  signing 
my  name  to  i)ension  certificates  for  a  few  days. 

Q.  Mr.  Eidgeway  is  confidential  clerk? — ^A.  He  has  been  performing 
that  service. 

Q.  Has  she  ever  had  leave  of  absence  from  the  Census  Office,  or  has 
she  resigned? — ^A.  She  has  not  resigned. 

Q.  StUl  drawing  salary  there? — ^A.  Well,  she  will  not  draw  her  sal- 
ary except  for  what  services  she  has  performed  there. 

Q.  Has  she  had  leave  of  absence? — A.  I  did  not  really  ask  her 
whether  she  asked  leave  of  absence  or  not;  I  suppose  she  did.  She 
would  draw  no  salary  unless  she  performed  service  there* 
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Q.  I  understand  yon  then  she  is  holding  a  position  in  the  Census 
Office  and  pel  forming  duties  in  yonr  office. — ^A.  Yes.  sir;  she  is  now  at 
my  request  performing  the  services  that  I  would  otner\rise  i>erform  if 
somehody  did  not  i)eribrm  them — ^that  is,  signing  my  name  to  pension 
certificates.    I  had  her  doing  that  before  she  went  to  the  CensusOffioe. 

Q.  What  is  her  name? — A.  Her  name  is  Mrs.  Effie  B.  Walters;  she 
is  a  widow  lady.  I  took  for  a  great  while  the  i)ension  certificates  to  my 
house  to  affix  the  signatures  to  them  there.  Before  I  took  charge  of 
the  office  the  signatures  were  put  on  by  a  stamp,  which  I  did  not  ap- 
prove; but  the  labor  is  so  very  onerous  that  if  I  should  undertake  to 
affix  my  signature  to  those  certificates,  why  I  could  do  nothing  else. 
So  I  must  have — I  might  state  for  the  information  of  the  committee 
that  I  require  two  i>ersons  in  that  office  whose  constant  duty  is  to  do 
nothing  else  except  sign  my  name  to  important  documents  under  my 
direction. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  communication  with  any  officer  of  the 
Census  Bureau  with  reference  to  her  coming  to  do  this  workf — ^A. 
S^ot  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  is  she  can  be  performing  work  in  your  office 
while  she  is  holding  an  office  in  another  department  of  the  Oovemment 
and  without  leave  of  absence  and  without  a  resignation? — ^A.  Oh  well, 
she  would  draw  no  pay  for  the  time,  as  I  remarked,  that  she  is  absent 
from  that  office. 

Q.  How  does  she  get  there.  What  is  your  explanation  of  that  method 
of  conducting  public  affairs  and  having  an  employ^  of  one  Department 
engaged  in  another  without  a  leave  of  absence  or  a  resignation? — ^A. 
Well,  sir,  I  have  no  explanation  to  make  beyond  what  I  have  already 
stated. 

Q.  From  which  Bureau  will  she  get  paid  for  this  work? — A.  Of 
course  this  is  a  matter  that  has  only  been  for  the  last  four  or  five  days, 
this  work.  If  the  Secretary  concludes  to  apx>oint  her,  as  a  matter  of 
course  she  will  be  paid  from  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Suppose  he  does  not  conclude  that? — ^A.  Then  she  will  not  be  paid 
at  all;  thafs  all  there  is  about  it. 

Mr.  P  AYSON.  To  make  this  perfectly  clear,  let  me  ask  this  here,  if  she 
shall  be  appointed  to  your  office,  will  not  the  appointment  take  effect 
from  the  date  of  the  commencement  of  work,  and  if  the  recommendation 
is  not  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  she  would  do  this  work 
for  nothing;  but  she  has  not  lost  her  place  at  the  Census  Office;  she  is 
still  a  Census  Office  clerk. 

The  Witness:  There  are  a  great  many  lapses  of  salary^in  all  these 
offices. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  exactly  understand  this.  I  would  like  to  under- 
stand how  she  gets  away  from  that  office  without  a  leave  of  absence  from 
her  superior  and  still  remains  on  the  roll,  and  can  in  any  possibility 

Mr.  LiND.  Has  not  the  witness  stated  that  he  did  not  know  whether 
she  was  on  leave  or  not. 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  this  very  frankly.  There  is  no  mystery 
about  it.  Mr.  Bidgeway  had  sore  eyes  and  was  unable  to  perform  this 
duty  of  affixing  my  signature  to  the  papers  there,  and  there  was  a 
vacancy  in  this  position  of  confidential  clerk,  and  I  recommended  my 
daughter  to  have  that  position  and  I  sent  the  papers  forward  to  the 
Secretary.  He  happened  to  be  out  of  the  city  at  the  time  and  it  passed 
over  for  three  or  four  days,  and  I  requested  my  daughter  to  come  to  the 
office  and  perform  this  work. 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  How  did  she  get  away  from  the  other  office  t— A.  She  did  not  get 
away. 

Q.  She  just  BtayB  away  t— A.  She  did  not  get  away. 

Q.  She  did  not  report  there  for  dutyf — ^A.  She  does  not  get  away; 
that  is  all  there  is  about  it. 

Mr.  Payson.  Of  conrse  employes  are  entitled  to  thirty  days  annual 
leave  of  absence. 

Mr.  Enlob.  That  is,  if  it  is  granted;  this  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  granted. 

ByMr.  GooPEB: 

Q.  Yon  are  President  of  the  American  Oypsnm  Mining  Oompanyt 
Mr.  Payson  objected  to  the  above  queation,  but  subsequently  with- 
drew his  objection  on  Mr.  Cooper  stating  that  it  was  simply  a  pre- 
liminary question. 

By  Mr.  Ooopeb  : 

Q.  Please  give  the  name  of  that  corporation  and  state  if  you  are 
president  of  it  or  not. 

The  Witness.  It  is  the  American  Oypsnm  and  Mining  Company. 
Yesj  sir,  I  am  president  of  a  company  by  that  name. 
^  Q.  Will  you  please  state  to  the  Committee  the  date  of  the  organiza- 
tion of  that  company. 

f  Objection  was  here  made  by  Mr.  Payson.) 

Mr.  Coopeb.  I  propose  to  show  in  the  course  of  the  examination  that 
^4ie  Commissioner  has  made  use  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  to  promote  his 
X>¥i vate  affairs  in  connection  with  the  Oypsum  Mining  Company ;  that  he 
f^st  hypothecated  some  shares  of  the  stock  as  security  to  secure,  to 
^^demnify,  an  attorney  practicing  before  the  Bureau  against  loss  by 
^<eason  of  indorsement  of  his  paper  to  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  that 
^y  reas4)n  of  the  indorsement  which  he  thus  procured  he  made  a  ruling 
"^^rhich  was  favorable  to  that  attorney  thus  practicing  before  his  Bureau 
in  the  advancement  and  taking  up  of  his  claims  out  of  order.    I  pro- 
pose to  show  further  as  a  member  of  that  corporation  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  it  he  took  into  partnership  with  him  another  attorney  having 
a  large  business  before  that  Bureau,  and  that  attorney's  interests  were 
cared  for  largely  in  the  Pension  Office. 
Mr.  Payson.  Cared  for,  how! 

Mr.  CooPBB.  That  special  examiners  in  the  field  became  soliciting 
agents  for  his  office  and  took  contracts  for  increase  of  claims  and  other 
business  of  that  kind  and  reported  them  to  the  attorney  who  was  thus 
taken  into  partnership  in  the  American  Oypsnm  &  Mining  Company. 
Then  I  propose  to  show  a  large  part  of  his  time  which  was  due  the 
Government  was  employed  in  looking  after  the  interests  of  this  enter- 
prise. I  think  that  will  be  sufficient,  and  that  is  as  far  as  I  care  to  go 
now. 
The  question  was  argued  before  the  committee. 
The  WiTNBSS.  I  decline  to  answer  the  question.  I  am  advised  by 
my  counsel  and  I  am  quite  clear  myself  on  the  legal  proposition.  This 
committee  has  no  right  to  go  into  an  investigation  of  my  private  affairs, 
and  I  have  determined  not  to  answer  any  questions  that  relate  to  them. 

ByMr.  Coopbb: 

Q.  I  win  ask  you  if  Col.  W.  W.  Dudley,  who  is  a  practicing  attorney 
before  your  Bureau,  is  not  a  stockholder  of  that  corporation? — ^A.  I 
decline  to  answer  in  regard  to  all  those  matters. 
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Q.  I  will  ask  yon  if  you  did  not  solicit  OoL  W.  W.  Dudley  to  take 
stock  in  that  corporation  while  he  was  an  attorney  practicing  before 
yout 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Ghairman,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  elab- 
orate this  matter.  I  have  stated  explicitly,  and  I  state  it  now  again, 
that  I  propose  to  decline  to  answer  any  questions  propounded  relating 
to  my  private  affairs. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  now  in  relation  to  a  matter  of  the  management 
of  the  Bureau,  as  I  understand  it — ^A.  Any  question  you  can  ask  in 
regard  to  the  official  business  of  that  Bureau  I  will  answer  with  a  great 
deal  of  pleasure. 

The  Oh  AIRMAN.  Bo  you  refuse  to  answer  that  question  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir  j  I  do. 

By  Mr.  Coopeb  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  Bradley  Tanner,  who  was  an  employ^  of  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  was  not  also  a  stockholder  in  the  Oypsum  Mining  Com- 
pany t — ^A.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Q.  I,  will  ask  you  if  you  did  not  solicit  Mr.  Bradley  Tanner,  who  was 
employed  in  the  Pension  Office  and  occupied  the  position  of  confiden- 
tial clerk,  to  take  stock  in  the  Oypsum  Mining  Company  ? — ^A.  I  will  an- 
swer I  did  not,  so  far  as 

Mr.  CooPEB.  That  is  as  fiEir  as  you  will  let  me  go. 

Q.  He  did  not  take  stock! — ^A.  He  never  owned  a  penny  in  it.  We 
had  just  as  well  understand  each  other  first  as  last.  I  do  not  propose 
to  go  into  all  this  matter.  You  can  ply  me  with  all  the  questions  you 
see  fit,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  my  private  affairs  at  all.  If  yon 
wish  to  know  anything  in  connection  with  the  Pension  Office  firom  the 
19th  day  of  October,  when  I  was  sworn  in  that  office,  until  the  present 
date,  I  am  here  to  answer  any  questions  that  may  be  propounded  to  the 
very  best  of  my  knowledge  and  understanding. 

Q.  You  stated,  I  believe,  that  Bradley  Tanner  did  not  have  a  cent  of 
interest  in  the  Gypsum  Mining  Company! — ^A.  My  answer  is  there. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  by  that,  that  no  stock  was  issued  to  him  or 
that  he  never  put  anything  of  value  into  it!  I  wish  to  have  your 
answer  to  that. — A.  If  you  will  excuse  me  I  do  not  propose  to  answer 
that. 

Q.  You  have  already  stated  he  had  not  a  penny  in  it  and  I  want  to 
know  whether  he  had  any  stock  issued  to  him,  or  if  you  mean  by  it 
that  he  had  never  invested  money  in  it! — ^A,  I  mean  to  be  understood 
as  ssmng  that  this  committee  has  no  right  to  investigate  that  subject 
and  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  decliue,  you  did  answer  that  he  did  not  have 
anything  in  it.  Did  not  he  buy  from  Thomas  B.  Buckey  some  shares 
of  stock  of  that  corporation,  and  did  not  Mr.  Bradley  Tanner  transfer 
to  him  .some  lots  in  the  District  here  in  payment  for  the  stock  or  an 
interest  in  it! 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  in  the  same  category. 

Mr.  LiNB.  He  has  said  that  Mr  Bradley  Tanner  had  no  interest  in  it. 

Mr.  Cooper.  I  want  to  give  him  a  fair  chance  whether  he  wishes  to 
stand  on  that  statement  or  not.  Do  you  wish  to  stand  on  the  state- 
ment that  Bradley  Tanner  had  no  such  stock! — ^A.  As  far  as  I  know, 
he  did  not. 

Q.  Did  not  have  any  stock  at  the  time  he  was  in  the  Pension  Office! — 
A.  Or  at  any  other  time  I  had  knowledge  of  it.  As  I  have  already  said, 
and  I  repeat  it,  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  that  subjecti 
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Q.  I  win  ask  you  if  yon  are  acquainted  with  Mr.  Fleminj^,  an  attorney 
practicing  before  your  department? — ^A.  I  know  Col.  Fleming;  yes.  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  a  practicing  attorney  before  your  department? — ^A.  He  is 
an  attorney  in  this  city. 

Q.  Is  he  practicing  before  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  He  comes  there 
occasionally,  bat  I  do  not  know  that  he  comes  there  to  practice;  he 
never  practices  before  me. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  he  has  ever  been  disbarred? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I 
do  not  know  that  he  has  ever  been  disbarred,  but  I  will  say  he  is  an  hon- 
orable gentleman. 

Q.  Never  heard  that  he  was  arrested  by  the  secret  service  of  the 
Government  for  having  outside  shells  or  jackets  of  the  Pension  Office 
in  his  possession.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  that  tact? — ^A.  I  can  not  say 
that  1  know  anything  about  that.  I  have  heard  some  sort  of  a  rumor, 
bat  I  do  not  knbw  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  never  have  your  attention  called  to  that  fact  ? — ^A.  I  never 
had  the  particulars  of  that. 

Q.  It  did  not  occur  to  you  to  make  an  inquiry  about  it? — ^A.  That 
was  before  I  went  into  the  Pension  Office  and  I  never  made  any  inquiry 
into  the  merits  of  it  at  all. 

Q.  You  did  not  inquire  whether  the  charges  were  false? — ^A.  It  was 
never  brought  to  my  attention. 

Mr.  Payson.  It  was  before  your  connection  with  the  Bureau  began? 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

ByMr.  Coopbb: 

Q.  He  is  one  of  the  stockholders  of  your  mining  company? — ^A.  You 
can  ask  me  but  I  will  not  give  you  any  information  on  that  subject.  You 
wiU  find  Ck>L  Fleming  a  very  honorable  and  nice  gentleman ;  I  will  say 
tliat. 

Q.  He  will  appreciate,  I  presume,  that  indorsement. — ^A.  Well,  he  is 
of  your  party  and  he  probably  will  be  able  to  have  about  as  good  in- 
dorsements as  any  man  from  fTorth  Carolina.  He  came  here  some  years 
ago. 

.    Mr.  Enloe.  You  do  not  mean  to  reflect  upon  the  people  of  fTorth 
Carolina;  there  are  some  very  good  x)eople  in  North  Carolina. 

The  Witness.    Not  at  all.    He  served  in  the  Army. 

By  Mr  Coopeb: 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  what  was  the  amount  of  Lemon's  indorse- 
ment on  your  paper. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  obiect  to  that. 

Q.  It  was  stated  variously,  and  I  would  like  to  have  it  on  record. 

The  Witness.  I  think  you  went  over  that  pretty  thoroughly  a  couple 
of  years  ago,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  go  over  it  again. 

Q.  You  stated  it  was  $12,000. 

Mr.  Payson:  That  has  been  objected  to,  Mr.  Cooper. 

By  Mr.  Coopeb  : 

Q.  Did  not  you  tell  Thomas  B.  Buckey  that  the  amount  was  $25,000 
afterwards  in  the  city  of  Washington? — ^A.  You  must  excuse  me,  Mr. 
Cooper;  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  that  subject. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  him  that? — ^A.  I^o,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  any  other  attorneys  appearing  before  your  Bureau 
have  indorsed  your  note  since 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  the  form  of  that  question^  Mr.  Chairman. 
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Mr.  GooPEE.  I  will  ask  at  this  point  to  offer  in  evidence  the  testi- 
mony of  Gen.  Baom,  taken  before  the  investigating  conunittee  of  the 
last  Congress. 

The  Ohaibhan.  Bnbmit  that  to  Mr.  Payson  first  and  see  if  you  can 
agree. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  it 

The  Chaibman.  What  book  is  thatf 

Mr.  GooPEB.  This  is  Beport  Ko.  3732  of  the  select  committee  of  the 
Fifty-first  Gongress  to  inquire  into  certain  charges  against  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions.  This  is  a  report  and  testimony  taken  by  that  com- 
mittee, and  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Payson.  And  I  object  to  that. 

The  Chaibman.  What  portion  of  that  do  you  offer  f 

Mr.  GooPEB.  Commencing  at  the  bottom  of  page  16,  entitled  ^<  testi- 
mony of  Green  B.  Eaum,"  and  continue  until  his  testimony  is  concluded 
in  chief  and  the  cross-examination  following. 

g^ere  the  question  was  argued  at  length  before  the  committee.) 
r.  LiND.  I  want  to  state  my  views,  to  be  put  on  record  here.  My 
view  is  that  this  is  not  a  public  document  in  the  sense  that  it  is  evi- 
dence. It  could  only  become  a  public  document  for  evidential  purposes 
if  it  had  been  passed  upon  ana  received  the  sanction  of  the  House  or 
some  department  of  the  Government.  This  shows  on  its  face  that  it  has 
not  been  passed  upon  by  either  House  of  Congress  or  any  department 
of  the  Government. 

Furthermore,  if  it  were  a  public  document  it  could  not  be  cited  and 
introduced  in  evidence  as  containing  statements  made  by  a  person  in 
proceedings  to  investigate  that  person  concerning  the  subject-matter 
referred  to  any  more  than  you  could  use  the  evidence  taken  upon  a 
former  trial  in  a  second  trial  of  a  case.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  if  the  Conmiissioner  should  give  any  testimony  at  variance 
or  in  any  manner  different  from  the  testimony  given  in  the  former  pro- 
ceeding or  statements  made  anywhere,  the  committee  have  the  legal 
right  to  call  his  attention  to  this  testimony  and  to  the  discrepancies, 
the  same  as  they  would  have  the  right  to  impeach  his  evidence  here  by 
evidence  contradictory  to  statements  made  elsewhere.  That  is  my 
beUef. 

The  ruling  of  the  chair  was  as  follows: 

The  Chaibman.  The  committee  appointed  by  the  Fifty -first  Congress, 
as  I  understand  it,  had  jurisdiction  over  the  inquiry  embraced  in  the 
resolution.  If  the  witness  voluntarily  appeared  before  that  conrniittee, 
or  appeared  upon  a  summons,  and  gave  his  testimony  before  that  com- 
mittee, and  if  it  is  admitted  that  tMs  evidence  was  in  evidence  as  evi- 
dence, I  think  it  is  admissible  in  these  proceedings  as  an  admission,  it 
being  the  same  department  and  the  same  Commissioner  who  was  then 
in  office.  I  think  everything  that  he  testified  to,  whether  for  or  against, 
is  an  admission,  and  should  be  taken  together  with  all  qusdifications  in 
its  favor  and  the  statements  that  are  against  him,  and  I  hold  that  the 
evidence  can  be  brought  in  for  that  purpose.  If  it  turns  out  to  be 
irrelevant  it  has  no  force  with  the  committee.  .  That  is  all  I  wish  to  say 
about  it. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Does  the  chairman  of  the  committee  mean  that  if  it 
has  no  force  with  the  committee,  can  have  no  legal  force,  that  it  can  go 
on  the  record  and  incumber  it  ? 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  my  idea,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  is  pre- 
sented. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Could  the  manner  in  which  it  is  presented  make  any 
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difference  as  to  the  legality  in  regard  to  its  introdnction  fcir  evidenciary 
purposes  f 

The  Chairman.  Yon  have  got  to  separate  the  one  from  the  other. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Suppose  some  of  it  should  turn  out  to  be  irrelevantf 

The  Ghaibman.  Bo  you  desire  time  to  examine  it? 

Mr.  Bbosius.  I  certainly  would  not  consent  to  admit  that  without 
knowing  what  it  is. 

By  Mr.  Coopeb  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  whether  any  attorney  engaged  regularly 
in  practice  before  your  Bureau,  and  since  you  have  been  Gonmiissioner 
of  Pensions,  either  loaned  you  money  directly  or  enabled  you  to  obtain 
money  on  the  credit  of  such  attorney  by  indorsement  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  that. 

The  Witness.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  OooPEB.  Now,  I  offer  to  prove  that  the  Gommissioner  has  bor- 
rowed money  from  an  attorney  practicing  before  his  Bureau 

Mr.  Patson.  Give  his  name. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  I  shall  not  give  that  person's  name  now.  If  the  Gom- 
nissioner  concludes  he  wants  to  go  into  that,  we  will  go  into  it  fully — 
or  ux>on  the  indorsement  of  such  attorney  and  that  as  a  consideration 
:£)r  his  indorsement  you  agreed  to  promote  and  advance  an  employ^ 
of  his  office  to  a  higher  grade  in  the  service. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  think  that  is  so  outrageous  that  I  have  a  notion  to 
"^v^ithdraw  my  objection  and  let  you  go  into  that  ftilly — ^I  will  withdraw 
^hat  objection,  and  I  will  let  Mr.  Gooper  prove  as  to  that. 

The  Witness.  I  will  leave  Mr.  Gooper  to  pursue  his  course  and  I 
^will  stand  upon  my  rights.    I  have  no  fear  of  Mr.  Gooper. 

By  Mr.  Goopeb  : 

Q.  Do  you  refuse  to  answer  that  question  f  A.  I  do  sir.  You  can- 
not find  any  man 

Q.  You  refused  to  answer  the  question  because  if  you  go  on  to 
answer  I  shall  want  to  know  the  particulars  and  I  shall  want  to  go 
into  it? — ^A.  I  understand  your  method  of  trying  to  make  a  record  to 
go  to  the  country,  and  I  fully  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Gooper  expects  to  prove  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Goopeb.  You  just  try  me. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  in  consideration  of  a  man  loaning  you  money  you 
agree  to  promote  somebody  in  your  Bureau — general,  you  may  answer 
that. 

The  Witness.  I  have  stated  to  you  gentlemen  that  I  propose  to  stand 
on  my  rights  and  I  will  let  Mr.  Gooper  know  a  pile  on  that  subject— and 
he  has  no  proof  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Goopeb.  If  that  is  the  fact  I  want  to  follow  it  up. 

The  Witness.  I  decline  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Goopeb.  I  make  the  offer  to  prove  it;  that  is  already  in. 

Mr.  BuNGAN.  I  think  he  stated  that  no  such  thing  existed. 

Mr.  LiND.  Here  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  Gen.  Eaum  and  the 
members  of  the  committee  to  just  this  state  of  facts.  We  want  to  un- 
derstand this  ourselves  if  we  go  to  the.  House.  This  question  is  this, 
did  you.  Gen.  Eaum,  borrow  money  from  a  man  and  did  you,  on  his 
indorsement  and  in  consideration  of  the  loan,  agree  to  promote,  as  Gom- 
missioner of  Pensions,  a  friend  of  his  in  your  office  from  a  lower  grade 
to  a  higher  grade  t 
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The  Witness.  If  tliat  is  the  question  I  will  say,  no.  sir.  I  deny  that 
in  toto,  that  any  such  thing  has  ever  occurred  in  the  history  of  thftt  of- 
fice. 

Mr  LiND.  Because  it  is  that  very  point  we  are  here  to  investigate. 

By  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  and  calling  attention  specifically  to  the  matter, 
did  not  you^  as  a  matter  of  fact,  during  your  incumbency  of  the  office 
of  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  borrow  money  upon  the  indorsement  of 
Mr.  Lockwood,  an  attorney? 

Mr.  Payson.  Will  you  say  here,  in  good  faith,  that  you.  expect  to 
prove  that? 

Mr.  Coopeb.  Yes,  sir;  I  say  in  good  faith  that  I  expect  to  prove  that 
to  the  witness)  upon  the  indorsement  of  Mr.  Lockwood,  an  attorney,  I 
o  not  recollect  his  first  name  here? — A.  I  will  state  that  transaction. 

Q.  You  may  answer  that  question.  Bid  not  you  borrow  money  upon 
his  indorsement  since  you  have  been  Commissioner  of  Pensions? — A.  I 
borrowed  $500  for  three  days. 

Q.  From  what  bank  did  you  borrow  that? — ^A.  The  Metropolitan 
S'ational  Bank. 

Q.  Is  that  on  F  street,  or  where  is  that? — ^A.  It  is  on  Fifteenth 
street. 

Q.  Fow,  then,  at  that  time  where  did  you  see  him  and  ask  that  favor 
of  him? — A.  I  met  him  on  F  street  between — ^I  do  not  recollect  where 
now. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  he  did  not  then  at  the  time  you  made  the  first 
request  of  him  call  your  attention  to  the  impropriety  of  his  going  on  your 
note  owing  to  the  fact  that  he  was  an  attorney  practicing  before  you? — 
A.  ISot  at  all. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you,  did  he  not  say  after  some  other  conversation  that 
he  would  see  the  president  of  the  bank  and  see  whether  the  loan  could 
be  negotiated,  and  if  he  did  go  and  talk  to  the  president  of  the  bank 
while  you  remained  on  the  street? — A.  Ifo,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  go  with  him? — ^A.  I  met  him  on  the  street  and  I  asked 
him  if  he  could  loan  me  $500  for  three  days  and  he  said  he  could  not, 
but  in  a  few  minutes  he  said,  ^<  Come  with  me;"  and  I  went  with  him  to 
the  Metropolitan  National  Bank. 

Q.  Did  you  go  in? — A.  I  did,  of  course. 

Q.  What  took  place  there? — ^A.  We  called  for  Mr.  Thompson  and  he 
said  that  I  could  have  the  money  and  I  made  a  note  for  three  days  and 
I  paid  the  note  when  due  with  50  cents  interest. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Lockwood  or  Mr.  Thompson  say  in  reference  to  the 
girl  at  the  time? — ^A.  If  he  said  anything  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  did  not  occur  this  way? — ^A.  1  never  made 
any  promise,  there  was  no  agreement  for  the  consideration  that  he 
would  indorse  that  note.  Mr.  Lockwood  expressed  great  gratification — 
I  have  known  him  a  good  many  years — great  gratification  at  the  accom- 
modation. 

Q.  Did  not  he  say  it  would  be  necessary  for  you  to  get  the  money 
that  you  should  promote? — ^A.  Never  did. 

Q.  Did  not  he  say  that  the  president  of  the  bank  had  a  friend  in  the 
offi(;e,  this  young  lady,  whom  he  desired  to  have  promoted ;  did  not  he 
say  that?  Did  he  not  say  this  at  this  time? — ^A.  "No  sir,  not  that  I  rec- 
ollect. Mr.  Thompson  had  taken  an  interest  in  the  promotion  of  the 
yoang  lady,  and  Senator  Plumb  had  called  at  the  office  in  regard  to 
her  promotion. 
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Q.  Bnt  did  not  they  talk  abont  it  that  day  t — ^A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 
There  certainly  was  no  consideration. 
Mr.  Payson.  Did  that  figure  in  the  transaction  t 
The  Witness.  Not  at  alL 

By  Mr.  Goopeb  : 

Q.  Who  was  the  girlf-^A.  Beally  I  do  not  recollect. 
Q.  Do  yon  remember? — ^A.  No  sir. 

Q.  Yon  say  yon  paid  the  note  when  it  matured? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  that  note  did  not  run  some  time  after  maturity? — 
A.  No,  sir.    I  had  three  days,  and  with  three  days  of  grace  that  makes 
six  days.    * 

Q.  I  wOl  ask  if  at  the  time  you  paid  it  or  before  you  paid  it,  were  not 
you  personally  called  upon  for  the  money? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  either  Mr.  Lockwood  or  Mr.  Thompson  say  to  you,  that  not 
having  promoted  the  girl? — ^A.  Not  at  all,  sir.  Mr.  Thompson  soon  lefb 
the  cityj  I  think  he  was  just  going  abroad,  and  I  do  not  think  he  was 
in  the  city  at  the  time  the  note  was  paid.  It  ran  three  days  and  then 
I  had  three  days  of  grace.  Mr.  Lockwood  never  suggested  to  me  any- 
thing about  the  note  afterwards.  I  paid  it  on  the  day  it  was  due,  be- 
cause I  had  moDcy  coming  in  at  the  time. 

Q.  Before  you  paid  it  (Ud  not  he  call  upon  you  and  ask  you  to  pro- 
mote the  girl? — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  saw  Mr.  Lockwood  from  the  time  I 
iQade  the  note  until  it  was  paid. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  Mr.  Lockwood  talked  with  you  in  regard  to  the 
promotion  of  the  girl? — ^A.  He  came  to  the  office,  I  think,  probably 
twice. 

Q.  Who  was  the  girl? — ^A.  I  really  do  not  recollect  her  name. 
Q.  Did  you  promote  her? — ^A.  I  do  not  think  so.    If  she  was  pro- 
^^oted  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  the  reason  you  did  not  promote  her  was  that  they 

^ioisisted  upon  the  repayment  of  the  money? — A.  I  have  stated  that  the 

^^note  was  given  for  three  days.    I  only  wanted  it  for  three  days.    The 

^^:iote  fell  due  in  three  days,  with  three  days  of  grace,  and  on  the  last 

^Lay  of  grace  I  paid  the  note  for  $500  and  50  cents  interest,  without 

^ver  seeing  Mr.  Lockwood  or  having  anything  to  do  with  him  in  regard 

^%o  it.    He  never  mentioned  the  matter  to  me  about  paying  the  note.    I 

^Lid  not  ask  Mr.  Lockwood  to  indorse  a  note  for  me.    I  told  him  I  would 

>dke  to  have  $500  for  three  days.    He  said,  "  I  have  not  got  the  money, 

"bnt  I  know  exactly  where  we  can  get  it,  and  I  will  be  very  glad  to  get 

:it  for  you;''  and  he  said  "If  you  will  step  to  the  Metropolitan  National 

3ank  we  will  get  the  money."    We  went  there  and  made  the  note. 

Q.  Did  you  go  in  with  him  when  he  first  went  in? — A.  I  did;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  he  did  not  indorse  the  note? 

The  Witness.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  he  indorsed  the  note. 

Mr.  CooPEB.  You  went  out  into  Indiana  in  the  campaign 

Mr.  Payson.  I  think 

Mr.  Goopeb.  I  am  not  through  with  the  witness. 
Mr.  Patson.  Do  you  think  you  ought  to  allow  the  evidence  to  stand 
that  way.    Tell  me,  as  a  man  of  honor  and  as  a  member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  do  you  think  you  ought  to  let  the  testimony  stand 
in  that  way  on  the  record. 

Mr.  Goopeb.  You  put  it  upon  that  ground;  I  presume  there  can  be 
no  question  about  the  matter  of  honor.  I  am  told  of  this  fact,  and  I 
have  the  qualified  denial  tvom  the  Gommissioner  in  regard  to  the  pro* 
motion  of  the  girL 
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Mr.  Payson.  U  that  is  the  way  yon  want  to  be  definitely  imderstood 
you  have  the  right  to  make  it,  and  I  say  as  his  counsel  here  that  he  has 
the  right  to  state  whether  he  denies  it  wholly  or  only  makes,  as  you 
say,  a  qualified  denial  of  the  statement  that  he  agreed  to  promote  that 
girl  for  the  getting  of  that  $500. 

The  Witness.  I  have  undertaken  to  make  a  perfectly  dear  statement 
in  regard  to  this  thing.  The  making  of  that  note  had  no  relation 
whatever  or  any  connection  with  the  promotion  of  that  girl.  ^ 

Mr.  Payson.  Whether  she  was  promoted  or  not,  you  do  not  knowf — 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  that.  I  do  not  remember  the  name  of  the  woman 
now. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  all  on  that  subjectf 

The  Witness.  I  met  Mr.  Lockwood  on  the  street 

Mr.  Payson.  You  have  stated  that. 

The  Witness.  There  was  nothing  said  about  the  promotion  of  the 
woman.  That  subject  was  not  introduced,  and  I  said  to  him  that  I 
needed  $500  for  three  days,  and  asked  him  if  he  could  let  me  have  it, 
that  I  would  be  obliged.  He  said  that  he  did  not  have  the  money,  but 
said  he  knew  exactly  where  we  could  get  it,  and  he  said,  "  If  you  will 
come  with  me  we  will  get  it  at  the  Metropolitan  fTational  Bank.''  I 
went  in  there,  and  there  was  no  one  else  spoken  to  except  the  president, 
and  the  matter  was  arranged  there,  and  six  days  after  the  making  of 
the  note  it  was  paid  by  me. 

By  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  When  was  the  matter  of  the  promotion  of  the  girl  named  to  you 
by  Mr.  Thompson? — ^A.  Well,  he  talked  about  it  two  or  three  times, 
both  before  and  after. 

Q.  Did  he  at  that  time  f — ^A.  I  think  not.    I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  call  at  the  Pension  Office  in  that  behalf t — ^A.  About 
the  girl  f 

Q.  Yes.— A.  Ohj  yes. 

Q.  Before  that  time? — A.  Before;  both  before  and  after,  I  think.  I 
could  not  tell  you.  Mr.  Thompson  spoke  to  me  two  or  three  times 
about  it,  and  Senator  Plumb  came  down  to  speak  about  the  promotion 
of  the  girl. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  is  the  same  girl? — ^A.  Because,  although 
I  do  not  remember  the  giil,  I  know  Senator  Plumb  said  J.  W.  Thomp- 
son was  interested  in  the  promotion  of  this  woman. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  say  explicitly  there  was  no  reference  made  to  the 
girl  the  day  the  indorsement  was  made  and  the  day  the  money  was 
gotten  fi*om  the  bank? — ^A.  I  know  there  was  no  reference  made  in 
regard  to  the  indorsement  of  the  note  and  getting  the  money,  none 
whatever. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  Mr.  Thompson  was  an  old  friend  of 
yours? — A.  I  have  known  Mr.  Thompson — I  do  not  say  he  is  an  inti- 
mate friend,  but  I  have  known  him  ever  since  I  have  been  in  Washing- 
ton City. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  reason  why  this  girl  was  not  promoted  after  all 
this  influence  was  brought  to  bear  ux>on  you? — ^A.  I  really  would  prefer 
not  to  go  into  that,  because  there  were  some  things  that  might  or 
might  not  be  true  that  came  to  my  attention  lata:  on. 

Mr.  Little.  I  shall  not  press  it. 

Mr.  Payson.  Was  it  anything  in  connection  with  this  loan? 

The  Witness.  "So,  sir;  I  said  the  subject  of  the  promotion  of  that 
girl  bad  no  relation  whatevec  to  ttiat  note  at  three  days  for  $600s» 
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By  Mr.  Coopeb  : 

Q.  You  went  out  into  Indiana  to  make  some  political  speeches  in  the 
campaign  of  1890 1 

Mr.  Patson.  I  object  to  that  on  the  ground  that  it  is  irrelevant. 
Suppose  he  did  t 

Mr.  GooPEB.  I  propose  to  show  he  prostituted  the  office  while  he 
was  out  there. 

Mr.  Payson.  By  opposing  your  ele  tionf 

Mr.  CooPEB.  That  is  what  the  people  thought^  but  I  got  a  verdict 
against  him. 

By  Mr.  Goopeb: 

Q.  I  will  ask  you,  while  you  were  in  Indiana  you  took  firom  claimants 
having  claims  pending  in  your  bureau  a  number  of  their  claims  and 
data  for  the  purpose  of  looking  after  their  claims  at  several  places 
where  you  were  in  the  Fifth  district  of  Indiana,  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent? — ^A.  Well,  I  may  have  taken  some  memoranda. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  them? — ^A.  The  memoranda,  1  presume, 
were  sent  to  the  office.    I  did  not  keep  them  myselfl 

Q.  Who  did  keep  it? — ^A.  There  was  a  gentlemen  by  the  name  of 
Week  who  sent  a  few  memoranda  into  the  office. 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  employ  of  the  Oovemmentt — ^A..  No,  sir,  he  was 
not. 

Q.  He  is  a  private  citizen? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  turned  them  over  to  him  ? — A.  Well,  there  was  a  large  crowd 
of  old  soldiers  that  gathered  in  to  hear  my  speeches,  and  I  remained 
but  a  few  hours  at  a  place,  and  I  had  no  time  to  take  these  memoranda. 

Q.  And  you  delegated  him  for  that  purpose? — ^A.  They  sent  in  mem- 
oranda of  tiieir  cases — ^that  they  would  probably  be  looked  after. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  arrangement  before  you  left  Washington  as 
to  what  disposition  should  be  made  of  those  cases  when  they  were  re- 
turned?— A.  Kot  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  orders  while  you  were  out  there  to  the  Bureau 
or  any  person  employed  in  the  Bureau  with  reference  to  the  disposition 
that  should  be  made  of  the  claims  sent  in? — ^A.  I  will  tell  you  exactly, 
and  I  will  say  to  Mr.  Oooper  and  the  committee  that  that  is  a  matter 
of  record  in  the  office.  When  your  opponent  was  nominated,  either  he 
or  some  x>erson  of  the  State  committee  wrote  me  in  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion, that  he  had  been  nominated,  etc.,  and  asked  permission  that  he 
might  send  in  a  few  cases  now  and  then,  as  his  political  opponent  would 
have  the  right  to  do,  and  I  wrote  him  a  letter  stating  that  as  a  promi- 
nent citizen  of  Indiana,  and  some  old  soldiers  desi^d  that  he  should 
call  up  the  status  of  their  cases,  that  l|e  could  have  that  privilege. 

Q.  So  you  gave  Jesse  Week ^A.  He  made  some  memoranda  in  be- 
half of  this  man. 

Q.  In  his  absence? — ^A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  tliis  private  citizen  you  spoke  of  having 
been  a  candidate  out  there  authorized  or  appointed  Mr.  Week  to  act  in 
his  behalf? — ^A.  Well^  I  stopx>ed  at  Indianapolis  and  I  was  received  there 
by  a  number  of  prominent  Bepublicans 

Q.  Brought  out  a  brass  band  ? — A.  I  am  testifying  now,  if  you  please. 

Q.  I  wanted  to  help  you  as  to  the  character  of  the  reception. — ^A.  I 
know  you  are  very  generous  in  your  desire  to  aid  me.  As  it  is  common, 
I  called  upon  the  State  central  committee  and  had  some  conversation 
with  them. 

17  PBK  • 
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Q.  In  that  connection  was  a  committee  firomEyansville  there? — ^A.  I 
think  not. 

Q.  Did  not  a  gentleman  come  to  protest  against  yonr  going  into  his 
district  and  his  part  of  the  State  for  fear  the  effect  would  be  to  defeat 
that  part  of  the  State  in  the  local  canvassf 

Mr.  Patson.  Do  yon  think  that  is  competent  testimony  t 

Mr.  GooPEB.  Yes,  I  think  it  is  competent. 

The  Witness.  I  am  endeavoring,  Mr.  Gooper,  and  gentlemen  of  the 
committee,  and  if  I  am  getting  out  of  what  is  proper,  I  am  trying  to 
give  a  truthful  state  of  facts.  K  you  desire  I  will  withdraw  that.  I  am 
trying  to  give  a  candid  staitement  in  regard  to  it,  and  I  do  not  want  to 
state  anything  that  is  not  proper  (to  Mr.  Payson).  You  just  keep  me 
straight. 

Mr.  Payson.  Mr.  Cooper  is  the  man  who  is  not  proi)er. 

Kie  Witness  (to  Mr.  Cooper).  Let  us  be  candid  with  each  other  for 
once.  I  met  Mr.  Week,  I  thiuk,  at  Indianapolis,  at  all  events  I  heard 
of  him.  It  wafi  suggested  to  me  that  Mr.  Week  was  acting  for  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Cooper.  For  the  Bepublican  committee. 

The  Witness.  For  this  candidate,  and  I  went  to  these  various  places 
and  I  saw  a  few  old  soldiers  here  and  there.  I  was  very  nicely  treated 
by  your  people 

Mr.  Coopee.  They  are  nice  people.    Go  on. 

The  Witness.  That  is  all  about  it. 

By  Mr.  GooPEB : 

Q.  Mr.  Week  took  the  memoranda,  did  he,  at  the  meetings? 

Q.  Well,  you  say  at  the  meetings,  no;  I  do  not  think  any  memoranda 
were  taken  at  any  meeting. 

Q.  Well,  at  places  where  the  meetings  were  held,  then  t — ^A.  I  stopi>ed 
at  hotels,  and  there  would  be  a  few  gentiemen  call  around  to  see  me, 
and  some  of  them  would  be  old  soldiers.  They  would  talk  about  their 
pension  claims,  and  I  said  to  them,  ^^I  am  not  here  to  inquire  into  pen- 
sion matters  at  aU,  but  I  am  out  here  to  make  some  i)olitical  speeches, 
and  I  am  very  glad  to  see  you.  If  you  have  a  claim  x>ending  and  you 
tiiink  it  is  ready  for  trial,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  if  you  make  a  memo- 
randum and  send  it  on  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  receive  attention,"  and 
under  that  arrangement  there  were  a  few  memoranda  made  at  every 

flace  I  went  Probably  in  two  cases — I  had  one  night  meeting — ^no,  I 
had  two  or  three  night  meetings,  but  I  had  one  meeting  at  a  point 
where  I  think  there  was  nothing  of  that  kind  done.  We  got  in  and 
made  a  speech,  went  out,  and  I  was  not  there  over  an  hour  or  an  hour 
and  a  half  after  making  the  speech. 

Q.  To  whom  were  these  sent  to  the  office! — A.  I  can  not  toll  you  as 
to  that.  I  have  no  doubt  they  were  addressed  in  the  usual  way  to  the 
office.  They  went  in  simply  as  memoranda^  just  as  you  have  often  sent 
them  in. 

Q.  Addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  t — ^A.  I  have  no  doubt, 
sir,  but  I  did  not  see  them  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  come  back  to  the  office  before  election f— A.  Oh,  no,  sir; 
I  went  home  to  vote. 

Q.  Who  was  designated  in  the  office  to  take  charge  of  those  slips  f — 
A.  Well,  I  presume  they  went — ^I  have  no  doubt  they  went  through  the 
regular  channel.  I  was  not  there  and  I  never  made  any  inquiry  as  to 
what  became  of  them  after  they  went  back.  A  deputy  commissioner 
probably  made  some  disposition  of  thenu 
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Q.  I  will  ask  if  you  can  tell  in  whose  handwriting  that  paper  is  [ex- 
hibiting paper]? — ^A.  Let  me  get  my  other  glasses  [examining  same]. 
Well,  I  can  not  tell  you  who  wrote  that  unless  it  was  Mr.  Week.  I  do 
not  recollect  Mr.  Dunbar's  writing,  although  I  have  some  letters,  I 
think,  from  him. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  that  slip  was  not  made  out  in  the  oflBice? — A.  I  do 
not  know,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  regular  office  slip  ? — ^A.  Oh,  no.  It  seems  to  have  been 
cut  off  a  piece  of  legal-cap  paper. 

Q.  Foolscap? — ^A.  Well,  I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  is  ordinary  pai>er. 
Well,  it  may  have  been.    ^NTo,  I  think  it  is  legal-cap  paper. 

Q.  It  is  wide  ruled  you  will  notice,  and  I  think  it  is  foolscap. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  That  is  not  material,  though. 

Mr.  Cooper.  That  is  not  material.  Have  you  ever  seen  one  of 
those? — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of,  sir.    I  did  not  prepare  it. 

Q.  What  directions,  now,  were  given  by  you  in  the  office  with  refer- 
ence to  treatment  of  slips  coming  with  the  name  of  John  G.  Dunbar  on 
them? — ^A.  Just  as  any  other  slip  sent  in  by  a  prominent  person. 

Q.  Did  not  you  say  here  recently  in  your  examination  this  afternoon 
'^hat  you  an-anged  with  the  office  to  have  him  put  upon  the  same  foot- 
:ing  as  a  member  of  Congress? — ^A.  I  will  give  you  a  copy  of  that  letter, 
jftf  you  want  it. 

Q.  I  will  be  glad  if  you  will  do  so. — ^A.  That  is  a  matter  of  record. 
1  haven't  done  anything  that  is  not  a  matter  of  record. 

Q.  You  made  that  arrangement? — A.  There  was  no  arrangement 
sbout  it. 

Mr.  LiND.  If  there  is  a  letter  that  is  the  best  evidence. 

By  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  If  he  did  anything  outside  of  the  letter  I  want  to  inquire  into  it. 
ZI  am  trying  to  inquire  not  what  he  wrote,  but  what  arrangement  he 
:3nade  in  the  office. — A.  I  made  no  arraugement  there  at  all. 

Q.  Was  there  any  order  there,  either  verbally  or  written,  in  reference 
^  how  the  claims  called  up  by  John  6.  Dunbar  should  be  treated  in 
"that  office? — A.  They  should  be  treated  just  as  your  slips  would  be. 

Q.  You  did  make  some  kind  of  an  arrangement? — A.  I  wrote  him 
that. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  in  the  office;  how  did  they  come  to  understand 
that? — A.  Well,  I  can  not  tell  you  precisely  now  what  occurred,  but 
these  things 

Q.  You  gave  out  that  impression  and  understanding  that  these  slips 
were  to  be  so  treated  in  the  office? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  designate  anyone  who  should  take  charge  of  them? — A. 
Not  at  aU.  There  was  a  contest  between  two  gentlemen  running  for 
Congress  and  I  thought  it  would  not  be  unjust  to  put  them  on  an  equal 
footing. 

Q.  Is  it  usual  to  do  that? — ^A.  It  is  done. 

Q.  But  is  it  usual  to  put  the  competitor  of  a  member  of  Congress  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  member? — ^A.  I  would  hardly  decline  if  a  man 
^ad  a  few  cases,  either  a  Democrat  or- — 

Q.  I  asked  wnether  that  was  the  custom,  whether  it  was  usual  to  do 
that?— A.  I  have  not  been  requested  in  very  many  cases,  but  I  do  not 
think  I  did  anytliing  wrong. 

Q*  If  you  know  of  any  other  case  I  would  like  to  know  it? — ^A.  I 
think  so. 

Q.  What  case?  Did  you  do  it  in  the  case  of  Mr.  FitMan.t — A.«  ^^ 
never  asked  me. 
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Q.  Did  you  do  that  in  Illinois? — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  give  to  his  competitor  that  privilege? — ^A.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect I  did,  bat  I  will  hunt  that  up  if  you  wish. 

Q.  I  will  ask  that  you  give  to  the  committee  a  statement  of  the 
names  of  the  members  of  Congress  whose  comx)etitors  you  accorded 
that  courtesy  during  the  last  campaign.-7-A.  Yes,  sir.  I  will  say  there 
were  not  so  very  many,  but  there  were  probably  some. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  I  want  to  offer  in  evidence  before  this  committee  a  slip 
of  paper  on  which  is  written  '<  status  to  John  O.  Dunbar,  Oreencastle, 
Ind.,"  and  something,  which  evidently  has  been  erased,  which  was  writ- 
ten in  pencil.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  from  being  carried  a  long 
time  or  not.    I  think  it  is  the  claim  of  Sam  Graham. 

Mr.  LiND.  Where  does  that  paper  come  from? 

Mr.  GooPEB.  It  was  handed  me  by  an  employ^  of  the  Pension  Office. 
It  came  out  of  the  files,  probably,  in  that  case. 

The  Witness.  I  would  like  to  know  by  what  authority  that  was  taken 
from  the  Pension  Office? 

Mr.  Goopeb.  You  are  assuming  that  it  was  not  authorized  and  you 
would  like  to  get  after  that  man,  would  you? 

The  Witness.  I  would  like  to  know  who  is  purloining  papers  fix>m 
the  files. 

The  Gh  AIRMAN.  If  there  is  no  objection 

Mr.  LiND.  I  object  until  this  paper  is  identified. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  would  like  to  have  it  identified  also. 

Mr.  LiND.  You  will  admit  there  is  not  a  particle  of  evidence  that  any- 
body knows  where  it  came  from,  whose  writing  it  is,  or  where  it  has 
been,  or  where  it  is  going.    There  is  no  evidence  of  any  of  these  things. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  I  understand  the  Gommissioner  to  admit  there  was  a 
number 

The  Witness.  I  never  saw  it  before,  and  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it. 

Mr.  Enlob.  I  understand  the  Gommissioner  to  admit  that  such  in- 
formation was  furnished  on  his  order  to  this  man. 

Mr.  LiND.  So  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  Then  I  do  not  care  to  have  this  go  in  at  this  point. 

The  Witness.  I  suppose  it  is  likely  that  the  examiner  or  whoever 
purloined  that  paper  rubbed  that  off. 

The  Ghaibhan.  You  can  bring  that  in  later  if  it  is  material. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  The  question  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Gommissioner  was  this:  What 
was  the  object  of  giving  Mr.  Dunbar,  who  was  a  candidate  for  Con- 
gress, an  opx>ortunity  to  call  up  claims  in  the  Pension  Ofiice  and  have 
them  considered  ? — A.  Oh.  well,  sir,  if  you  know  an}i;hing  about  the  j>eo- 
ple  of  Indiana  you  know  tnat  both  sides  are  struggling  hard  with  the 
old  soldiers  to  get  votes,  and  Mr.  Cooper  is  about  as  energetic  as  any- 
body. I  stated  that  Mr.  Dunbar  had  been  nominated  in  the  regular 
way  by  the  Eepublican  party,  and  he,  or  some  one  else  in  his  behalf— I 
do  not  recollect  exactly  how  the  correspondence  oi)ened  up^wrote  me 
stating  Mr.  Dunbar  would,  perhaps,  like  to  have  some  correspondence 
in  regard  to  some  pension  claims,  and  I  recollect  very  well  passing  tlie 
letter  over,  stating  that  as  he  had  been  nominated  by  the  people  and 
wished  to  do  some  correspondence  with  the  office  in  regard  to  pension 
claims  he  would  give  the  letter  attention. 

Q.  You  put  him  on  the  same  footing  as  his  competitor  t — A.  Not  as 
broadly,  because  his  competitor  of  course  had  the  Congressional  slips. 
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and  all  that  sort  of  tliiBg,  and  that  gave  him  a  bigger  poll  with  the 
office  than  Dnnbar. 

Q.  Would  it  be  of  any  service  to  Donbar  to  call  up  cases  unless  he 
could  get  tiie  credit  of  having  done  itt — ^A.  I  suppose  a  letter  would  be 
written  to  Mr.  Dunbar  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  Giving  him  about  the  same  information  you  would  give  to  Mr. 
Cooper t — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  something  like  that. 

Q.  Has  it  not  oeen  the  custom  of  the  Pension  Office,  when  a  case  is 
called  up  by  a  member  of  Oougress  which  is  found  to  be  complete,  that 
yon  abjudicate  that  case  at  once  without  returning  it  to  the  files  f — A. 
That  has  been  the  rule  in  the  office  for  a  great  many  years,  when  a 
daim  was  gone  to  the  flies  and  put  on  the  desk  of  an  examiner,  as  he 
had  no  jurisdiction  in  drawing  it  from  the  files  and  it  was  not  for  him 
to  determine  the  question  whether  it  was  in  its  turn  or  not,  that  it 
would  be  adjudicated  if  complete.  I  may  add  here  just  for  proper  in- 
formation that  that  fact  has  never  created  any  special  disturbance  in 
the  office  that  any  one  had  ever  observed  until  the  meeting  of  the  present 
Congress,  when  there  was  such  a  great  rush  in  calling  up  cases  which 
were  really  under  this  new  law 

Q.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that  general  question  now;  the  point  I 
want  to  get  at  now  is  this :  K  these  cases  called  up  by  Dunbar  were  found 
to  be  complete  were  they  adjudicated? — ^A.  Let  me  say  I  do  not  know 
how  they  were  called  up.  If  they  were  called  up  by  either  of  the 
deputy  commissioners,  if  they  were  looked  over  and  answered  there,  it 
would  not  have  that  effect  upon  the  cases. 

Q.  But  if  they  were  criled  up  similar  to  the  way  they  were  called  up 
by  Congressional  calls  would  they  be  treated  the  same  way? — ^A.  You 
know  a  large  percentage  of  Congressional  calls  are  called  to  the  desk 
of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  And  if  found  to  be  incomplete  they  are  returned  to  the  files  ? — ^A. 
They  are  called  up  upon  Congressional  cards.  Where  the  calls  are  called 
up  to  the  desk  of  the  deputy  commissioners  that  old  rule  does  not  oper- 
ate upon  them  in  the  same  way. 

Q.  Kow  you  put  him,  as  I  understand,  on  an  equal  footing  with  his 
competitor;  that  was  your  idea? — ^A.  I  will  show  you  exactly  the  letter. 

Q.  It  would  have  been  of  no  service  to  Mr.  Dunbar  to  write  letters  to 
the  Pension  Office  to  which  he  got  no  answer  and  where  he  would  not 
get  action  on  any  case? — ^A.  He  would  get  a  statement  of  the  status  of 
the  case. 

Q.  But  to  get  cases  adjudicated;  did  not  you  assunue  that  .was  done 
by  these  orders? — ^A.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea;  I  have  not  exam- 
ined any  of  the  cases. 

Q.  Was  not  the  object  of  granting  him  that  privilege  to  give  him  the 
means  of  using  the  Pension  Office  as  a  politics^  influence  to  secure  his 
election? — ^A.  It  was  to  ennble  him  to  make  friendships  with  old  soldiers 
he  might  meet,  just  as  Mr.XJooper  was  doing  there,  trying  his  very  best 
and  going  around 

Mr.  Little.  Mr.  Cooper  was  a  member  of  Congress,  though,  at  that 
time. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  understood  members  of  Congress  were  using  the  office  to  get 
cases  adjudicated  favoring  the  soldiers,  thereby  influencing  their  votes, 
and  therefore  you  put  this  man  on  an  equal  footing  so  he  could  use 
the  Pension  Office  as  a  political  influence  and  be  upon  an  equal  footing 
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at  the  polls;  is  that  it! — A.  It  I  shonld  give  my  own  opinion  about 
that  thing 

Q,  You  might  just  state  it  candidly! — ^A.  My  own  opinion  is  very 
few  old  soldiers  have  their  votes  changed  by  that  sort  of  action.  I  do 
not  know  how  it  is  in  Indiana,  because  I  do  not  know  that  as  well  as  I 
do  my  own  State. 

Q.  You  were  giving  him  an  opportunity  to  work  just  like  Mr.  Cooper 
was  working  f — ^A.  That  was  the  object. 

By  Mr.  Little: 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  one  question:  if  extending  this  courtesy  you  have 
suggested  to  candidates  for  Congress  does  not  practically  use  the  Pen- 
sion Oifice  as  a  means  of  securing  votes! — ^A.  The  Pension  Office  is 
unlike  any  other  office  of  the  Government. 

Q.  But  practically  is  not  that  the  result  of  this  thing) — ^A.  The  Pen- 
sion Office  is  the  place  where  there  are 

Q.  Will  not  you  let  us  know  whether  this  is  the  practical  effect  of  it 
or  nott — A.  Let  me  hear  your  question  and  I  will  see  if  I  can  answer  it. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question.) 

The  Witness.  Well,  gentlemen,  I  may  state  from  what  I  see  and  un- 
derstand that  the  instrumentalities  that  are  put  in  operation  there  in 
the  Pension  Office  by  members  of  Congress  and  other  prominent  men 
must  largely  be  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  their  political  ends. 

Q.  But  this  man,  as  I  understand,  was  not  a  public  officer! — ^A.  He 
was  a  public  man. 

Q.  But  he  was  not  a  public  officer  f— A.  He  was  not  a  public  officer. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  reason  why  that  courtesy  should  be  extended 
to  men  running  for  Congress  otherwise  than  to  secure  votes  through 
that  means  f — ^A.  I  will  not  say  that  that  action  of  all  those,  or  of  any 
of  those,  who  were  calling  up  cases  in  the  Pension  Office  is  altogether 
sinister ;  I  do  not  believe  that.  I  believe  the  great  majority  of  the  work 
done  by  members  of  Congress  and  other  people  for  pensioners  is  from 
a  desire  to  promote  the  interests  of  the  pensioner  and  to  have  the  office 
do,  as  promptly  as  it  can,  justice  to  the  pensioner 

Q.  That  is  not  a  fair  answer  to  the  question.  I  am  not  asking  you 
what  a  man  in  the  West  has  in  mind.  I  am  asking  what  reason  there 
is,  other  than  the  votes  he  would  get,  for  extending  this  courtesy  to 
candidates! — ^A.  Oh,  well,  the  correspondence  of  men  in  general  with 
the  Pension  Office  with  regard  pension  claims  is  that  we  try  to  have 
the  office  do  justice  to  those  men 

Q.  That  is  not  an  answer  in  any  sense.  Do  you  want  to  have  the 
question  read  again! — ^A.  I  say,  aside  from  the  political  effect,  that  cor- 
respondence may  be  had  with  the  Pension  Office  by  a  man  such  as  you 
speak  of  as  a  candidate  which  would  be  to  advance  the  interests  of 
those  persons  for  whom  he  wrote.  I  am  trying  my  best  to  answer  the 
question.  * 

Mr.  LiTTLE.  Bead  that  question  again.    » 

(The  question  was  read.) 

The  Witness.  As  I  remarked,  of  course  to  a  certain  extent  it  is  polit- 
ical, but  I  think  the  party  writing — ^for  instance,  Mr.  Cooper — ^is  not 
simply  to  promote  his  pK>litical  fortunes 

Q.  I  am  not  questioning  the  sincerity  of  Mr.  Dunbar  now.  We  are 
not  investigating  candidates,  but  we  are  investigating  the  Pension 
Office,  and  the  question  I  asK  is  simply  a  specific  question  and  is  sus- 
ceptible of  a  specific  answer  and  a  plain  answer. — A.  The  Pension  Office 
endeavored  to  answer  as  many  of  these  letters  from  members  of  Con- 
gress and  prominent  men  throughout  the  country  as  it  can  answer. 


PENSION  OPPIOE  INVESTIGATION.  263 

Q.  In  this  particular  case  it  is  developed  that  a  particular  courtesy 
-was  extended  to  a  certain  man.  t^ow,  i  ask,  was  there  any  other  rea- 
son than  I  have  suggested,  and  you  can  certainly  advise  me  whether  it 
is  so  or  nott 

The  Witness.  Bead  the  question  again,  so  that  I  may  understand  it. 

(The  question  was  read.) 

The  Witness.  It  is  to  let  ihe  public  understand  that  this  man  is 
somewhat  prominent. 

Q.  So  he  would  get  votes  by  it? — A.  That  he  would  be  heard  from. 

Mr.  Little.  That  is  what  I  supposed,  and  that  is  what  I  wanted  to 
find  out. 

Mr.  LiND.  Now,  in  that  connection,  if  you  have  gotten  through,  I  want 
to  ask  a  question.  It  is  proper  evidence,  and  still  it  is  for  my  own  in- 
formation. Do  you  respond  to.  inquiries  of  governors  and  State  officers 
and  prominent  men  generally  in  the  same  manner  that  you  do  to  mem- 
bers of  Congress  f — ^A.  They  of  course  do  not  use  the  Congressional 
slips.  They  write  letters  there  ui>on  their  letter  heads,  and  L  get  a  few 
of  those  letters  every  day,  and  I  endeavor  to  answer  those  letters  with 
as  much  promptaiess  as  i>ossible.  I  get  letters,  for  instance,  from  Maj. 
McKinley,  and  I  get  letters  from  the  governor  of  your  State  probably 
once  or  twice  a  month,  and  various  other  prominent  people,  and  the 
adjutant-generals  of  States  and  prominent  people  throughout  the 
country,  and  we  try — for  instance,  sometimes  I  wiU  get  a  letter  from  a 
prominent  officer  who  served  in  the  Army,  a  major-general  or  a  brig- 
adier-genend,  and  they  will  write:  <<Here  is  a  man  I  have  known  for  a 
long  time.  He  is  in  great  distress  and  I  would  be  glad  to  hear  the 
condition  of  his  case."  I  direct  my  private  secretary  to  have  that  case 
called  up,  and  look  at  it,  and  write  him  a  letter,  and  I  suppose  I  sign 
five  or  six  letters  of  that  description  a  day;  maybe  eight  or  ten. 

By  Mr.  Cgopeb: 

Q.  Now,  where  do  you  draw  the  line,  general,  between  prominent 
men  and  private  citizens;  how  far  do  you  go,  say,  from  a  governor;  at 
what  point  do  you  stopf — ^A.  These  official  letters  are  usually  brought 
to  my  desk.  That  has  been  a  rule  of  the  office  for  a  long  time.  There 
are  probably  150  letters  from  people  that  are  supposed  ought  to  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  These  you  do  give  attention  to  in  the  same  line  that  you  extend 
to  Congressional  calls! — A.  Yes;  something  like  that. 

Q.  One  hundred  and  fifty  a  day,  do  you  mean  f — A.  I  mean  that  prob- 
ably there  are  that  many  letters,  and  then  they  are  sifted  out.  I  have  a 
few  persons  around  there — ^you  will  understand  all  letters  are  opened  and 
examined  before  coming  to  me;  I  can  not  take  the  time  to  do  it — there 
are  persons  around  there,  and  say  it  is  a  letter  from  Maj.  McKinley. 
They  would  say,  "Well,  General,  I  suppose  you  had  better  see  that 
letter;  and  here  is  a  letter  from  the  adjutant-general,"  say,  of  Vermont. 
I  recollect  that,  and  he  is  a  gentleman  I  know  very  well.  "You  had 
better  see  that  letter.'^  I  look  at  it  and  say  to  my  private  secretary, 
"Suppose  you  have  that  case  called  up  and  see  the  condition  of  it."  I 
have  two  or  three  i)eople  who  understand  these  things,  and  Hook  over 
them,  and  the  letter  is  dictated,  and  I  sign  the  letter,  and  it  goes  to  him. 

Q.  And  that  case  is  immediately  exi>editedf — ^A.  Kot  at  all. 

Q.  The  status  is  given f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  but  that  does  not  take  it  out 
of  the  regular  order  at  all. 

Q.  If  I  understood  you  in  regard  to  Mr.  Dunbar,  you  exalted  him  to 
a  degree  of  influence  higher  than  these  other  gentlemen  f — ^A.  I  stated 
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specifically  to  you,  Mr.  Cooper,  that  I  did  not  know  how  these  cases 
were. 

Q.  That  was  your  purpose,  however,  in  giving  him ^A.  Not  at  all; 

not  at  all. 

Q.  Well,  now,  then,  let  us  understand  each  other.    These  prominent 

people  whom  you  have  just  described  are  given  the  same  treatment 

that  a  member  of  Congress  is  given,  are  they  f — ^A.  Well,  substantially. 

^  Q.  Then  it  is  important  for  a  pensioner  who  has  a  claim  to  hiave 

prominent  people  write  for  him  to  the  Bureau,  is  itt — ^A.  I  do  not  think 

80. 

Q.  Does  it  not  result  in  an  immediate  answer  f — ^A.  It  gives  the 
status  of  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  May  I  ask  if  you  ever  have  extended  that  courtesy  to  any  other 
than  a  Bepublican  running  for  office  f — A.  I  wiQ  look  over  my  corre- 
spondence in  regard  to  that;  I  have  endeavored  at  aU  times  to  treat 
aJl  miBmbers  of  Congress  alike. 

Q.  I  do  not  question  in  regard  to  members  of  Congress,  but  we  do 
not  seem  to  understand  each  other.  I  ask  if  you  have  ever  extended 
the  courtesy  of  the  office,  as  you  did  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Dunbar,  to  any 
other  than  a  Bepublican  running  for  office) — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  as 
to  that,  but  I  will  look  over  that.    If  I  did  so  it  was  done  by  letter. 

Q.  Wen,  as  far  as  you  recollect  f — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  any. 

Q.  Then  you  probably  draw  the  distinction  of  a  public  officer  at  the 
party  linet — A.  JSTo,  I  do  notj  not  at  all.  I  am  trying  to  run  the  office 
as  near  upon  a  nonpartisan  Ime  as  I  can.  It  is  pre^  hard  to  do  it, 
because  everybody  is  pulling  and  hauling  at  the  pension  ckums  who 
can,  but  no  claims  are  taken  up  because  of  party  lines,  because  we  do 
not  know  what  the  i>olitics  of  the  claimants  are  at  all. 

Q.  But  that  is  not  the  i>oint  at  all.  The  point  I  am  making  is  this :  I 
understood  you  to  state,  as  clearly  I  did,  the  fact  that  you  extended 
such  a  courtesy  to  parties  holding  no  official  position,  simply  running 
for  office,  and- as  far  as  you  now  remember  it  has  always  been  to  mem- 
bers of  your  i>olitical  party;  that  must  be  using  the  office  for  political 
jmrposes. 

The  Chairman.  That  would  be  an  inference;  he  stated  he  does  not 
recollect. 

The  Witness.  I  know  I  had  correspondence  with  two  or  three  can- 
didates for  offices  other  than  Bepublicans.  There  is  just  this  about  it: 
The  great  mass  of  letters  that  come  in  there  are  so  numerous  it  is  practi- 
cally impossible  for  the  office  to  answer  them  all. 

Mr.  Little.  That  is  not  the  point  at  issue  at  alL 

By  Mr.  Coopeb  : 

Q.  I  wish  it  to  apx>ear  on  the  record  that  this  district  which  is  spoken 
of  is  the  district  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  that 
is  in  your  district. 

Q.  And  I  am  the  member  of  Congress  who  made  the  charges  and  con- 
ducted the  investigation  against  you  in  the  Fifty-first  Congress,  am  I 
notf — ^A.  I  think  you  resemble  that  individual,  as  far  as  I  can  see. 

Q.  You  have  not  forgotten  met — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson.  Do  you  wish  to  be  identified) 

Mr.  Coopeb.  I  knew  he  would  remember  me. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  around  you  a  number  of  individuals  who  open 
your  mail  and  sift  it  out.  Will  you  tell  us  who  they  aret — ^A.  Well, 
Mr,  Scudder  is  one  of  them  and  he  has  two  assistants. 
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Q.  Who  are  the  assistants t-— A.  There  is  a  lady.  Miss (to  Mr. 

Lmeweaver)  will  you  give  me  her  namet 

Mr.  Lqveweayse.  Miss  Medora  Fuller  and  Miss  Growell. 

The  Witness.  Miss  Fuller  has  been  sick;  what  is  tiie  name  of  the 
gentleman  who  has  been  in  that  place  f 

Mr.  LiNEWEAYEB.  Mr.  Gresham. 

By  Mr.  GooPEB  : 

Q.  You  have  a  son  who  is  practising  before  yon  in  this  city  t — ^A. 
TTes,  sir. 

Q.  Johnf — ^A.  John. 

Q.  Is  there  any  way  you  know  of  by  which  a  letter  addressed  to  you 
l)y  a  claimant  who  has  not  an  attorney  would  faU  into  his  hands  f — ^A. 
IXone  in  the  world  that  I  know  of— that  a  letter  ad±*essed  to  me  by  a 
:inan  who  has  no  attorney 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  how  could  he  obtain  information  of  the  contents  of  a 
letter  f — ^A.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  in  the  nature  of  things. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  the  case  of  young  Houkt  Do  you  remember 
any  correspondence  with  young  Houk  in  which  he  desired  some  infor- 
mation in  regard  to  pension  cases  f  He  was  a  candidate  for  his  father's 
place:  L.  O.  Houk. — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  some  correspondence  with  him. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  declined  to  furnish  him  all  the  in- 
formation he  wanted,  in  regard  to  the  numerous  calls  he  made,  or  notf — 
A.  He  acted  as  his  father's  private  secretary  for  a  time  before  he  was 
nominated,  and  I  said  to  him  I  would  for  a  time  allow  him  to  call  up 
his  father's  claims. 

Q.  But  after  thatf — ^A.  When  he  became  a  candidate  for  Congress 
he  sent  in  a  great  number  of  slips,  requesting  me  to  give  the  status. 
My  recollection  now  is  I  wrote  him  I  could  not  do  so,  as  it  was  too 
volnminous;  that  I  conld  not  give  that  information.  I  have  done  that 
probably  with  a  dozen  of  the  most  prominent  Republicans  in  the  country 
last  year. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  You  put  it  on  the  ground  that  it  was  too  voluminous. 

The  Witness.  There  was  too  much. 

Mr.  LiNB.  I  wanted  to  ask  one  question  further  in  that  connection. 
Do  you  not  often  respond  to  calls  sent  in  by  ex-members  of  OongressJ 

The  Witness.  Well,  there  has  been  a  rule,  of  course  there  was  no 
written  rule,  but  there  has  been  a  rule  in  the  office  that  for  three  mouths 
after  a  man  went  out  that  there  would  be  some  response  to  his  calls.  I 
believe  the  tradition  is  five  or  six  months. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  Is  not  there  a  rule  of  the  office  forbidding  the  answer 
to  any  person  with  reference  to  the  status  of  a  case,  except  that  person 
be  the  claimant  himself  or  a  member  of  Congress  f  And  I  wiU  ask  you^ 
if  that  is  the  rule,  to  ftimish  the  committee  with  a  copy  of  it. 

The  Witness.  I  remember  Gen.  Black  issued  an  order,  which  was  a 
very  vehement  one  in  the  language,  prohibiting  the  use  of  Congres- 
sional slips  by  anyone  except  a  member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  Please  fdrnish  the  committee  with  a  copy  of  the  rule  on 
the  subject  of  calls  for  status  of  cases. 
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WASHiNaTON,  D.  C,  Saturday  J  March  19^  1892. 

The  committee  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Dungan,  Bro- 
sius,  and  Lind,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon.  L.  E. 
Payson. 

OSEEH  B.  SAUK— BecftUed. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  There  has  been  some  misapprehension  grown  oat  of  a  qnestion 
asked  Gen.  Bossey,  which  was  owing  to  a  mistake  in  the  report  of  the 
Associated  Press,  1  think.  It  seems  to  have  given  him  considerable 
tronble  and  it  has  been  giving  the  committee  some  trouble,  too,  by 
having  a  flood  of  letters  pour  in  on  us  in  reference  to  this  investigation, 
and  also.  Gen.  Bussey  tells  us,  in  his  office.  I  want  to  ask  you  the 
question  so  the  Associated  Press  reporters  shall  get  it  right  and  possi- 
bly help  to  correct  that  impression. 

The  Witness.  I  have  not  read  G^n.  Bussey's  evidence  otherwise 
than  I  have  seen  it  in  the  press,  so  I  do  not  know  what  he  may  have 
stated  about  anything. 

Q.  I  asked  him  the  question  if  there  was  any  provision  of  law  by 
which  a  parent  could  be  pensioned  as  a  dependent  parent  when  the 
alleged  dependent  parent  was  worth  920,000  or  $^,000.  That  was  the 
question  asked  him,  and  I  will  ask  you  the  same  question. — ^A.  I  know 
of  no  law  that  would  authorize  that.    I  understand  the  law. 

Q.  This  information  has  gone  to  the  county,  and  grew  out  of  the 
fietct,  it  seems,  that  under  the  general  law,  which  provides  for  pension- 
ing a  person  without  regard  to  their  financial  condition  if  they  other- 
wise come  within  the  provisions  of  the  law,  some  persons  worth 
considerable  money  have  been  pensioned  but  not  as  dependent  parents. 
A.  That,  I  suppose,  is  the  case  in  regard  to  those  persons  who  make  ap- 
plication for  a  pension  because  of  such  disability  as  disqualifies  them 
from  earning  a  living  by  manual  labor.  There  is  no  limitation  in  that 
law  in  regard  to  what  a  man  may  be  worth. 

Q.  The  dependent  pension  law  is  not  based  upon  that  idea! — ^A.  No, 
sir;  it  is  the  disability  act  Kow,  the  same  law,  that  is,  the  same  act 
in  one  of  its  sections,  provides  for  x)ensioning  dependent  persons;  but 
that  is  for  dependence,  not  disability.  I  will  state  that  I  will  furnish 
the  committee  a  copy,  if  they  wish,  of  an  exposition  that  I  made  of 
that  law. 

Mr.  Payson.  Is  that  in  the  form  of  a  circular! 

The  Witness.  It  is  in  the  form  of  a  decision.  In  that  I  point  out 
that  in  considering  the  question  of  dei)eudence  there  are  three  impor- 
tant elements  to  consider;  that  they  are,  the  necessity  for  shelter^  for 
food,  and  for  raiment,  and  that  while  a  person  might  have  the  little 
shelter  that  they  owned  and  yet  unable,  except  by  manusJ  labor,  to 
provide  themselves  with  food  and  raiment,  that  under  the  provisions 
of  the  law,  in  my  opinion,  they  were  entitled  to  the  pension. 

Mr.  LiND.  In  that  connection  will  you  permit  me  to  ask  a  question 
for  my  information  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  Certainly. 

Mr.  LiND.  How  do  you  hold  with  reference  to  a  person,  say  a  widow, 
under  that  law,  who  has  a  house  of  her  own,  but  has  not  sufficient 
means  to  subsist  without  manual  or  other  labor  every  day;  would  you 
hold  that  she  was  pensionable  under  the  law! 

The  Witness.  That  is  the  point  I  was  just  suggesting  as  having 
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been  covered  by  this  mling,  that  support  naturally  coDsisted,  first,  of 
shelter,  and  next  of  food,  and  next  of  raiment,  and  that  the  woman, 
for  example,  might  have  a  little  home  and  own  it,  but 

Mr.  Enloe.  But  still  be  pensionable. 

The  Witness.  Still  be  pensionable  under  that  law  because  she  had, 
at  the  washtub  or  otherwise,  to  work  so  as  to  earn  the  necessary  money 
to  provide  herself  with  food  and  raiment. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  When  you  were  on  the  stand  the  other  day  you  were  asked  in  re- 
gard to  the  appointment  of  your  daughter.  I  will  ask  again  if  your 
daughter  was  dropped  from  the  rolls  of  the  Census  Office  or  dismissed 
from  that  office  f — ^A.  I  do  not  think  the  Census  Office  took  any  action 
upon  her  case. 

Q.  When  I  asked  you  the  question  if  she  was  removed  from  that 
service  the  other  day  you  said,  <<  No,  sir."  Do  you  still  say  she  was  not 
removed  from  the  Census  Office! — A.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  their  records,  but  I  understand  there  was  no  action  taken 
in  regard  to  her  removal. 

Q.  You  understand  that  she  is  still  on  the  rolls  there f — A.  Tes,  sir; 
I  have  not  been  informed  that  her  resignation  has  been  called  for. 

Q.  Mr.  Cooper  asked  you  the  question  then  if  she  in  connection  with 
three  others  were  not  dropped  from  the  rolls  and  dismissed  from  the 
Census  Office  for  their  incompetency  in  x)erforming  work  in  the  posi- 
tions which  they  were  occupying. — A.  She  was  not;  I  do  not  know 
about  the  others. 

Q.  Do  you  know  she  was  not  dismissed  f — A.  Well,  as  I  say,  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  their  records,  but  I  had  a  talk  with  the  chief 
clerk  of  that  office  this  morning  and  he  regarded  her  as  on  their  rolls, 
and  she  is  to  report  there  Monday  morning. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question ;  the  question  is,  was  she  not  dismissed 
from  that  office!  Do  you  know  how  that  ist  Say  whether  she  was  or 
not! — A.  I  know  she  was  not. 

Q.  I  willask  this  question ^A.  That  is  to  say,  as  well  as  I  can 

know  anything. 

Mr.  Patson.  Then  you  do  not  know  she  was  dismissed,  to  put  it  pos- 
itively t 

The  Witness.  I  know  she  does  not  know  she  was  dismissed.  She 
lives  at  my  house  and  I  know  exactly  what  she  understands  about  it. 

Q.  Did  not  you  go  to  either  the  Superintendent  of  the  Census  Office 
or  her  superior  officer — I  suppose  the  Superintendent  would  be  the  one 
who  has  control — did  not  you  go  to  him  and  use  your  influence  to  have 
her  reinstated  if  she  was  dropped  from  the  rolls t — A.  I  will  tell  you 
about  that,  sir.  She  was  at  one  time  on  duty  at  the  Third  street  house. 
Mr.  Payson.  How  long  ago  was  that! — A.  I  can  not  tell  you,  but 
some  months  ago — and  was  afterwards  transferred  to  the  JSTinth  street 
house,  and  ten  or  twelve  days  ago  she  was  transferred  again  to  the 
Third  street  house.  Well,  when  she  came  home  she  spoke  about  it  to 
me— 
Mr.  LiND.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  Third  street  house  f 
The  Witness.  You  know  the  Census  Office  has  been  occupying  two 
buildings,  and  she  was  transferred  to  the  Third  street  house,  and  the 
next  morning  I  went  with  her  to  see  Mr.  Childs — I  intended  to  see  the 
Superintendent,  but  he  happened  not  to  be  in — and  there  was  some 
conversation  in  regard  to  it,  and  I  listened  to  the  conversation  that^ 
passed  between  my  daughter  and  Mr.  Childs  in  regard  to  some  differ- 
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ence  that  had  occurred  between  the  head  of  a  division  and  some  lady 
clerks  or  something.  I  do  not  recall  his  name,  bat  it  was  in  regard  to 
certain  things  which  he  alleged  were  errors  and  which  certain  other 
persons  who  were  a  little  higher  in  authority  chided  him  very  severely 
for  in  the  presence  of  these  ladies.  The  exact  thing,  as  I  understood 
it  from  the  conversation,  was  the  abbreviation  of  the  given  names. 
Say,  if  the  name  was  Charles,  they  would  make  it  0.,  or  Ghas.,  or  some- 
thing in  the  very  short  space  in  the  blank,  and  these  ladies  spoke  to 
this  inspector,  I  think  they  call  him,  about  the  names  being  so  long 
that  they  could  not  be  written  in  that  space,  and  he  said,  '^  Well,  ab- 
breviate the  first  name,"  and  there  was  some  difference  in  regard  to  it| 
and  it  seems  that  the  ladies  rather  were  to  suffer  as  a  result  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Urging  that  these  ladies  should  be  dismissed  f — ^A.  Not  at  alL 

Q.  Any  of  themf — ^A.  I  do  not  know  as  to  the  others  at  all. 

Q.  Tour  daughter  you  are  certain  about  f — ^A.  My  daughter  was  not 
dismissed.  I  do  not  know  about  the  other  ladies^  I  do  not  know  their 
names;  but  my  daughter  was  not  dismissed. 

Q.  Was  the  object  of  your  visit  over  there  at  that  time  to  prevent  her 
being  dismissed! — A.  Not  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  not  interceded  with  anyone  at  the  Census  Office  recently 
to  prevent  her  being  dismissed! — A.  Not  at  all.  I  saw  Mr.  Childs, 
and  I  said  to  him  that  I  would  prefer  if  it  suited  his  convenience  and 
work  that  she  should  occupy  this  building.  He  said,  '<I  intended 
Mrs.  Wsdters  should  come  back  in  a  few  days  to  this  building  when  I 
arrange  the  work."    That  is  all  there  was  about  it. 

Q.  I  asked  you  the  other  day  why  it  was  she  was  retained  on  the 
rolls  of  the  Census  Office  and  performed  duty  at  the  Pension  Office. 
Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  there  is  any  way  by  which  an  employ^  of  the 
Census  Office  can  be  transferred  to  the  Pension  Office  without  a  detail 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  do  that  work. — ^A.  Well,  clerks 
are  transferred  from  one  office  to  another 

Q.  I  am  not  speaking  of  transfers.  I  am  speaking  of  her  being  on 
the  rolls  of  one  office  as  an  employ^  of  that  Bureau,  not  transferred, 
but  going  to  another  Bureau  to  do  work.  Could  she  go  there  to  do  that 
work  without  a  detail  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior! — ^A.  She  did 
not  come  there  as  an  employ^  of  the  Census  Office  to  do  work  in  the 
Bureau  of  Pensions. 

Q.  She  did  not  have  any  detail! — A.  No,  sir;  she  did  not. 

Q.  Now  let  me  ask  this  question,  about  how  long  was  she  in  your 
office  away  from  the  Census  Office! — A.  Let  me  state — ^you  want  to 
be  perfectly  fair  about  this. 

Q.  I  know  that,  but  I  want  an  answer  to  this  question. — A.  I  do  not 
propose  for  you  or  anybody  else  to  put  me  in  a  false  position  if  I  can 
avoid  it. 

Q.  I  think  it  is  i)erfectly  evident  from  the  testimony  you  gave  the 
other  day  that  there  is  great  difficulty  in  getting  a  straightforward 
and  direct  answer. — ^A.  I  will  give  you 

Q.  What  do  you  say  in  reply! — ^A.  She  can\e  to  the  Pension  Office 
on  the  11th  day  of  March. 

Q.  How  long  did  she  remain! — A.  She  remained  until  yesterday 
evening. 

Q.  Now,  is  not  there  a  rule  in  the  Department  that  where  an  employ^ 
is  absent  longer  than  three  days  without  leave  that  that  employ^  is 
dropped! — ^A,  There  is  no  such  rule  in  the  Pension  Office. 
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Q.  How  long  can  a  person  be  absent  from  the  Pension  Office  without 
leave  of  a  superior  officer  without  being  held  accountable  for  itf — 
A.  They  lose  their  pay  if  they  are  absent  without  leave  unless  it  is 
accounted  for  by  sickness  or  something  that  is  satisfactory  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior. 

Q.  Tou  have  no  such  rule  as  I  spoke  of  in  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  it  is  in  the  Census  Office? — ^A.  No,  I  do  not 
know;  I  have  not  read  their  rules. 

Q.  When  your  daughter  came  to  the  Pension  Office  was  she  sworn 
in  as  your  private  secretary! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  authority  did  you  have  for  swearing  her  in  before  she  was 
appointed) — ^A.  Well,  sir,  there  has  been  a  rule  in  the  office  for  a  long 
time  that  when  recommendations  are  made  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  they  are  sent  forward  to  the  Secretary,  and  the  approval  of 
those  recommendations  are  so  uniibrm  that  where  there  is  some  delay 
in  making  the  appointment  the  parties  may  be  sworn  in. 

Q.  Then  she  was  sworn  in  as  your  private  secretary  in  the  Pension 
Office  and  still  borne  on  the  rolls  of  the  Census  Office  f — ^A.  She  had 
not  resigned  and  she  had  not  been  dropped,  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  she  had  been  dropped  or  notf — ^A.  I  do 
not  think  she  was. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  she  had  been  at  the  time  she  was  in 
your,  office  and  there  sworn  in! — ^A.  No,  she  had  not  been  dropped. 

Q.  She  had  not  severed  her  connection  with  the  Census  Office  f — A. 
She  had  not  been  dropped. 

Q.  Has  she  been  appointed  your  private  secretary  yett — ^A.  She  has 
not. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  approve  or  disapprove  the  recommendation  f — 
A.  The  Secretary  disapproved  the  recommendation  yesterday. 

Q.  Has  she  gone  back  to  the  Census  Office  nowf — ^A.  She  has  been 
ordered  to  rejwrt  there  by  the  Secretary. 

Q.  You  said  you  did  not  intercede  for  her  reinstatement  there  and 
that  it  was  not  done  under  your  influence  f — A.  She  was  not  dropi>6d, 
as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  That  is  all  I  want  you  to  answer  on  that.  You  would  know,  how- 
ever, if  you  called  there  for  any  such  purpose! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  went 
there  simply  to  ask  that  my  daughter  be  returned  to  the  Ninth  street 
office,  and  that  was  promised  by  Mr.  Childs,  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  In  regard  to  your  son,  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  he  held  the  i>osition  of 
appointment  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office,  I  believe  f — ^A.  The  position 
he  held  was  known  as  assistant  chief  clerk  under  the  law. 

Q.  You  created  the  appointment  division  by  an  order,  did  you  not! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  had  not  existed,  prior  to  your  order,  as  a  division? — A.  Not 
as  a  division.  The  duties  of  assistant  chief  clerk  had  been  substan- 
tially the  same  under  the  direction  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  When  that  division  was  created  you  gave  your  son  the  position 
which  made  him  chief  of  that  division f — A.  I  assigned  him  to  duty; 
yes,  sir.    There  was  some  cousolidation  of  duties  there. 

Q.  What  was  your  object  in  creating  that  division! — ^A.  It  was  to 
improve  the  service. 

Q.  In  what  respect  did  it  improve  the  service! — A.  Well,  the  super- 
vision of  the  appointment  of  the  medical  boards  throughout  the  country 
was  under  the  medical  division. 

Mr.  Payson.  Prior  to  this  timet 
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The  Witness.  Prior  to  that  time,  and  upon  looking  that  over  I  foond 
the  papers  in  very  bad  order  in  the  first  place,  and  then  I  was  satisfied 
that  the  medical  division  should  be  released  from  all  duties  except 
those  relating  to  the  passing  upon  the  medical  questions,  and  I  relieved 
that  division  firom  the  peiformance  of  two  duties:  one  was  the  adjudi- 
cation of  the  accounts  of  medical  boards,  and  the  other  was  the  super- 
vising of  the  appointment  of  medical  boards;  one  I  sent  to  the  finan- 
cial division,  and  the  other  by  this  order  I  consolidated  with  other  du- 
ties which  I  imposed  by  the  order  on  what  was  known  as  the  appoint- 
ment division. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  keep  in  your  appointment  division  what  is  known  as  the 
personal  files  of  employes  of  the  Pension  Office! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  part  of  them  there  and  part  of  them  in  the  Interior 
Department,  or  are  they  all  keptm  the  files  of  the  Pension  Office  T. — 
A.  Well,  there  are  certain  files  of  all  the  employes  of  the  Pension  Of- 
fice that  are  kept  at  the  Pension  Office,  such  as  are  believed  to  be 
essential  to  the  transaction  of  the  public  business  in  connection  with 
the  employes. 

Mr.  Payson.  Tell  us  what,  so  as  to  make  it  explicit,  general. 

The  Witness.  Well,  there  are  quite  a  number  of  i>ersonal  statements 
made  upon  blanks  that  have  been  prepared  from  time  to  time  by  the 
different  commissioners  running  way  back  through  a  number  of  years, 
upon  which  they  state  their  names  and  ages  and  whore  bom  and  vari- 
ous other  things  (I  do  not  know  what  it  all  consists  of),  so  as  to  give  an 
account  and  history  of  that  person. 

Mr.  Payson.  How  about  recommendations  from  outside  persons,  and 
all  that? 

The  Witness.  The  Pension  Office,  as  you  are  all  aware,  is  a  very  large 
bureau;  there  are  2,000  people,  and  there  is  a  constant  influx  of  promi 
nent  persons  recommending  the  promotion  and  advancement  and  vari- 
ous other  things  connected  with  its  force,  and  these  letters  are  placed 
on  file.  Then  there  are  many  communications  from  the  clerks  and 
employes  themselves,  and  these  in  turn  are  placed  on  the  file.  Kow, 
the  files  are  arranged  in  three  divisions,  one  here  at  the  left'  (contain- 
ing papers  belonging  to  those  who  have  retired;  in  the  center,  the 
papers  of  those  who  are  then  in  the  public  service;  and  in  another 
file  on  the  right,  the  papers  of  those  who  are  applying  to  be  appointed 
into  the  pubUc  service.  These  files  are  all  kept  there  so  as  to  be  ac- 
cessible at  a  moment's  notice. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  keep  there  letters  or  recommendations  or  apphcations  of 
persons  wanting  appointments,  these  memoranda,  and  such  charges  as 
may  have  been  filed  from  time  to  time  against  them — do  you  keep  them 
in  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  Well,  many  of  them  are.  Of  course  the 
Secretary's  office  may,  and  often  does,  call  for  papers  of  that  kind, 
and  they  are  sent  and  deposited  with  the  Secretary's  office.  I  have 
never  really  examined  the  files  of  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  examined  the  files  of  your  office! — ^A.  I  have  not 
gone  over  every  bundle  of  papers,  but  I  am  looking  at  some  every  day. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  files  in  the  appointment  division 
of  the  Interior  Department  contain  the  very  same  matter  which  you 
say  is  contained  in  your  office? — A.  I  can  not  say  that,  sir;  as  I  have 
remarked,  I  have  never  examined  those  files  at  all. 

Q«  If  there  is  a  file  kept  there  showing  these  personal  matters  with 
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reference  to  employes  in  the  Pension  Office,  what  is  the  necessity  for 
keeping  €wo  appointment  divisions,  one  in  the  Pension  Office  and  one 
iD  the  Interior  Department,  both  containing  substantially  the  same 
matter! — A.  Well,  the  question  of  the  selection  of  persons  through  the 
civil  service,  through  the  classified  service,  is  submitted  to  the  Oom- 
missioner  of  Pensions,  and  the  examination  of  the  papers  and  every- 
thing connected  with  those  persons  whose  names  are  sent  down  are 
submitted  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  for  his  action,  and  the  Sec- 
retary will  almost  invariably  accept  the  recommendation  of  the  head 
of  the  bureau;  that  is,  action  on  the  original  appointments. 

Jdr.  Payson.  These  papers  are  retained  there  f 

The  Witness.  Not  certifications  from  the  Civil  Service  Commission; 
they  are  sent  back,  but  I  say  these  selections  are  made  upon  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  Commissioner.  Now,  until  this  recent  order  of  the 
President,  which  took  effect  on  the  1st  of  February,  in  regard  to  the 
new  system  of  the  examination  of  clerks  of  applicants  for  promotion — 
I  say  prior  to  that  the  arrangement  for  the  promotion  of  persons  in 
the  Pension  Office  was  for  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  forward  to 
the  Secretary  a  recommendation,  and  as  a  rule— of  course  there  are 
exceptions  to  it — ^he  acted  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Commis- 
sioner, the  Commissioner,  in  turn,  getting  such  information  as  he 
could  from  the  heads  of  divisions,  the  heads  of  divisions  keeping  in 
their  section  a  record  of  the  services  and  attendance  of  the  various 
persons  employed  under  the  supervision  of  the  chief  of  division;  so 
that,  as  far  as  I  know,  all  the  bureaus  of  the  Government — I  know  it 
was  so  in  the  Litemal  Bevenue  Office  when  I  was  there,  where  there 
was  a  force  of  300  or  400  persons — I  think  all  bureaus  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  have  some  files  of  their  employes  so  as  to  enable  the  chiefs  of  the 
bureaus  to  know  something  about  the  history  and  services  of  the  peo- 
ple who  are  under  them. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  bureau  of  the  Government  which  has  an 
appointment  division  separate  and  apart  from  the  Department  under 
wMch  the  bureau  is  operating,  except  the  Pension  Bureau  ? — A.  Well, 
they  may  not  call  it  an  appointment  division,  but  the  services  are  per- 
formed just  the  same. 

Q.  Did  the  organization  of  this  appointment  division  in  your  office 
give  employment  to  any  more  persons  than  had  been  formerly  em- 
ployed in  your  office! — ^A.  Why,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Enloe,  after 
the  files  were  put  in  proper  condition  and  everything  was  proi>erly  ar- 
iranged  there  was  a  sufficient  number  of  persons  transferred  from  the 
force  which  had  been  formerly  engaged  in  that  identical  work  so  as  to 
constitute  a  saving  of  over  $7,000  a  year. 

Q.  By  the  organization  of  that  division! — ^A.  By  that  organization. 

Q.  You  transferred  them  from  what  service! — A.  From  those  en- 
gaged on  certain  work  in  the  medical  division  and  those  who  were  re- 
X)orting  directly  to  the  Commissioner.  I  put  these  people  to  work  put 
ting  the  files  in  order  so  that  the  papers  were  accessible — easily  acces- 
sible. Then*  I  saw  that  the  force  was  immediately  reduced.  Now,  the 
work  of  that  division  is  quite  various.  The  pay  rolls  upon  which  that 
entire  force  are  paid  twice  a  month,  I  mean  in  that  office 

Mr.  Payson.  If  I  do  not  interrupt  you,  have  you  any  objection  at 
this  point,  because  it  would  be  proper  to  have  it,  to  have  the  actual 
order  under  which  the  api>ointment  division  was  created  introduced 
into  the  record! 
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Mr.  Enlob.  It  is  already  of  record  as  part  of  Gten. 
jnony,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  it  again. 
Mr.  Patson.  I  had  forgotten  that. 

By  Mr.  BNiiOS: 

Q.  Did  that  organization  of  that  division  and  placing  your  son  at 
the  head  of  it  give  him  a  great  deal  of  influence  in  the  matter  of  recom- 
mendations for  appointments  in  your  Bureau  t — ^A.  I  do  not  think  that 
it  had  any  more  mfluence  upon  that  than  there  was  under  the  system 
that  had  been  previously  kept  up  by  my  immediate  predecessors. 

Q.  It  gave  to  him  the  influence  then,  you  think,  that  the  assistant 
chief  clerk  formerly  had  in  this  office? — ^A.  I  think  so;  yes  sir.  If  you 
will  examine  Oen.  Black's  order,  he  devolved  that  identical  duty  upon 
the  assistant  chief  clerk. 

Q.  Were  most  of  the  medical  boards  of  the  country  appointed  upon 
the  recommendations  coming  through  this  appointment  division?  Did 
your  son  recommend  and  help  to  organize  all  these  boards? — A.  The 
medical  boards  are  appointed  there  upon  the  recommendations  of  per- 
sons living  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  and  by  members  of  Congress 
and  Senators  and  other  prominent  persons  who  are  supposed  to  under- 
stand the  situation  and  to  know  the  people. 

Q.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  general  .question  of  apxK>intment8,  if 
you  please,  now.  I  simply  asked  that  question  in  reference  to  your 
son's  connection  with  it.  I  will  ask  you  after  the  organization  of  the 
bureau  if  you  know  whether  or  not  your  son  charged  each  one  of  the 
employes,  as  a  notary  public,  25  cents  for  swearing  them  in  and  that  he 
was  stopped  by  the  Secretsuy  of  the  Interior  firom  doing  so? — A.  He 
was  a  notary  public,  and  was  before  he  went  in  there,  and  I  presume 
he  charged  as  almost  all  the  other  chief  clerks  or  those  who  were  ap- 
pointment clerks  did.  They  were  nearly  all  notaries  public,  as  the  chief 
clerk  of  the  War  Department,  and  the  appointment  clerk  of  the 

Q.  If  that  was  done — I  ask  you  if  it  was  done  in  the  first  place,  and 
if  it  was  done,  did  it  not  concentrate  the  revenue  arising  from  it  into 
the  hands  of  your  son? — ^A.  No;  he  had  aright  to  swear  them  in;  there 
must  be  a  notary  public 

Q.  But  he,  as  a  notary  public,  had  the  income  that  would  arise  from 
swearing  in  numerous  persons? — A.  Those  he  did  swear  in. 

Q.  Was  that  stopped  on  the  order  of  the  Secretary? — ^A.  No,  sir;  it 
was  not. 

Q.  Was  it  stopped  before  your  son  went  out  of  office? — A.  It  was 
stopx>ed  by  me.  I  submitted,  by  recommendation  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee  to  incorporate  into  an  appropriation  bill  a  provision  that 
cut  that  whole  thing  out  by  the  root.  I  gave  that  to  Mr.  Cannon  my- 
self as  an  amendment. 

Q.  You  no  longer  charge  for  swearing  them  in? — ^A.  That  was  made 
the  duty  of  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Department 

Q.  And  he  is  not  allowed  to  charge  them  anything  now? — A.  Not  at 
all.  He  was  made  ex  officio  the  officer  to  administer  the  oath.  I  pre- 
pared that  myself  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  Cannon  to  put  in. 

Mr.  LiND.  Was  that  before  or  after  your  son  had  been  retired  from  ^ 
the  service?  1 

The  Witness.  Oh,  no;  it  was  during  the  time,  as  I  recollect  it,  h^f 
was  in  there.    There  were  a  great  number  of  persons  brought  into  th^ 
service  at  that  time  and  there  was  considerable  commotion  about  thl 
matter,  and  the  chief  clerk  of  the  War  Department  was  directed  to  n 
fond  certain  moneys  he  had  received|  and  while  the  matter  was  u]|r 
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stoted  to  Mr.  Gannon  tbat  the  trae  policy  about  this  is  to  invest  the 
chief  clerk  of  a  department  with  the  authority  to  administer  oaths  and 
require  them  to  administer  oaths  without  charge,  and  that  done  at  my 
request. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Were  any  complaints  brought  to  you  that  your  son,  by  his  being 
^  chief  of  the  appointment  division,  was  showing  any  favoritism  in  the 
matter  of  appointments^  or  that  he  was  borrowing  money  upon  sup- 
X)08ed  influence  in  securing  appointments,  or  was  receiving  pay  for  any- 
thing of  the  kind  t — ^A.  I  received  no  complaints  that  my  son  was  show- 
ing any  favoritism  at  all.  There  are  always  complaints  in  a  great 
bureau  like  that  where  the  demand  for  promotions  are  probably  fifteen 
or  twenty  to  one  of  the  opportunities  of  being  promoted.  That  is  only, 
natural  to  the  situation.  But  I  never  had  any  complaint  that  my  son 
was  trying  to  show  favoritism,  because  I  undertook  to  give  x)ersonaI 
attention  to  those  matters  myself,  and  the  promotions  were  made  upon 
consultations  with  the  heads  of  divisions  with  almost,  with  scarcely 
any  exceptions.    Of  course  there  are  here  and  there  an  exception. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  other  branch  of  the  question — ^were  any  com- 
plaints made  to  you  or  representations  made  to  you  that  your  son  was 
l)orrowing  money  upon  his  influence  or  selling  his  influence  in  the  mat-, 
ter  of  appointments! — A.  JSTo,  sir. 

Q.  No  charges  of  that  kind  were  brought  to  your  attention! — ^A.  Not 
at  all. 

Q.  You  say  you  gave  personal  attention  to  the  matter  of  appoint- 
ments!— ^A.  I  gave  a  very  considerable  amount  of  attention  to  those 
things. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question :  Is  there  any  record  kept  in  the 
Pension  Office  showing  the  time  you  were  absent  from  the  office!  Is 
there  any  record  anywhere  showing  your  attendance  upon  that  office 
in  the  performance  of  your  duty! — A.  That  is  easily  exhibited. 

Q.  How  is  it  exhibited! — ^A.  The  chief  clerk  always  knows  when 
I  am  absent. 

Q.  Yes,  but  does  the  chief  clerk  keep  any  record! — ^A.  I  do  not  know 
that  he  has  a  book  to  enter  that  in. 

Q.  Then  how  does  he  keep  it! — ^A.  The  business  of  the  office  must 
either  be  done  in  the  name  of  the  Oommissioner  or  an  acting  commis- 
sioner during  the  absence  of  the  Commissioner;  then  the  records  show 
that  the  work  has  been  done  under  authority  of  the  acting  commis- 
aioner. 

Q.  In  order  to  get  at  your  absence  from  that  office  it  would  be  nec- 
essary to  take  the  work  from  day  to  day! — ^No,  sir;  the  chief  clerk  could 
give  that  without  any  trouble,  I  presume.  I  have  never  looked  to  see, 
but  I  have  no  doubt  he  can  give  that  without  any  trouble. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  how  much  you  have  been  absent  from  that 
Office  since  you  have  been  Commissioner! — ^A.  I  have  not  kept  any  rec- 
^^xd  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  it  would  be,  all  added  up,  as  much  as  one  year! — 

.  That  is  simply  preposterous;  not  at  all. 

Q.  It  is  preposterous  to  suggest  you  have  been  possibly  absent  that 
^^tauch! — ^A.  Yes^  sir;  preposterous. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  idea  how  much  time  you  have  spent  away 
^5rom  that  office! — ^A.  I  can  get  it  from  the  record  it  you  wish  it;  I  have 
^  '^  not  in  my  mind  now. 

Q.  You  have  not  any  idea  of  it  now;  could  not  you  give  us  your 
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opinion  about  itf — ^A.  I  wonld  not  ventore  to  state  when  or  how  often 
I  have  been  absent;  but  I  can  give  you  that  if  you  have  any  curiosity 
to  know  it. 

Q.  Is  it  your  custom  in  signing  your  name  to  sign  it  yourself^  or  to 
have  it  done  by  a  rubber  stamp,  or  have  somebody  else  sign  itt — A.  All 
three  ways.  I  sign  a  very  large  amount  of  mail  every  day  myself. 
There  is  a  certain  class  of  matter  that  I  feel  I  have  no. authority  to  au- 
thorize anyone  else  to  sign.  For  example,  the  requisitions  uiK)n  the 
Secretary  for  the  necessary  money  ,to  make  payments  on  these  pen- 
sions. AU  these  requisitions,  month  after  month,  I  sign;  also  approv- 
als and  all  the  accounts  for  special  examiners,  etc.;  I  sign  those;  and 
a  great  deal  of  matter,  all  the  appointments  and  that  sort  of  thing. 

Q.  These  are  all  signed  in  your  handwriting f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  these 
are  all  signed  by  me. 

Q.  In  person! — ^A.  In  person.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  requisition 
for  money  that  has  ever  been  signed  by  anyone  else.  I  have  never  au- 
thorized any.  Then  the  pension  certificates  consist  of  a  sufficient 
amount  of  work  for  one  person  constantly  engaged  in  that  business. 
Then  there  are  other  signatures  that  I  have  affixed  in  my  office,  or  im- 
mediately adjoining  it,  that  require  a  second  person.  There  are  two 
persons  engaged  in  signing  my  name  to  official  documents. 

Q.  Is  anylK)dy  there  authorized  to  sign  your  name  to  any  character 
of  document  in  your  absence  f — A.  When  I  may  be  out  of  the  city  t 

Q.  Tes,  sir. — ^A.  Kot  at  all. 

Q.  Who  signs  pension  certificates  when  you  are  absent? — A.  They 
are  signed  by  a  deputy  commissioner  or  some  one  for  him. 

Q.  Suppose  there  is  a  letter  to  the  office  asking  for  information  with 
regard  to  matters  relating  to  your  office,  is  there  anybody,  under  those 
circumstances,  in  your  absence,  who  would  attach  a  rubber-stomp  sig- 
nature or  any  other  signature  of  yours  to  itt — ^A.  AU  the  business  of 
the  office,  during  the  absence  of  the  Commissioner,  is  transacted  in  the 
name  of  a  deputy  commissioner. 

Q.  And  your  name  does  not  appear  under  those  circumstonces  at  allT 
— ^A.  Kot  at  all.  You  will  find  that  running  through  the  office,  if  I 
happen  to  be  out  of  the  city  and  the  first  deputy  commissioner  is  out 
of  the  city  at  the  same  time,  why  then  the  second  deputy  commissioner 
signs  as  acting  commissioner,  and  the  entire  business  of  the  office,  the 
requisitions,  approvals  of  accounts,  correspondence  of  every  descrij)- 
tion,  is  signed  by  the  acting  commissioner. 

Q.  You  say  you  give  attention  to  the  matter  of  appointments,  and, 
of  course,  to  the  matter  of  removals,  too;  what  force  did  you  give  the 
civil-service  law  in  your  Bureau! — ^A.  I  observe  that  law  with  as  much 
fidelity  as  any  other  stotute. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  to  be  the  scope  of  that  statute  as  it  re- 
lates to  x>ersons  in  the  classified  service! — ^A.  What  do  you  mean! 

Mr.  Patson.  What  phase  of  it,  appointmente,  promotions^  removals, 
or  what! 

Mr.  Enloe.  Bemovals. 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  recognize  that  the  person  should  be  removed 
for  cause. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  And  only  for  cause! — ^A.  For  cause;  yes*  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recognize  they  should  only  be  removed  for  cause! — ^A.  I  say 
they  should  be  removed  for  cause;  tibiat  is  the  ground  upon  which  I 
proceed  at  all  times. 
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Q.  You  never  removed  a  person  without  canse.  Now,  what  kind  of 
a  cause  do  you  understand  the  civil-service  law  to  contemplate  t 

Mr.  Bbosius.  If  you  will  allow  me,  if  it  will  not  disturb  you,  I  did 
not  hear  the  Gommissioner  say  that  he  never  removed  any  one  without 
cause. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  asked  him  that  question,  if  he  did  or  did  not,  and  he 
said  that  he  removed  them  for  a  cause.  I  asked  him,  <^Did  you  ever 
remove  a  person  except  for  cause  f  Let  him  answer  that  question. 
Did  you  ever  remove  a  person  without  cause  t 

The  Witness.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  Now,  what  do  you  understand  to  be  cause,  as  contemplated  by 
the  civil-service  law,  which  would  justify  the  removal  of  a  i>erson  in  the 
classified  service f — A.  I  think  that  varies.  I  would  not  like  to  be 
bound  for  what  I  say  about  the  law,  because  there  are  quite  voluminous 
regulations. 

Q.  I  want  your  interpretation  of  it. — ^A.  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
law  determines  the  cause  ni>on  which  a  x>erson  shall  be  turned  out. 

Q.  What  scope  do  you  give  the  lawt  That  I  wanted  your  interpre- 
tation of.  How  do  act  on  that  law  f  What  causes  are  sufficient  causes, 
in  your  judgment,  for  removing  a  person! — ^A.  Well,  if  a  man  is  incom- 
l)etent,  that  would  be  a  cause;  if  a  man  gets  drunk  and  neglects  his 
duty,  that  would  be  a  cause. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  hear  several  of  the  others. — ^A.  K  a  man  enters 
upon  an  intrigue 

Q.  What  sort  of  an  intrigue? — ^A.  To  injure  the  office  or  to  ii\jure  the 
Commissioner,  and  is  engaged  in  giving  out  information  that  gives  aid 
and  comfort  to  those  who  are  trying  to  destroy  the  Gommissioner  or  to 
throw  odium  on  the  office.  I  regard  that  as  a  cause  and  a  good  one, 
and  I  have  acted  upon  that  in  several  cases. 

Q.  Any  others  you  can  think  off — ^A.  I  think  that  is  enough;  that 
m^  cover  the  case  as  at  the  present  time, 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  the  case  as  at  the  present  time,  but  I 
am  asking  you  what  you  are  doing  in  that  office. — A.  Well,  if  you  can 

Q.  You  have  enumerated  now  three  causes — one  incomi>etency,  an- 
other drunkenness,  and  another  conspiring  against  the  Commissioner. 
Now,  what  elsef — ^A.  Of  course  neglect  of  duty;  did  I  mention  thatt 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes. 

Mr.  LiND..  You  stated  incompetency  before. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  He  put  drunkenness  and  neglect  of  duty  together. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  this  question ;  K  a  person  were  leading  such  a  life  as 
to  bring  discredit  upon  the  public  service,  would  you  consider  that 
cause t-— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  you  act  upon  itf — ^A.  If  it  was  brought  to  my  attention 
and  shown  to  be  existing. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  it  sufficient  cause  to  remove  a  person  who 
iliflered  from  you  in  x>oliticst — ^A.  I  have  not  done  that. 

Q.  You  have  not  done  that  in  any  instance f — A.  A  few  persons  have 
been  retired  on  account  of  what  was  known  under  a  certain  regime  as 
*< offensive  partisanship;"  these,  however,  have  been  very  few  in  num- 
ber. 

Q.  Have  you  removed  any  person,  and  stated  that  that  person  was 
dismissed  simply  for  being  a  Democrat  f — ^A.  Never. 

Q*  You  made  no  such  statement  as  thatt-— A.  Mef 
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Q.  Yes,  sirt — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  One  moment,  Brother  Enloe;  if  yon  expect  to  impeach  the 
witness  you  onght  to  advise  him  of  the  person  who  professed  to  have 
heard  that,  and  the  time  and  place  where  he  asserts  this  statement  was 
made.  I  simply  suggest  that  so  as  to  prevent  controversy  hereafiber  if 
you  follow  it  up. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  any  such  evidence  is  developed,  which  I  think  will 
be  developed  in  the  course  of  the  examination,  the  Commissioner  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  resi)ond  to  it. 

The  Witness.  I  hope  you  will  now  understand  at  the  outset  that  I 
am  a  KepubUcau. 

Mr.  Enloe.  We  havn't  any  doubt  about  that. 

The  Witness.  I  believe  in  the  Republican  party  from  top  to  bottom. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  conceded  in  this  investigation. 

Mr.  Payson.  Then  there  need  not  be  any  time  spent  in  an  investiga- 
tion of  that  phase  of  it. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  there  is  one  thing  that  will  not 
swell  the  record. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  or  was  your  attention  called  to  the  fact 
that  a  Mrs.  Fithian,  employed  in  your  office,  had  tendered  your  son  (50 
jast  after  she  had  been  reinstated  in  that  office? — ^A.  He  called  that  to 
n)y  attention  a  very  few  minutes,  I  presume,  after  it  was  done. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  about  itf — ^A.  Well,  the  statement  he  made  and 
she  made,  he  expressed  himself  as  having  declined  it  without  hesitating 
a  moment  and  sent  her  away.  I  understood  her  to  say  it  was  simply  a 
matter  of  gratitude  on  her  part,  and  that  she  had  no  desire  to  do  any- 
thing that  was  wrong.  3he  is  an  exceedingly  old  woman,  a  very  old 
woman.    She  had  been  retired  once  from  the  service. 

Q.  For  what  cause f — A.  Upon  the  allegation  that  she  had  been  en- 
gaged in  loaning  money  at  an  excessive  rate  of  interest. 

Q.  Loaning  her  own  money  or  somebody  else's  money? — ^A.  I  think^ 
probably,  it  was  money  from  her  grandson. 

Q.  Who  is  he? — ^A.  I  never  saw  him. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  his  name? — A.  1  do  not  know  his  name,  but  I  can 
get  it.  I  never  knew  her  until  I  met  her  in  the  Pension  Office;  but  she 
brought  forward  several  persons  of  prominence  who  se^emed  to  know 
her  as  a  most  excellent  woman,  and  as  a  very  charitable,  good  woman; 
and  after  she  had  been  out  some  time,  at  the  request  of  these  various 
people,  I  recommended  her  restoration,  believing  that  thecharge  against 
her  was  not  well  founded. 

Q.  Was  this  the  charge,  that  she  was  lending  money  for  a  man  by 
the  name  of  Latourette? — ^A.  The  charge  on  which  she  was  retired  was 
that  she  wa«  loaning,  I  think,  her  own  money,  as  I  now  recollect  it;  but 
I  think  probably  the  papers  will  show.  I  think  she  had  soi^e  money 
of  her  grandson's,  and  she  loaned  that  money. 

Q.  Did  you  investigate  those  charges? — A.  I  made  an  inqiury  into 
it,  but  I  do  not  think  it  was  investigated  in  writing. 

Mr.  Payson.  Was  she  removed  in  your  administration t 

The  Witness.  Oh,  yes. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  she  a  woman  of  intelligence? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  think  a  very 
good  woman,  too. 
Q.  Do  yoii  think  she  is  intelligent  enough  to  understand  the  nature 
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of  a  bribe  or  compensatLon  for  official  inflaencef— A  From  what  she 
stated  at  the  time  I  do  not  Oiiiik  the  old  woman  meant  anything  wrong. 

.  Q.  But  she  is  intelligent  enongh  to  know  what  it  means  to  offer  a 
public  officer  money  tor  services  which  he  is  performing  in  his  official 
capacity  f 

Mr.  LiND.  Was  this  offer  made  after  her  reinstatement  or  before  f 

The  Witness.  After  her  reinstatement  in  the  office,  in  a  public  man- 
ner, in  the  presence  of  two  or  three  persons. 

Mr.  Patson.  It  is  the  same  transaction  that  Oreen  B.  Baum,  jr.,  tes- 
tified about. 

The  Witness.  Of  course,  I  was  not  present;  I  was  in  another  room. 
Of  course,  the  question  was  whether  she  should  be  turned  out  for  it, 
and  I  state  frankly  that,  considering  the  extreme  old  age  of  the 
woman  and  the  statement  that  had  been  made  to  me  of  her  as  being  a 
^ood  woman,  and  that  it  was  not  intended  as  any  corrupt  thing  at  all, 
it  induced  me  to  let  the  thing  pass  over. 

Mr.  Patson.  How  long  hwi  she  been  in  the  Pension  Office  t 

The  WiTNSSS.  Oh,  a  good  many  years.  She  is  not  now  a  very 
capable  clerk. 

By  Mr.  Enlok  : 

Q.  Has  she  been  there  long  enough  to  be  able  to  understand  what 

was ^A.  She  is  an  intelligent  woman  and  she  knows  what  is  right 

and  wrong. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  you  ought  to  have  discharged  her  as  a  public  ex- 
ample t — A.  Well,  now,  I  submit  that  for  your  consideration  yourselves. 
It  was  a  thing  that  was  known  there  the  moment  it  was  done,  and  after 
hearing  the  statement  about  it,  why,  I  decided  to  let  it  pass.  I  may 
have  done  wrong  about  that,  but  I  regarded  the  old  woman  as  not  in- 
tending to  do  anything  wrong,  and  I  let  it  pass. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  have  read  the  charges  preferred  by  the 
Ci^  Service  Commission  or  testimony  taken  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission in  regard  to  your  son,  Oreen  B.  Baum,  jr.t — ^A.  I  have  not.  I 
have  never  seen  them. 

Q.  Have  you  understood  what  was  the  nature  of  those  affidavits 
there! — ^A.  I  was  informed  of  that  by  Oen.  Bussey  very  soon  after 
the  thing  occurred. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  what  the  charges  weret — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  maJ^e  any  effort  to  look  into  the  charges  and  see  whether 
in  your  judgment  they  were  true  or  nott — A.  I  did  not  see  the  party 
who  made  tiie  statement. 

Mr.  Payson.  Whom  do  you  refer  to;  Smith! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Patson.  You  had  better  mention  names  as  you  go  along. 

The  Witness.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Smith,  because  he  was  away;  he 
absented  himself. 

By  Mr.  Enloe. 

Q.  Where  is  he  now! — ^A.  I  do  not  know,  inde^ed.  I  would  not  know 
the  man.  Of  course  I  saw  him  and  knew  of  him  at  the  time,  but  I  would 
not  know  him  H I  met  him  on  the  street  to-day. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  Bobert  Strachan 

Mr.  Payson.  This  is  the  Smith  who  was  appointed  as  a  laborer  we 
are  talking  about  now. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes.  (To  the  witness.)  Bobert  Strachan  was  one  of  the 
witnesses;  did  you  talk  to  him  about  it! — ^A.  Bobert  Strachan  repeated 
to  me  what  he  stated  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  otlv^'L^ 
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Q.  Did  he  tell  you  what  he  said  in  both  examinations ;  they  examined 
him  twice  t — ^A.  He  stated  as  near  as  he  could ;  I  did  not  take  any  notes 
of  it. 

Q.  .Yon  did  not  investigate  it  so  as  to  determine  whether  there  was 
anything  in  it  or  nott — ^A.  I  had  the  statement  made  to  me  that  Robert 
Straehan  made  to  the  Secretary  and  Mr.  Lyman.  When  Oen.  Bnssey 
sent  for  me  and  talked  to  me  in  regard  to  it  I  saw  my  son  and  I  stat^ 
to  him  that  I  thought  it  was  proper  he  should  see  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  and  discuss  the  matter  fully  with  him. 

Mr.  Patson.  In  that  connection  I  suggest  to  the  general  that  he 
state  what  Strachan  told  him  as  the  basis  ux>on  which  he  acted. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  have  not  understood  he  took  any  action  or  formed  any 
opinion  about  it. 

Mr.  Patson.  He  said  he  talked  with  Strachan,  and  talked  with  his 
8on*about  it.  I  think  he  should  tell  what  Strachan  said  to  him  at  the 
time,  and  what  he  said  to  his  son,  and  what  his  son  said  to  him,  and 
what  he  said  to  Bussey.    I  think  that  has  a  bearing  on  this. 

The  Witness.  Strachan  repeated  to  me  the  statement  that  he  said  he 
made  to  Mr.  Lyman;  that  he  had  not  been  guilty  of  any  misconduct  in 
connection  with  the  appointment. 

Mr.  Patson.  In  what  way! 

The  Witness.  That  he  had  not  accepted  any  money  from  this  man. 
He  stated,  he  said,  that  both  to  Mr.  Lyman  and  the  Secretaiy  of  the 
Treasury. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  did  not  trouble  yourself  to  look  at  the  examination  and  see 
what  the  sworn  statement  wast — ^A.  I  did  not  have  possession  of  it; 
Gen.  Bussey  stated  it  to  me  quite  fully. 

Q.  Did  you  have  access  to  itt — A.  I  suppose  I  might  have  done  so. 
I  will  proceed  a  little  further  in  regard  to  that  if  you  will  permit  me. 
My  son  undertook  to  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  as  I  advised  him 
to  do,  and  insisted  that  he  should  have  a  full  explanation  with  him  in 
regard  to  it,  and  in  the  evening  he  told  me  that  the  Secretary  had  de- 
clined to  see  him,  and  the  next  morning  I  visited  the  Secretary's  office 
with  a  view  of  seeing  the  Secretary  and  laying  the  matter  as  fully  be- 
fore him  as  I  could  as  far  as  my  son  had  present^  it ;  but  I  took  with  me, 
as  the  Secretary  had  demanded  it,  the  resignation  of  my  son.  When 
I  went  to  call  upon  the  Secretary  I  found  he  was  out  of  the  city.  I 
then  repaired  to  the  room  of  the  appointment  clerk,  Mr.  Tonner,  and  I 
stated  to  him  that  I  had  called  to  see  the  Secretary  in  regard  to  my 
son's  resignation,  that  I  found  the  Secretary  absent,  and  I  dei)osited 
that  resignation  with  him  to  be  held  until  the  Secretary's  return.  I  in- 
formed him  that  I  was  going  out  of  the  city  that  evening  to  be  absent 
a  few  days,  and  I  wished  to  see  the  Secretary  before  that  resignation 
was  acted  upon,  because  I  wished  to  discuss  it  with  him.  Two  days 
afterwards  I  was  in  Chicago  and  I  saw  in  the  evening  paper  the  whole 
transaction  where  the  matter  had  been  taken  up  by  Assistant  Secre- 
tary Chandler  and  the  resignation  of  my  son  was  accepted,  and  in  ad- 
dition to  the  charge  made  by  Smith  that  a  second  charge  was  brought 
forward  in  regard  to  a  certain  $72,  and  if  your  inquiry  covers  that 
point  I  will  make  a  statement  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  We  will  get  to  that  in  a  moment.  You  got  this  information  when 
you  were  in  Chicago  through  this  paper  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  communication  from  any  one  connected  with 
the  Interior  Department  here  in  regard  to  the  matter  t — ^A.  I  did  not. 
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Q.  Did  you  receive  any  telegram  here  finom  any  one  connected  with 
chat  office i—A.  Well,  I  really  can  not  recall  that.  I  would  not  like  to 
say  yea  or  nay  until  I  could  examine.  If  I  received  such  a  dispatch  I 
have  it. 

Q.  Well,  I  would  like  for  you  to  find  it  if  you  have  such  a  dispatch. — 
A.  I  will  try  to  do  so.  Have  you  any  suggestion  as  to  whom  the  dis- 
patch was  from,  because  I  do  not  recollect  anything  about  itt 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  got  any  dispatch  from  your  son,  or  Mr.  Ten- 
ner, or  Gen.  Busseyt — A.  Well,  I  will  make  an  examination,  but  I 
do  not  recollect  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  When  you  returned  to  Washington,  did  you  visit  the  President  in 
regard  to  this  matter  t — ^A.  I  would  like  to  consult  Mr.  Payson  in  re- 
gs^  to  that  for  a  moment. 

The  Ohaibman.  Certainly. 

(Here  the  witness  had  a  consultation  with  Mr.  Payson.) 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  that  this  was  simply  a  question  of  whether 
it  was  proper  that  I  should  repeat  here  any  conversation  that  I  might 
have  had  with  the  President  in  regard  to  matters  of  this  kind;  t£at 
was  the  question  I  presented  to  Mr.  Payson. 

Mr.  Bnloe.  What  was  your  decision  t 

The  Witness.  Well,  the  judge  says  it  is  entirely  proper  I  should  do 
so  if  you  wish  me. 

Mr.  Enloe.  State  what  that  conversation  was  between  yourself  and 
the  President  t 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  will  state  that  the  conversation  I  had  with 
the  President  was  quite  a  lengthy  one  and  covered  a  great  many  points^ 
and  the  matter  of  my  son  was  spoken  of. 

Mr.  Payson.  Fix  the  date  of  this. 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  could  hardly  fix  that. 

Mr.  Patson.  Well,  approximately,  how  long  after  this  occurred  t 

The  Witness.  It  was  some  little  time  after  and  I  cannot  fix  the  date 
exactly.  At  the  time  of  this  conversation  my  son  had  made  an  application 
to  be  admitted  to  the  bar  of  the  Interior  Department  and  that  matter 
was  pending.  I  took  occasion  to  speak  of  the  services  that  my  son  had 
rendered  to  that  office;  that  he  had  taken  up  the  duties  there  with  a 
great  deal  of  energy  and  intelligence;  that  he  had  put  the  office  in  most 
excellent  condition;  that  as  far  as  the  charge  that  had  been  made  that 
he  had  made  that  a  nest  of  corruption  and  fraud,  that  it  was  proven 
satisfactorily  that  it  was  false  in  every  particular;  andl  stated  to  the 
President  that  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  have  the  persons  who 
were  in  the  office  there  examined  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they  came 
into  public  service.  My  recollection  now  is,  I  also  spoke  about  that 
(72  matter;  first,  that  my  son  was  not  the  custodian  of  fdnds,  that  it 
was  not  his  business  to  take  charge  of  any  funds  there,  and  that  while 
immense  draft  checks,  etc.,  were  being  received  dally,  and  occasionally 
thatfor  temporary  safe  keeping  someof  those  funds  wereputinto  the  safe, 
that  for  the  most  part  they  were  always  deposited  the  same  day,  and  I 
said  to  him  that,  from  my  standpoint  in  regard  to  that  $72,  no  great- 
er outrage  had  ever  been  perpetrated  upon  any  person  than  the  charge 
that  he  was  undertaking  to  withhold  that  money  from  the  Government. 
I  spoke  of  his  desire  to  be  admitted  to  the  bar  of  the  Department,  and 
that  has  not  yet  been  disposed  of  by  the  Secretary. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  was  after  his  removal t — ^A.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  of  course  it  was 
after,  because  I  was  not  here  at  that  time. 


280  P£HBION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  effort  to  have  your  son  leinstatedf — ^A.  I  did 
not;  he  did  not  desire  reinstatement^  but  he  did  desire,  howevoTi  to  be 
admitted  to  the  bar  of  that  Department. 

Q.  Was  he  admitted  to  itt — A.  He  was  not. 

Mr.  LiND.  General,  where  was  the  application  pending;  before  the 
Secretary  of  the  Inteiiort 

The  WiTKBSS.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Who  acted  on  his  application  f 

The  Witness.  I  think  it  was  Assistant  Secretary  Chandler. 

Mr.  LiND.  In  that  connection,  if  it  was  Assistant  Secretary  Ohandler, 
it  was,  however,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  f 

The  Witness.  I  say  Assistant  Secretary  Chandler;  I  think  he  was 
acting  at  that  time.  This  is  a  matter  of  record,  of  course.  These  are 
records  that  can  easily  be  obtained. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  had  satisfied  yourself,  firom  the  examination  which 
you  have  testified  you  had  given  to  the  matter,  that  your  son  was  inno- 
cent of  all  these  charges  against  himt 

The  Witness.  He  said  he  was  innocent.  I  knew  nothing  at  the  time 
Smith  was  appointed.  I  supposed  everything  was  entirely  regular,  and 
I  had  no  knowledge  of  anything  wrong. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  mean  the  one  appointed  as  a  laborer,  not  Theodore 
Smith  t    ^ 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question,  Mr.  Commissioner:  Do 
you  think  you  would  have  pursued  the  same  course  in  regard  to  any 
other  person  in  regard  to  that  matter  as  you  did  with  your  son;  or 
would  you  have  inquired  into  this  caset 

The  Witness.  Well,  the  matter  was  not  in  my  hands,  you  will  under- 
stand. It  was  not  brought  to  my  attention  until  the  Secretary  had 
demanded  the  resignation,  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  stated  that  he 
had  decided  to  have  him  retire  from  the  service. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  If  you  will  allow  me,  in  that  connection:  If  the  assistant  chief 
clerk  had  not  been  your  son,  the  chances  are  that  this  matter  would 
have  been  brought  to  your  attention  in  the  first  instance,  would  it  not; 
I  mean  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business,  if  it  had  not  been  your  son, 
it  would  have  been  brought  first  to  your  attention  t — A.  Mr.  Lyman 
might  have  brought  it  to  my  attention ;  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Q.  Does  not  that  account  for  that  factt — ^A.  I  believe,  probably,  Mr. 
Lyman,  instead  of  coming  to  me  with  it,  who  was  the  father  of  the 
young  man  against  whom  the  action  was  to  be  taken,  thought  it  proper 
to  go  to  the  head  of  the  Department. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Gten.  Bussey  came  to  you,  though,  with  this  information  and  told 
you  the  nature  of  it  before  your  son  tendered  his  resignation.  Now,  if 
such  charges  had  been  filed  against  a  person  not  occupying  the  blood 
relation  to  you  that  your  son  did,  but  an  entire  stranger  in  that  regard, 
would  you  not  have  looked  into  it  somewhat  before  having  him  tender 
his  resignation,  or  made  some  inquiries  about  itt — ^A.  The  Secretary 
and  the  chief  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  had  taken  tiie  matter 
into  their  hands,  and  the  Secretary  had  expressed  his  determination  to 
have  my  son  retire  from  the  service,  and  when  I  found  the  Secretary 
out  of  the  city  my  aim  was  to  have  the  matter  delayed  until  his  return, 
so  that  I  could  discuss  the  matter  with  him.  It  had-  not  become  public 
pToj^T\;y  at  that  time;  that  thing  had  not  gone  all  over  the  country, 
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and  I  felt  it  was  due  Mm  that  I  should  talk  with  the  Secretary  in  re- 
gard to  it,  and  it  was  with  that  view  I  placed  this  resignation  in  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Tonner,  which  had  been  demanded  by  the  Secretary  with 
the  request  that  it  should  be  retained  until  the  Secretary's  return,  and 
Mr.  Tonner  promised  he  would  do  it.  This  would  have  given  me  the 
opportunity  to  go  over  the  whole  thing  with  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  anything  of  an  effort  being  made  to  have  the 
Attorney-General  take  notice  of  these  charges  against  your  son  with  a 
view  of  a  criminal  proceeding  against  himt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  a  letter,  if  such  a  letter  existed,  calling  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  Civil  Service  Commission  had  filed  these  charges 
with  the  Attorney-General  t — ^A.  Oh,  I  understood  at  the  time  that  Mr. 
Lyman  had  made  out  three  or  four  copies  and  oneof  them  had  been  lodged 
with  the  Attorney-General  and  another  with  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior and  another  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  probably  a 
fourth  had  been  kept  by  the  Commission. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  talk  to  the  Attomey-General  in  regard  to  the  matter 
or  the  District  attorney t — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  suggest  to  your  son  that  he  should  go  and  talk  to 
him  about  itt — ^A.  To  prevent  a  prosecution  t 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  Kever. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  suggest  to  any  one  or  have  any  one  to  talk  to  him 
with  a  view  of  preventing  a  prosecution  t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  regu^  to  the  $72  transaction— but  I  believe  we  have  had  all 
that,  from  your  son. 

The  Witness.  I  have  not  read  the  testimony  with  regard  to 

Mr.  Patson.  You  may  state,  as  you  have  the  right  to  do  so  in  that 
connection,  what  was  your  understanding  about  the  $72  matter. 

Mr.  Enloe.  How  did  it  come  to  your  attention  and  your  personal 
knowledge  t 

Mr.  Payson.  And  what  was  said  to  you  by  employes  of  the  Bureau 
who  were  connected  with  itt        - 

The  Witness.  One  afternoon,  just  as  I  was  leaving  the  office,  prob- 
ably five  minutes  before  4  o'clock,  or  may  be  a  little  after,  Mr.  Bailey 
came  to  my  room.  I  was  in  the  back  office,  and  he  said  to  me  that  he 
thought  it  was  proper  he  should  call  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  my 
son  had  $72  in  his  possession  that  should  be  deposited.  Well,  I  asked 
Mr.  Bailey  where  the  money  came  from,  and  then,  for  the  first  time,  I 
was  informed  of  the  fact  of  the  receipt  of  the  money  as  a  conscience 
fund  and  Mr.  Bailey's  determination  to  hold  it  for  a  few  days  until  he 
might  have  an  investigation  made,  with  a  view,  as  I  understood,  of 
ascertaining  where  the  man  was  who  sent  this,  to  see  whether  the  man 
did  not  owe  more,  and  whether  or  not  he  could  not  collect  more  from 
him.  I  recollect  that  Mr.  Bailey  stated  to  me  at  the  time  how  long 
the  money  had  been  there,  but  I  do  not  recollect  how  long,  but  it  was 
two  or  three  weeks,  and  I  asked  him  why  it  was  he  did  not  deposit  the 
money  at  once  with  tiie  Treasury,  as  that  was  the  proper  place  for  a 
conscience  fund,  and  he  said  he  thought  probably  it  might  be  a  clew 
to  get  some  more  from  this  man. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  had  made  more  than  one  effort 
to  get  the  money  and  had  not  succeeded  t 

The  Witness.  He  said  to  me  that  he  spoke  to  my  son  personally, 
or  at  least  he  had  some  one  do  it,  on  the  Saturday  previous — ^this  was 
on  Tuesday — and  that  my  son  was  just — ^now  I  will  not  be  positive  as 
to  whether  Mr.  Bailey  stated  that  to  me,  because  it  is  a  matter  that 
came  to  my  attention  by  two  or  three  persons  and  I  am  not  ri^ht  %>ax^ 
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it  was  Bailey  who  made  the  statement — but  at  all  events  I  was  in- 
formed that  my  son  had  been  asked  for  the  money  on  the  Saturday 
previous,  and  that  as  he  was  just  about  leaving  the  building  to  take  a 
train,  he  said,  "If  you  come  to  my  room  I  will  give  you  the  money,  or  if 
you  wish  the  money  this  evening,  I  will  give  you  a  check  for  the  $72.'* 
Mr.  Patson.  Was  his  wife  living  in  Philadelphia  at  that  timet 
The  Witness.  She  was  there  then — she  has  had  a  boy  since — and 
he  was  going  over  to  see  her.  I  understood  that- Mr.  Bailey  said  to  my 
son,  "No,  Monday  will  do."  Just  as  soon  as  Mr.  Bailey  got  through 
talking  with  me  about  it,  I  said  to  him,  "I  will  see  my  son  and  of  course 
he  will  return  you  the  money  at  once.''  He  lived  about  three  blocks 
from  there  on  Indiana  avenue,  224, 1  believe  it  was,  so  I  walked  down 
there  to  see  him.  He  had  not  been  very  well  for  two  or  three  days  and 
when  I  went  in  he  was  lying  down,  and  I  said  to  him,  "Mr.  Bailey 
spoke  to  me  this  evening  about  $72  which  you  had  received  and  he 
wanted  to  deposit  it."  Well,  he  pointed  to  a  little  secretary  he  had 
there  and  he  said,  "  The  money  is  in  the  drawer  there,"  and  he  offered 
to  give  it  to  me  at  the  time,  and  I  said,  "Ko,  send  it  to  Mr.  BaUey  in 
the  morning,"  and  he  said,  "Well,  I  will  do  so,"  and  the  next  morning 
the  money  was  sent  to  Mr.  Bailey  and  it  was  deposited. 

By  Mr.  P  AYSON : 

Q.  Have  you  an  understanding  of  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
received  the  money  and  how  it  happened  to  be  at  his  house  t — A.  Well, 
Mr.  Bailey  wanted  to  retain  the  money  for  a  time  and  he  had  no  safe 
in  his  part  of  the  building  and  he  brought  it  in  there.  My  son  sCated 
to  me  he  had  forgotten  the  combination  or  something  of  the  kind,  at  all 
events  that  he  had  forgotten  the  combination. 

Q.  Who  had  had  the  combination  t — ^A.  A  young  man  by  the  name  of 
Lineaweaver,  and  that  he  took  the  money  (I  think  it  was  in  an  envelope), 
and  he  said  to  me  in  talking  about  the  matter  afterwards  that  tempo- 
rarily he  put  the  money  under  his  blotting  board  and  in  the  hurry  of 
the  afternoon  he  really  forgot  it  was  there,  and  it  was  under  the  blot- 
ting board  two  or  three  days  and  he  happened  to  recollect  it,  so  he 
took  it  out  and  opened  the  envelope .  and  saw  that  the  money  was  in  it 
and  then,  still  not  having  the  combinatiou  of  the  safe,  he  put  it  in  his 
pocket  and  when  he  went  to  the  house  he  put  it  in  that  drawer. 

Q.  Wliere  it  remained ^A.  Where  it  remained  until  the  time  1  sug- 
gested to  him  to  send  it  to  Mr.  Bailey.  You  will  understand  I  never 
saw  the  money,  but  I  understood  at  the  time  it  was  in  three  bills,  a 
fifty-dollar  bill,  a  twenty -dollar  bill  and  a  two-dollar  bill.  I  understood 
that  from  Mr.  Bailey  and  also  from  my  son. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  before  or  after  this  t — A.  Ko,no ;well, 

I  can  not  say  whether  Mr.  Bailey  told  me  that  afternoon ;  he  said  it  was 
$72  and  he  afterwards  told  me  about  it;  at  all  events,  Mr.  Bailey  said 
there  were  three  bills. 

Q.  How  did  Mr.  Bailey  come  to  be  discussing  the  denomination  of 
the  bills  with  yout — A.  I  really  can  not  tell  you  that,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  little  peculiar  that  Mr.  Bailey  should  come  to  you  and 
discuss  the  denomination  of  the  bills  after  the  money  had  come  back  t — 
A.  You  see  the  money  was  handed  to  Mr.  Bailey  and  I  supposed  of  course 
that  ended  the  transaction,  but  it  happened  that  it  did  not,  because  the 
matter  was  hauled  over  before  Assistant  Secretary  Chandler,  and  the 
public  press  was  teeming  with  the  statement  that  this  young  man  was 
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trying  to  rob  the  Oovemment  of  $72,  and  then  of  coarse  the  question 
came  up  in  regard  to  the  identity  of  the  money,  and  I  spoke  to  Mr. 
Bailey  in  regard  to  the  character  of  the  money  he  turned  over,  and  the 
character  of  the  money  that  came  back.  That  was  the  object  I  had  in 
view. 

Q.  Ho  you  know  anything  about  charges  which  were  filed  by  Howard 
and  Engle,  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  against  your  sont 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  me  suggest  that  was  a  matter  under  objection,  as 
it  occurred  long  after  his  connection  with  the  Bureau  had  ceased,  and 
by  common  consent  that  matter  was  to  remain  until  the  papers  should 
come  from  the  Secretary  showing  the  date,  etc.,  and  then  the  commit- 
tee should  determine  whether  they  would  go  into  that  or  not. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  have  that  here  now.  They  are  part  of  the  testimony 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  he  was  requested  to  furnish  them 
and  agreed  to  do  so,  and  I  have  them  here. 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  me  see  them  please,  and  then  I  will  suggest  that 
you  go  along  with  questions  you  are  now  ready  to  ask,  and 

Mr.  LiND.  While  you  are  examining  those,  had  not  we  better  take  a 
recess  until  half  past  one  or  two  o'clock. 

Thereupon  the  committee  took  a  recess  until  half  past  one. 

AFTEE  THE  EEOESS. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q,  Before  proceeding  with  this  Howard  and  Engle  matter,  you  spoke 
this  morning  of  your  interview  with  the  President  in  relation  to  matters 
then  under  consideration.  In  t)iat  interview  with  the  President  did 
you  tell  him  that  there  was  a  conspiracy  in  the  office  to  break  down 
your  administration  t — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  told  him  in  that  inter- 
view, but  I  have  told  him  so. 

Q.  When  you  did  tell  him  that  did  he  state  to  you  that  you  could 
remove  anyone,  hostile  or  unMendly  to  your  administration  there,  re- 
gardless of  the  views  of  the  Secretary  t — ^A.  I  can  not  remove  anybody 
under  the  laws  and  Constitution;  I  have  no  x>ower  whatever  to  remove 
anyone  and  of  course  the  President  did  not  tell  me  I  can  do  any  such 
thing,  because  I  can  not  under  the  law.  1  can  only  recommend  a  re- 
moval. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  would  have  the  Secretary  to  approve  your 
recommendation  when  you  made  such  a  recommendation  t — A.  I  do  not 
think  that  our  conversation  led  to  that. 

Q.  You  think  he  did  not  state  that  to  yout — A.  I  do  not  recollect 
that  he  did.  He  spoke  of  the  Secretary  and  of  what  the  Secretary  had 
said  to  him  regarding  my  administration. 

Q.  Kow,  these  affidavits  about  which  I  was  proceeding  to  inquire 
&bout  when  the  recess  was  taken :  Did  you  get  the  other  affidavits  in 
that  matter;  did  you  get  all  the  papers  you  went  to  look  fort — ^A.  Tes, 
sir,  and  I  had  to  have  them  copied  and  that  was  the  reason  I  remained. 

Mr.  Payson.  So  there  will  be  no  misunderstanding  between  you, 
myself,  and  the  committee,  I  understand  these  affidavits  are  not  intro- 
duced tending  to  show  the  truth  of  the  facts  they  assert,  but  in  con- 
nection only  with  the  action  of  the  Commissioner  upon  the  discharge 
of  these  men,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  Wit^  that  understanding  I 
have  no  objection  to  your  proceeding. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  the  object,  to  show  the  reasons  and  action  of 
the  Commissioner  in  reference  to  these  men. 

Q.  (To  the  witness.)    I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  read  tkeae  ^f&Sar 
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vitst    Here  is  the  copy  of  the  affidavit  of  James  T.  Engle.    Have  yon 
read  thatf — A.  Let  me  see  if  I  can  identify  it  as  the  paper  I  have  here. 

g'aking  same.]  These  affidavits  were  filed  with  the  Secretary,  and  he 
d  not  send  me  a  copy  of  them  until  I  applied  for  them. 

Q.  Did  yon  get  your  copy  from  the  Secretary? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  are  certified  copies  from  the  Secretary's  office  t — ^A.  The 
question  put  to  me  was  whether  I  had  read  theuL  [Examining  same.] 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  I  will  ask  if  at  the  time  these  affidavits  were  filed,  and  dur- 
ing the  time  the  question  of  dismissal  of  these  men  was  pending — ^I 
wUl  ask  first  if  you  recommended  these  men  to  be  dismissed  from  the 
service  t  Did  you  reconmiend  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Howard  t — ^A.  I 
did,  and  I  think  I  can  show  you  a  copy  of  that  letter  I  wrote  on  that 
subject. 

Q.  I  suppose  it  is  sufficient  for  the  purpose  if  you  should  answer  the 
question. 

The  Witness.  All  right. 

Q.  Did  you  recommend  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Engle  t — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  I  see  in  Mr.  Engle's  testimony  here  and  in  this  affidavit  that  he 
makes  certain  charges  against  your  son  about  wanting  to  borrow  $50 
for  a  few  days  in  consideration  of  his  influence  in  haviug  him  promoted ; 
also  that  one  Horace  G.  Stover,  of  the  Pension  Office,  had  been  re- 
turned to  duty  in  the  field  through  the  agency  of  Theodore  Smit.h ; 
also  that — - 

Mr.  Patbon.  Axe  not  you  getting  too  much  of  a  question  to  be 
answered  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  question  contains  the  substance  of  the  affidavit. 

Hie  Witness.  If  you  will  present  it  fully,  I  think  I  will  not  allow 
you  to  involve  it  too  much  for  me  to  answer. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  you  can  understand  it. 

The  Witness.  Commence  again,  please. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Mr.  Engle  alleges  in  his  affidavit  that  on  a  certain  occa- 
sion your  son,  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  suggested  that  as  he  had  promised 
the  affiant  the  favor  of  being  promoted  he  would  like  to  have  the  loan 
of  $50  for  a  few  days;  that  Horace  G.  Stover,  who  had  been  recalled 
from  the  field,  was  through  the  influence  of  Theodore  B.  Smith  to  be 
returned  to  the  field  as  a  special  examiner,  and  that  the  affiant  and 
Edward  Howard  saw  Stover  hand  money  to  Smith,  a  roll  of  bills,  on 
the  14th  day  of  September,  1891,  and  that  within  three  days  after  that 
Stover  was  assigned  to  duty  as  a  special  examiner  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  Being  aware  of  these  charges  in  this  affidavit,  did  you  base  your 
action  in  recommending  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Engle  ux>on  his  statement 
heret — A.  If  you  will  permit  me  to  answer  that  question 

Mr.  Payson.  Answer  it  in  your  own  way ;  you  have  the  right  to  do  so. 

The  Witness.  I  will  show  you  precisely  the  ground  upon  which  I 
recommended  the  removal  of  Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  Howard,  and  Mr.  Engle. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  couple  all  three  of  them  togethert 

The  Witness.  I  include  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Enloe.  All  right;  go  ahead. 

The  Witness.  They  are  all  in  a  bunch.  On  the  25th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, 1891, 1  addressed  to  the  Hon.  John  W.  Noble,  Secretary  of  ihe  In- 
terior, the  following  letter: 

DKPABTMEirT  OF  THE  IkTKJUOR,  BUREAU  OF  PeNSXOKS, 

Office  of  tiik  Commissionxr, 

Washingtonf  September  tS,  J891. 

8zR:  I  hereby  recommend  the  dismissal  of  J.  E.  Engle,  a  third  class  clerk  in  the 
Bureaa  ofPenBiona,    I  make  thia  recommendal\o\\  tot  tUe  foUowing  reaaooa: 
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First.  Mr.  Engle  has  conspired  with  one  Edward  Howard  to  destroy  the  character 
and  standing  of  Mr.  H.  G.  Stover,  a  special  examiner  of  this  office,  by  charging  that 
he  nsed  corrupt  means  for  securing  his  assi^pment  to  dnt^  in  the  field. 

Second.  That  said  Engle  has  conspired  with  others  to  u^nre  the  character  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  by  charging  that  he  has  been  under  the  improper  influence 
of  others  for  the  assignment  of  Stover  to  a  place  in  the  field. 

I  transmit  herewith  certain  papers  relating  to  this  subject.  Will  add  others  with- 
out delay.  I  regard  Mr.  Engle  as  entirely  untrustworthy  and  unfitted  to  be  em- 
ployed in  this  office. 

Very  respectfully, 

Gbexn  B.  Raum, 

CommiaHaner, 
The  Secrbtart  of  thb  Interiob. 

On  the  26th  day  of  September,  1891, 1  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  the  following  letter: 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  September  t6, 1891. 

Sir:  I  respectfully  recommend  the  dismissal  from  office  of  Francis  M.  Taylor,  a 
special  examiner  of  this  Bureau,  first,  because  he  is  an  unsuitable  person  to  perform 
any  duties  in  connection  with  a  pension  claim ;  second,  because  he  has  been  a  con- 
stant associate  with  one  George  B.  Fleming,  who,  with  others,  conspired  to  malim 
the  Pension  Office  and  to  break  down  and  destroy  the  official  and  private  characw 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

I  file  herewith  a  memorandum  in  regard  to  Mr.  Taylor  which  I  desire  to  have  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  this  letter. 
Very  respectfully, 

Grbsit  B.  Raum. 

Commieewner. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noblr, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Now,  on  the  29th  of  September,  1891, 1  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  the  followiDg  letter: 

dspartmrnt  of  the  interior,  burbau  of  pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
WMhington^  D.  C,  September  £9^  1891, 

Sir:  I  hereby  recommend  the  dismissal  of  Edward  Howard,  a  first-class  clerk  in 
the  Boreau  of  Pensions.    I  make  this  recommendation  for  the  following  reasons : 

First.  Mr.  Howard  has  conspired  with  one  J.  £.  Engle  to  destroy  the  character 
and  standing  of  Mr.  H.  G.  Stover,  a  special  examiner  of  this  office,  bv  charging  that 
he  used  corrupt  means  for  securing  his  assignment  to  duty  in  the  field. 

Second.  That  said  Howard  has  conspired  with  others  to  injure  the  character  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  by  charging  that  he  has  been  under  the  improper  in- 
fluence of  others  for  the  assignment  of  said  Stover  to  a  place  in  the  field. 

I  transmit  herewith  certain  papers  relative  to  this  subject.  Will  add  others  with- 
out delay.  I  regard  Mr.  Howard  as  entirely  untrustworthy  and  unfitted  to  be  em- 
ployed in  this  office. 

Very  respectfuUy, 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commieeioner. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

As  soon  as  the  news  reached  me  of  this  statement  in  regard  to  the 
assignment  to  duty  of  H.  G.  Stover  in  the  field,  I  directed  the  snper- 
vifiiug  examiner,  who  is  also  chief  of  the  special  examination  division,  to 
repair  to  Harrisborg,  Pa.,  and  take  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Stover  in  tb- 
gard  to  that  matter.    He  proceeded  to  peiform  that  duty. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Who  was  that  special  examiner  f 

The  Witness.  I  will  give  you  his  letter. 

Mr.  Ekloe.  I  suppose  it  will  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose  for  you  to 
state  who  he  was. 

The  Witness.  F.  G.  Butterfield,  chief  of  the  special  examinatior 
division.    This  letter  is  dated  September  26, 1891. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  that  your  letter  to  himf 

The  Witness,  No,  sir;  tbat  is  bis  letter  m^  report  tome*    You  will 
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find  that  it  bears  the  same  date  as  the  letter  I  addressed  to  the  Secre- 
tary. 
Mr.  EnIiOE.  Do  you  want  to  incorporate  that  report  with  your  answer  f 
The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  want  to  read  it.    It  is  as  follows: 

Department  ov  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Special  Examination  Division, 

Washington,  S^temher  £6, 1891, 
Mr.  Commissioner, 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  in  obedience  to  yonr  letter  of  the  24th  instant 
(which  is  made  a  part  of  this  report)  I  proceeded  on  the  same  day  to  Harrisbarg, 
Pa.,  for  the  porpose  of  taking  the  deposition  of  Special  Examiner  Horace  G.  Stover, 
as  therein  directed.  Mr.  Stover  was  absent  on  official  business  in  Bradford  county, 
and  I  was  unable  to  reach  him  by  telegraph  or  otherwise  till  his  return  to  Harris- 
burg  on  the  evening  of  the  25th. 

By  watching  the  arrival  of  trains  I  met  him  immediately  oi:^  his  return  and  took 
his  sworn  statement,  after  which  I  proceeded  on  the  first  train  to  Washington,  ar- 
riving this  morning.  Mr.  Stover's  oeposition  will  be  found  herewith.  I  trust  that 
vou  will  not  deem  it  improper  if  1  take  this  opportunity  to  say  that  so  far  as  my 
knowledge,  personally  or  officially,  extends,  Mr.  Stover's  sworn  statement  is  true; 
and  to  add,  that  from  an  intimate  official  association  with  Mr.  Stover,  extending 
over  a  period  of  about  five  years  last  past,  I  thoroughly  believe  that  if  any  proposi- 
tion haid  been  made  to  him  by  any  person  or  persons  whatsoever,  hinting,  suggesting, 
or  looking  toward  the  use  of  money  or  other  valuable  things  in  the  nature  of  a  re- 
ward for  assistance  in  procuring  an  assignment  to  field  duty,  Mr.  Stover  would  have 
been  prompt  to  indignantly  refuse  and  reject  any  such  offer  or  assistance.  I  believe 
him  to  be  a  high-minded  gentleman,  and  a  man  of  sterling  integrity  and  entire  relia- 
bility. 

I  think  I  have  heretofore,  long  before  his  reassignment  to  duty  at  Harrisburg,  in 
an  official  communication  to  yourself,  expressed  practicaUy  the  same  views  in  regard 
to  him,  and  stated  that  I  considered  nim  one  of  uie  best,  if  not  the  very  best,  special 
examiners  in  the  service. 

Attached  to  this  report  will  also  be  found  the  written  application  and  letters  re- 
ferred to  by  Mr.  Stover  in  his  deposition. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

F.  G.  BUTTERFIELD, 

Chief  Special  ExaminaiioH  IHvmon, 

Here  follows  the  deposition. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  it  necessary  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  committee  in 
reading  thist 

Mr.  Payson.  I  think  the  committee  ought  to  hear  it. 

The  Witness.  I  think  you  wHl  have  a  distinct  understanding  as 
soon  as  you  hear  what  I  have  here. 

The  deposition  is  as  follows: 

DepoHtion . 


Case  of ,  No. 


On  this  25th  diw  of  September,  1891.  at  Hariisburg,  county  of  Dauphin,  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  before  me,  F.  G.  Butterneld,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office, 
personally  appeared  Horace  G.  Stover,  who,  oeing  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  an- 
swer truly  all  interrogatories  propounded  to  him,  deposes  and  says :  He  is  38  years 
of  age :  that  he  is  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  and  stationed  at  Harris- 
burs,  Pa. ;  that  he  was  assigned  to  duty  at  said  place  Sept.  15, 1891,  and  in  regard 
to  the  charge  that  he  used  undue  influence  and  improper  methods  in  securing  such 
assignment  he  makes  the  foUowing  statement,  viz :  Tnat  he  never  paid  Theodore 
Smith  or  any  other  person  any  sum  of  money  or  any  other  valuable  thing,  or  made 
any  promise  or  suggestion  to  do  so,  in  consideration  of  any  assistance  or  influence  in 
securing  said  assignment;  that  he  did  not  solicit  Mr.  Smith's  assistance  in  said  mat- 
ter, and  whatev^er  he  may  have  done  was  voluntary  on  his  part,  and  not  influenced 
by  any  improper  motiv^e  as  far  as  his  knowledge  extends ;  furthermore,  that  he  has 
not  paid  any  money  to  Theodore  Smith  for  a  period  of  at  least  four  years  last  past, 
nor  any  valuable  consideration  of  any  kind  wnatsoever,  and  never  excex)t  in  the  way 
of  legitimate  business.  On  reflection,  he  remembers  that  in  the  latter  part  of  July 
ho  Awed  Mi*  Smith  to  pay.  for  him  a  laundry  biU  amounting  to  sixty-five  oentey  and 
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to  forward  the  lanndry  to  HarriBbnrg^  the  deponent  being  aboitt  starting  for  Pitts- 
burgh to  attend  U.  S.  conrt.  Mr.  Smith  did  wi,  and  deponent  repaid  him  the  sum  of 
sixt^-five  cents  in  the  early  part  of  August,  as  near  as  he  can  remember^  all  this 
during  the  present  year. 

That  he  never  spoke  to  or  mentioned  the  matter  of  said  assi^ment  to  Green  B. 
Raum,  Jr.  j  that  he  i^ever  asked  or  solicited  anyone  to  secure  ms  influence  or  aid, 
nor  was  his  name  ever  used  in  his  hearing  or  referred  to  in  any  manner  in  relation 
to  said  matter,  nor  does  he  know  or  think  that  the  said  Green  B.  Raum,  Jr.,  had  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  said  assignment. 

That  the  grounds  upon  which  he  made  application  for  reassimment  to  Harrisbnrg 
were :  That  he  had  been  led  to  believe  by  the  commendation  of  his  oflQcial  superiors 
that  his  record  in  the  field  was  of  the  best;  tljat  he  had  been  faithful,  industrious, 
and  obedient  in  his  official  conduct  and  duties;  that  he  had  always  been  in  accord 
with  the  political  party  now  administering  the  Government;  that  in  the  fall  of  1890 
he  was  presented  by  the  Coi^imiBsioner  of  tensions  with  the  choice  of  being  reduced 
from  the  grade  of  $1,600  per  annum  to  that  of  $1,400,  or  to  be  recalled  to  tne  office; 
that  he  chose  the  former,  and  accepted  the  reduction,  and  considered  it  a  guarantee 
that  he  would  thereby  be  retained  permanently  in  the  field ;  and,  lastly,  I  very  much 
desired  to  be  returned  to  Harrisburg,  where  my  family  was  living,  for  the  reason 
that  my  wife  was  soon  to  bo  confined,  and  in  her  then  condition  it  would  have  been 
a  freskt  hardship  to  force  her  removal  to  a  distant  city,  or  to  separate  me  from  my 
wife  at  such  a  time  and  under  such  trying  circumstances. 

I  desire  to  state  that  a  reference  to  the  files  will  undoubtedly  show  that  all  these 
reasons  were  fully  set  forth  in  my  application  for  reassignment,  which  were  accom- 
panied by  letters  from  my  friends  urging  the  same. 

That  he  had  several  interviews,  both  with  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  the 
chief  of  the  Special  Examination  Division,  at  all  of  which  be  urged  a  consideration 
of  the  above  reasons  for  his  reassignment,  and  no  other;  that  he  did  not  ask  it  so 
much  in  the  way  of  a  favor  as  in  the  way  of  strict  Justice,  and  his  understanding  is 
and  always  has  been  that  a  decision  favorable  to  himself  was  made  upon  the  merits 
of  the  case  as  presented. 

I  have  read  this  statement  and  fully  understand  the  contents  of  same. 

H.  G.  Stovkr, 

Deponent, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  25th  day  of  September,  1891,  and  I  certify 
that  the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

F.  G.  BUTTERFIELD, 

SpeoUU  Examiner,  Actin§  Chief,  8,  £,  D. 

Now,  on  July  17 

Mr.  Enlob.  What  is  thatt 

The  Witness.  This  is  a  letter  firom  Mr.  Stover  to  me;  this  wiU  tell 
the  whole  story. 

Mr.  Patson.  That  is  the  letter  on  which  the  assignment  was  madet 

Mr.  Lno).  Can  not  yon  waive  the  reading  of  itt 

Mr.  DxTNGAN.  So  as  to  understand  how  the  letters  come  in,  were 
these  letters  written  before  or  after  the  Secretary  recalled  himt 

The  Witness.  He  had  been  recalled  during  the  great  reduction,  and 
Mr.  Stover  being  a  young  man  was  called  in,  aud  having  come  in,  he 
left  his  family  at  Harrisburg,  and  he,  in  July,  1891,  filed  this  application 
to  be  returned  to  that  place,  and  in  addition  to  those  letters,  he  filed 
also  and  called  my  attention  to  the  letter  of  his  father,  who  had 
formerly  been  a  member  of  Congress  and  whom  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
knowing,  and  in  addition  presented  this  letter  from  his  uucle,  and  this 
one  from  General  Shields. 

The  following  are  copies  of  the  letters  referred  to  by  the  witness: 

PmsBURG,  Pa.,  July  17,  1891. 

Sir:  I  desire  to  invite  your  attention  to  certain  inclosures  herewith  bearing  on 
the  question  of  recaU  from  the  field  on  the  22d  ult.,  and  certain  matters  of  fact^  with 
a  view  to  reconsideration  and  revocation  of  the  order  in  my  case. 

The  letter  marked  Exhibit  A  was  dictated  by  my  uncle  during  his  last  illness,  who 
worried  about  me,  has  hved  with  me  for  many  years.  It  was  the  last  act  of  his  life 
as  he  died  the  following  day.  There  is  one  error — ^my  wife  has  no  relatives  in  the 
district.  In  a  conversation  with  jrou  Feb.  22,  1890, 1  aUuded  to  said  letter,  and  ^ou 
assured  me  that  you  had  no  intention  of  disturbing  me  so  long  as  I  gave  8atiaiaotioa% 
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The  letter  marked  Exhibit  B  was  bronght  oat  in  the  following  manner:  When  I 
retnrDed  to  Washington,  D.  C,  in  response  to  recall,  I  received  an  intimation  that 
my  recall  was  deeided  by  the  honorable  Secretary.  Thereupon  I  determined  to  see 
him.  He  informed  me  that  he  did  not  know  who  I  was,  nor  that  I  accepted  a  redne^ 
tion  from  $1,600  to  $1,400  with  a  view  to  remain  in  the  field,  and  fiirther  that  I  should 
snffer  no  injustice.  After  farther  conversation  relating  to  my  experience,  qnalifica- 
tion,  etc.,  he  asked,  ''Can't  yon  set  Gen.  Shields  to  see  the  Commissioner  and  get  the 
matter  fixed  apt "  I  replied,  "I  don't  know  whether  I  can  or  not."  He  then  said, 
''Can't  yon  get;  Col.  Masickt"  and  I  said,  "Yes,  I  can."  He  then  said,  "Get  it 
arranged  some  way  as  I  do  not  wish  to  make  conflicting  orders,  and  whatever  is  done 
will  be  satisfactory  to  me."  The  next  day  I  related  my  interview  with  the  Secre- 
tary to  Gen.  Shields,  and  then  he  wrote  said  letter  instructing  me  to  relate  the  con- 
versation I  had  wiui  the  Secretary  to  yon,  so  that  you  comd  understand  why  he 
wrote  said  letter. 

Now,  General,  upon  inquiry  you  will  find,  that  my  record  as  a  man  and  clerk  is 
without  blemish.  On  the  board  of  review  and  in  the  special  examination  divi- 
sion it  is  held  that  I  am  an  able  reviewer  and  special  examiner. 

It  is  Imown  that  I  am  competent  and  able  to  acquit  myself  in  any  branch  of  the 
field  service. 

My  competency  and  efficiency  has  not  been  questioned. 

My  relations  with  the  people  and  the  Bureau  have  been  harmonious  and  respectfiil. 

I  have  been  honest  and  industrious  at  all  times. 

I  have  never  been  charged  with  insubordination  or  neglect  of  duty.  I  have  been 
loyal  to  you  in  all  things. 

In  good  faith  I  accepted  the  Bureau's  proposition  for  a  redaction  from  $1,600  to 
$1,400  for  field  service,  and  I  submit  whether  the  order  of  recall  should  be  final,  in 
view  of  this  fact,  and  the  further  fact  that  I  am  regarded  as  one  of  the  best  and 
most  efficient  men  in  the  service.  Had  it  been  intimated  to  me  that  I  would  be 
recalled  I  certainly  would  not  have  surrendered  my  $1,600  appointment. 

The  recall  is  a  manifest  hardship.  It  deprives  me  of  of  the  consideration  for  which 
I  accepted  the  reduction  as  aforesaid,  and  does  not  restore  me  to  my  former  position, 
but  leaves  me  in  a  position  for  which  I  did  not  contract  and  which  was  not  so 
understood  when  I  accepted  the  reduction  as  aforesaid.  The  consideration  was 
that  I  was  to  remain  in  the  field.  I  accepted  it  and  now  I  am  recalled,  for  office 
work,  but  on  the  roll  as  a  special  examiner. 

I  do  not  deserve  this  treatment— not  in  the  house  of  mv  friends.  It  is  a  punish- 
ment for  no  cause,  and  I  appeal  to  you  for  a  review  of  all  the  facts  and  judgment 
accordingly. 

It  is  true  that  I  am  not  bolstered  up  by  political  indorsements,  but  that  does  not 
prove  that  I  am  without  political  friends.  I  have  such  indorsements,  but  never 
filed  them. 

My  standing  and  qualifications  should  insure  me  that  consideration  which  the 
good  of  the  service  demands.  I  do  not  want  to  be  sacrificed,  hence  I  keenly  feel  the 
recaU  in  my  case. 

I  am  also  in  another  predicament — my  wife  is  going  to  be  confined  in  August, 
and  it  is  unpleasant  to  move  her  or  to  leave  her. 

I  write  this  to  direct  your  attention  to  all  the  facta,  believing  that  you  can  not 
mean  to  do  me  an  injustice;  and  further,  that  this  matter  should  first  come  to  your 
attention  through  me,  without  rallying  my  friends  to  the  rescue. 

I  ask  even  and  exact  justice. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  G.  Stovbr, 
Special 

Gen.  Gbeen  B.  Raxtm, 

CammUiionerof  PeniionB,  Washington,  D.  O. 


PHTSBURO,  Pa.,  Julff  t7, 1891. 

Dear  Sir:  I  inclose  letters  for  submission  to  Commissioner  if  you  deem  it  proper. 
In  my  opinion  I  think  it  is  the  first  step  I  ought  to  take.  I  have  proffers  or  assist- 
ance, but  I  dislike  to  do  anything  in  that  direction  unless  I  have  no  other  remedy. 
It  looks  too  much  like  forcing  matters. 

Judge  Rice  and  Judge  Bridj^,  of  Missouri,  will  assist  me  in  any  way  I  desire.  I 
think  I  can  get  Congressional  indorsement  likewise ;  at  least  it  was  offered  to  me  a  year 
ago,  but  I  declined  it,  thinking  I  had  nothing  to  fear.  I  can  rally  friends  quicker  to 
ri^ht  a  wrong  than  to  attain  advancement.  I  am  in  a  hard  row  of  stumps,  but  I 
think  I  will  get  through.  You  can  help  me  very  much*  X  feel  that  70U  are  trying 
tQMf  TOP  and  aolofomied  my  friendv. 
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If  you  find  that  I  can  be  restored  do  not  present  letter  to  Commis3ioi.eT;  for  if  I 
am  placed  all  right  I  can  simply  ( f )  with  Gen.  Shields  that  the  matter  is  settled  and 
I  have  no  complaint  to  make.  Please  advise  me  early.  I  will  be  at  Erie,  Pa.,  on 
Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday,  and  then  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  where  I  will  stop 
to  get  my  mail  and  see  my  family.  You  know  that  I  have  been  friendly  to  you 
always,  and  I  feel  as  if  you  could  arrange  the  matter  for  me  satisfactory.  I  did  not 
like  to  state  in  my  letter  to  Commissioner  about  detailing  two  men  from  office  five 
davs  after  my  recall.  I  did  not  tell  that  fact  to  the  Secretary.  But  you  can  see  that 
it  looks  as  if  I  was  sacrificed  to  make  a  vacancy.'  I  want  it  fixed  up  without  getting 
into  a  collision.  I  have  a  strong  case  and  will  not  abandon  it.  I  have  two  school 
chums  in  this  State,  influential  newspaper  men,  that  wisbto  help  me.  Gen.  Hastings 
Was  my  old  school  teacher.  He  would  assist  me,  I  think,  if  I  would  ask  him.  Yet 
I  tiiink  I  ought  to  succeed  with  the  office  alone. 

If  yon  think  my  letter  to  Commissioner  not  advisable,  hold  it  until  I  return.    Col 
Poor  tells  me  that  you  will  stand  by  me  until  the  last  horn  blows. 
Sincerely  yours, 

H.  G.  Stovkr, 

Gen.  BUTTERFIELD. 


Aurora  Springs,  Miller  Countt,  M<i., 

October  26,  1889. 

Mt  Dear  General:  Learning  of  your  appointment  as  Commissioner,  to  :ny  entire 
satisfaction,  I  assure  you,  perhaps  it  would  not  be  amiss  to  address  you,  although  our 
acquaintance  since  the  fortieth  Congress  has  been  marked  with  distance.  Yet  I  remem- 
ber you  very  well  when  we  were  both  members  of  that  body — yon  of  the  Thirteenth 
Illinois,  while  I  represented  the  Eleventh  Missouri.  I  could  write  at  length  were  it 
not  for  the  fact  that  I  am  lying  in  bed  suffering  excruciating  pain.*^  I  have,  however, 
dear  general,  one  request  to  make  before  closing,  and  that  is  this.  My  nephew, 
Horace  G.  Stover,  who  is  special  pension  examiner,  now  located  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  and  who  has  been  engaged  in  pension  work,  both  in  the  office  and  upon  the 
field  for  seven  j-ears  past,  is  desirous  under  the  new  commissionership  to  retain  the 
position  he  now  holds  for  reasons  as  follows :  He  is  permanently  located  there  with 
his  family,  his  wife  having  relations  there,  and  as  long  as  he  is  retained  in  the  above- 
named  office  he  thinks  no  other  point  would  suit  him  so  well.  I  therefore  ask  as 
a  special  favor  at  your  hands  that  so  long  as  he  shall  be  employed  in  the  service  he 
be  permitted  to  remain  where  he  has  located  and  not  be  transferred  to  some  other 
field. 

With  kindest  regards,  I  remain,  yburs  very  truly, 

J.  H.  Stoveb. 

Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUsioner  of  PensiofiB,  Washington,  D.  C« 


Department  of  the  Interior, 
Assistant  Attorney-General's  Office, 

Waahington,  July  2^  1891, 

Dear  General:  Mr.  Horace  G.  Stover,  of  Missouri,  and  a  nephew  of  Hon.  John 
H.  Stover,  who  was  a  gallant  soldier  and  a  prominent  Kepublican  of  Missouri,  was  a 
special  examiner  in  your  office,  in  the  field,  having  held  a  $1,600  position  before  that 
in  the  office.  He  was  recalled  from  the  field  and  is  now  on  the  temporary  roll.  His 
record  is  good,  and  I  think  it  unjust  that  ho  should  be  recalled  and  not  given  his 
old  place.  Will  you  either  send  him  back  to  the  field  or,  if  that  can  not  oe  done, 
give  him  his  $1,600  place,  as  I  believe  he  is  worthy  f 
Yours  truly, 

Geo.  H.  Shields. 
Hon.  G.  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Now,  in  Mr.  Stover's  letter  lie  speaks  also  of  Col.  Music,  the  gentle- 
man assigned  to  duty  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  he  came  over 
to  speak  to  me  in  regard  to  having  him  sent  back. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  you  if  the  statement  which  you  have 
read  here  was  the  extent  of  your  examination  in  regard  to  the  truth  of 
the  charges  preferred  by  Howard  and  Bnglet 

19  PEN* 
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The  Witness.  I  am  not  half  through  yet. 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  him  proceed  with  the  examination  of  those  pai^ers. 
I  think  some  of  them  are  essential  and  should  be  read  at  all  events. 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  upon  information  and  suggestions  from 

.  the  Secretary's  office  and  the  fact  that  Mr.  Stover  was  an  excellent 

special  examiner,  and  the  fact  that  his  wife  at  Harrisburg  was  in  the 

condition  I  mentioned,  she  was  about  to  be  confined,  Mr.  Stover  was 

sent  to  the  field  for  that  reason  and  for  no  other  reason. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  there  any  more  matter  you  want  to  put  in  of  that! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  a  letter  here,  dated  September  26, 
1891,  addressed  to  the  Hon.  John  W.  Noble,  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Q.  What  does  that  relate  tof— A.  To  Mr.  Taylor. 

Q.  Just  wait  a  moment^  let  us  dispose  of  one  part  of  the  thing  at 
a  time. 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  us  get  through  with  Mr.  Stover's  matter  first.  If 
there  is  anything  further  in  reference  to  Mr.  Stover  you  wish  to  file  you 
can  do  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :   . 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Stover  been  recalled  more  than  once  from  the  field  t — 
A.  He  had  never  been  recalled  more  than  once  by  myself  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  You  sent  Mr.  Butterfield,  a  special  examiner,  out  there  to  inquire 
into  the  truth  of  these  charges! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  the  extent  of  your  inquiiy  upon  that  subject  what  is 
stated  there  in  that  letter! — ^A.  I  might  state  if  you  get  the  affidavit 
of  Mr.  Theodore  Smith 

Q.  We  will  come  to  that  in  a  moment;  well,  you  may  state  about  the 
affidavit  of  Theodore  Smith. — ^A.  I  will  state  in  a  general  way  that  I 
sent  for  Mr.  Smith  to  know  what  he  had  to  say  about  it  and  he  at  once 
denied 

Mr.  Payson.  If  you  have  the  paper,  let  us  have  the  paper  to  put 
that  in  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  can  state  the  substance  of  it. 

The  Witness.  He  said  it  was  an  absolute  falsehood  from  bottom  to 
top.    Have  you  a  copy  of  that  affidavit! 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness.  WiU  you  kindly  loan  me  that,  because  I  do  not  think 
that  I  have  that  here:  yes,  I  have  it  here.  I  think  it  is  proper  for  me 
to  state  in  regard  to  Mr.  Smith's  affidavit  that  he  had  not  received  a 
copy,  and  I  think  had  not  read  these  affidavits  of  Howard  and  Bngle, 
but  Smith  had  been  told  the  substance,  I  think,  when  he  prepared  this 
affidavit. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  he  consult  with  you  about  preparing  that  affidavit! — ^A.  I 
said  to  Mr.  Smith,  I  stated  to  him  what  had  been  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion and  that  I  desired  him  to  state  the  truth  of  the  matter,  and  if  the 
charges  were  not  true  to  exculpate  himself  by  a  statement  under  oath, 
which  he  did. 

Q.  He  made  that  statement! — ^A.  He  made  that  statement,  and  I  filed 
that  with  the  rest  of  the  evidence  in  the  case. 

The  affidavit  was  as  follows: 

Persoually  appeared  before  me^  a  notary  public  for  and  within  the  Diatriot  of  Co- 
lumbia, Theo.  smith,  who.  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  understands 

that  one Engle  ana  one  Howard  have  made  affidavit  to  the  efiect  that  he, 

Theo.  Smith,  wrote,  or  caused  to  be  written,  a  letter  to  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the 
InteiioT,  making  charges  against  the  said  Engle;  such  statements  are  absoyLutel/ 
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false.  Ho  also  nnderBtands  that  En^le  and  Howard  have  sworn  that  both  of  them  ' 
saw  Mr.  H.  O.  Stover,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Boreau,  hand  affiant  a  sum 
of  money  in  the  corridor  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  for  the  purpose,  as  stated  by  them, 
of  having  affiant  aid  Stover  in  securing  a  detail  as  special  examiner,  and  of  using 
his  influence  with  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  to  have  the  said  Stover  assigned  to  dutv  as  a 
special  examiner,  and  affiant  also  understands  that  said  Engle  an^  How.a^d  eharge 
that  the  said  Theo.  Smith  had  used  his  influence  to  cause  the  promotion  or  detail  of 
persons  connected  with  the  Pension  Bureau,  by  importuning  either  Green  B.  Kaum, 
jr.,  late  appointment  clerk,  Mr.  Hallam,  tlie  present  ajipoiutmeut  clerk,  or  M%jor 
Carroll,  the  assistant  appointment  clerk, for  the  Commissioner  of  pensions. 

The  said  Tbeo.  Smith  swears  that  any  such  statements  contained  in  affidavits  made 
by  Engle  and  Howard  are  absolutely  false  in  every  particular;  that  he  has  no  ac- 
quaintance with  Major  Carroll,  never  having  been  introduced  to  him;  that  he  has 
never  spoken  to  Mr.  Hallam  more  than  two  or  three  times,  and  upon  none  of  those 
occasions  has  the  conversation  related  to  anything  or  anybody  connected  with  the 
Pension  Bureau.  That  Mr.  Stover  or  any  other  person  did  never,  at  any  time,  hand 
him  any  money  or  anything  of  value,  upon  the  corridor  of  the  Pension  Bureau ;  that 
he  never,  at  any  time,  received  any  money  or  anything  of  value  from  Mr.  Stover,  nor 
does  he  believe  that  Mr.  Stover  ever  gave  any  person  anythiug  to  secure  his  detail 
as  a  special  examiner.  He,  the  said  Theo.  Smith,  bases  his  statement  as  to  his  be- 
lief as  to  Mr.  Stover  upon  Mr.  Stover's  well  known  record  for  efficiency  and  his  irre- 
pwachable  character  as  a  man;  that  within  the  last  two  weeks  Howard,  on  two 
occasions,  called  upon  the  said  Theo.  Smith  for  the  alleged  purpose  of  endeavoring 
to  get  the  said  Theo.  Smith  to  go  with  him  (Howard)  to  the  office  of  Gen.  W.  W. 
Dudley  to  endeavor  to  secure  a  more  vigorous  indorsement  irom  Gen.  Dudley  on 
Howard's  application  for  assignment  to  duty  as  a  special  examiner.  The  said  Theo. 
Smith  does  furtber  swear  that  he  has  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  character  of  the 
said  Howard,  but  from  observation  and  from  general  reputation  he  would  not  be- 
lieve any  statement  made  at  any  time  by  the  said  Engle,  whom  he  considers  to  be 
one  of  the  most  disreputable  men  in  the  employ  of  the  Government.   . 

Theo.  Smith, 

Deponent,  • 

Sworn' to  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  a  notary  public  in  and  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  on  this  23d  day  of  September,  1891. 

Wm.  a.  Easterday, 
Notary  Public,  b.  C. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Then  you  had  a  statement  of  Stover  and  Smith  on  one  side  and  a 
statement  of  Howard  and  Engle  on  the  other  side,  Howard  and  Engle 
nrging  that  they  knew  of  this  transaction  and  saw  this  money  pass 
between  them  and  they  both  denying  it;  and  upon  that  you  acted  and 
gave  judgment  in  favor  of  Stover  and  Smith  and  against  Howard  and 
Engle  by  refusing  to  prosecute  the  inquiry  any  further  or  taking  any 
action  looking  towards  Stover's  discharge?— A.  No ;  the  circumstances 
under  which  Mr.  Stover  had  been  sent  to  the  field  and  the  friendship 
which  bad  been  exhibited  towards  him  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
and  Assistant  Attorney-General  made  me  feel  perfectly  satisfied  that 
Messers.  Engle  and  Howard  had  sworn  falsely  and  I  believe  so  today. 

Q.  Smith  stated  that  in  his  affidavit ! — A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Butterfield  in  his  letter  says  that  Stover's  statement  is  true,  does 
he  not  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  now. 

Mr.  LiND.  He  says  his  official  connection  or  official  knowledge  or 
something  of  that  kind. 

The  Witness.  He  speaks  of  Stover's  standing  in  the  office  and  of 
having  known  him  for  five  years  and  the  fact  that  he  was  a  gentleman 
of  high  character. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  He  says  in  this  letter  <^  I  trust  that  you  will  not  deem  it  improper 
if  I  take  this  opportunity  to  say  that,  so  far' as  my  knowledge,  person- 
ally or  officially,  extends,  Mr.  Stover's  sworn  statement  is  true."  —A. 
Well  I  think  I  can  explain  that. 

Q.  I  would  like  for  you  to  do  it.— A.  Col,  Bult^ifii^X^i  ^«j&  \^^\\ft.0Qc5 
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cognizaDt,  beiug  the  chief  of  the  special  exaoiinatioii  division,  In  regard 
to  the  absolute  want  of  necessity  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Stover  to  use  any 
improper  means  to  secure  his  assignment  to  duty,  and  he  gave  expres- 
sion to  it. 

Q.  He  was  sent  out  as  a  sort  of  detective  to  represent  the  Government 
in  looking A.  Who  was  sent  out? 

Q.  Butterfieldf — A.  He  was  sent  out  to  take  Mr.  Stover's  affidavit. 

Q.  You  sent  out  a  man  who  in  advance  had  expressed  his  confidence 
that  there  was  no  truth  in  this  master,  did  you  not  f — A.  I  sent  Col. 
Bntterfield  out  because  Harrisburg  happened  to  be  in  his  district  and 
he  was  the  head  of  that  division  and  he  is  a  man  of  high  standing  and 
character,  quite  equal  to  any  of  us  here,  and  I  felt  that  if  I  intrusted 
the  matter  to  him  that  he  would  perform  the  duties  correctly. 

Q.  But  he  had  stated  to  you  that  he  had  confidence  in  Mr.  Stover  f — 
A.  I  think  so ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Usually  when  you  have  to  make  any  inquiry  in  regard  to  public 
matters  do  you  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  best  friends  of  the  man  to  be 
investigated  f — A.  1  do  not  think  Ool.  Butterfield  is  particularly  the 
best  friend  of  Stover.  They  are  not  from  the  same  State.  They  a»e 
not  at  all  equal  in  age.  One  is  a  young  man  and  the  other  is  a  man 
who  served  in  the  Army  and  all  that,  but  Col.  Butterfield  knew  him, 
and  he  was  connected  with  the  Pension  Office  and  respected  him,  as 
did  Shields  and  others. 

Q.  Has  Secretary  Noble  recalled  Mr.  Stover  recently  or  have  you  re- 
called him  since  that  time  from  the  field  f — A.  His  assignment  there 
was  temporary  and  when  his  family  was  in  a  proper  condition  to  retura 
he  was  under  orders  to  come  back  and  he  was  recalled. 

Q.  Now  you  may  go  on.  You  started  to  make  some  statement  about 
Mr.  Taylor's  removal;  you  can  go  on  and  finish  that  statement. 

Mr.  Payson.  Bngle  was  the  next  one  in  order. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Have  you  anything  additional  to  say  about  Eugle's  re- 
moval ?    If  so,  you  had  better  state  that. 

The  Witness.  I  think  this  comes  probably  in  order  here.  (Holding 
up  paper.) 

By  Mr.  DUNGAN : 

Q.  I  understand  yon  to  say  that  Mr.  Stover  was  simply  permitted  to 
remain  at  Harrisburg  f — A.  He  was  a  special  examiner  stationed  there. 

Q.  Owing  to  the  peculiar  situation  of  his  wife  t— A.  Itextendedsome 
weeks  beyond  that. 

Q.  Did  it  not  extend  for  five  or  six  months  ? — A.  Well,  I  do  not 
recollect  exactly.  There  is  one  thing  about  this  special  examiner's 
service;  when  a  man  goes  into  the  field  he  never  wants  to  come  back 
because  he  gets  $3  extra  for  field  service.  This  man  was  busy  there, 
'he  had  plenty  to  do,  and  after  a  certain  length  of  time  he  was  called 
back. 

Q.  Then  there  was  no  new  reason  that  called  him  back  1 — A.  Well  I 
have  been  arranging  to  send  four  or  five  men  into  the  field  and  I  re- 
ceived the  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  in  regard  to  the  names  of  par- 
ticular persons  who  wouM  like  to  go  out,  and  he  suggested  Mr.  Stover 
might  be  brought  in. 

Q.  That  is  Secretary  Noble  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  giving  any  reason  for  bringing  him  in  or  sending  some- 
body else  out,  there  was  no  reason  alleged  against  him  f — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Simply  a  desire  to  have  a  change  made  ? — A.  He  suggested  Mr* 
Stover  might  be  brought  in  and  certain  other  gentlemen  sent  out. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  anything  else  iu  regard  to  Mr.  Bngle  t 
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The  Witness.  I  think  I  had  better  read  you  this  letter  dated  Sep- 
tember 26, 1891. 

Mr.  Patson.  That  antedates  the  other,  that  is  all.  They  both 
should  go  in. 

The  witness  read  as  follows: 

Washin'GTON,  D.  C,  September  26,  1891. 

Sir  :  Beferring  to  my  letter  recommending  the  dismissal  from  office  of  F.  M.  Tay- 
lor, a  special  examiner  of  this  Bareaa,  I  wish  to  state  that  Mr.  Taylor  is,  in  his  na- 
ture, unfit  to  be  connected  with  the  business  of  the  Pension  Office.  Ha  is  a  man 
ftill  of  prejudice  and  in  his  intercourse  with  claimants  he  has  shown  himself  to  be 
overbearing  and  insolent. 

I  particularly  cite  the  case  of  Lieut.  Jas.  M.  Brown,  of  the  Third  Regiment  Iowa 
Cavalry,  the  papers  of  which  have  been  before  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey.  It  will 
be  seen  from  the  papers  on  file  in  this  case  that  Mr.  Taylor  openly  and  publicly  de- 
nounced Mr.  Brown  and  others  as  perjurers  who  had  sworn  lies  in  Brown's  case,  and 
who  were  swearing  falsehoods  for  each  other  to  defraud  the  Government. 

Lieut.  Brown  was  dropped  from  the  rolls  upon  the  report  of  Mr.  Taylor,  but  was 
restored  again  when  the  case  was  examined  by  Gen.  Bussey  upon  the  evidence  above 
referred  to.  I  have  no  confidence  whatever  in  Mr.  Taylor.  I  would  not  trust  him 
with  an  important  claim.  I  would  expect  him  to  treat  the  claimant  as  a  fraud  and 
to  defeat  the  claim  if  he  could  do  so. 

In  the  case  of  an  old  blind  soldier  who  tried  for  years  to  get  justice,  the  claim  was 
assigned  to  Mr.  Taylor  for  examination.  He  boasted  to  me  that  he  had  kept  the 
man  out  of  his  pension  for  over  three  years.  The  man  finally  died  a  pauper.  After 
the  death  of  the  soldier  the  widow  prosecuted  the  claim.  It  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Commissioner,  and  Taylor  came  forward  at  once  to  endeavor  to  defeat 
it.  As  the  claim  involved  a  large  payment,  I  brought  it  to  the  attention  of  Assistant 
Secretary  Bussey,  and  he  and  I  went  over  it  carefully  and  the  claim  was«allowed  to 
the  widow.  The  old  soldier,  however,  lies  in  a  pauper's  grave  because  of  the  mental 
obliquity  and  prejudice  of  F.  M.  Taylor. 

It  is  well  known  in  the  special  examination  division  that  Mr.  Taylor's  method  of 
examining  witnesses  is  to  treat  them  as  though  they  were  ready  to  commit  perjury. 

As  a  addditional  reason  why  Mr.  Taylor  should  be  removed,  I  state  that  he 
has  been  a  constant  associate  of  one  George  B.  Fleming  and  others,  who  have 
for  a  number  of  months  been  acting  in  a  conspiracy  to  breakdown  my  character  and 
cause  my  retirement  from  the  Pension  Office.  Mr.  Taylor  has  acted  as  a  spy  upon  me 
and  those  around  me.    This  fact  is  well  known  to  many  persons  in  the  office. 

Mr.  Taylor's  carriage  for  several  months  has  been  that  of  a  man  who  felt  no  sub- 
ordination to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  In  June  last  I  revoked  his  order  of 
assignment  to  duty  as  a  special  examiner.  He  stated,  so  I  am  informed,  that  he  was 
glad  that  the  order  had  been  revoked,  and  when  asked  why,  gave  as  a  reason  that 
he  would  **  be  immediately  assigned  again." 

It  may  be  asked  why  Mr.  Taylor  is  prejudiced  against  me.  The  reasons  are  as  fol- 
lows :  Soon  after  I  took  charge  of  the  Pension  Office  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  (then  acting 
chief  of  the  special  examination  division)  expressed  to  me  a  desire  to  resign  and 
leave  the  office.  He  then  presented  me  a  letter  recommending  the  assignment  of  Mr. 
F.  M.  Taylor  to  the  position  of  acting  chief  of  the  special  examination  division. 
When  Mr.  Smith  resigned  I  appointed  Col.  F.  G.  Bntterfield  to  the  position,  believ- 
ing that  he  was  a  more  capable  man  for  the  position  than  Mr.  Taylor.  This,  of  course, 
was  a  disappointment  to  Mr.  Taylor. 

In  the  second  place,  Mr.  Taylor  sought  a  promotion  from  the  grade  of  special  exam- 
iner to  a  third-class  clerkship,  his  assignment  as  a  special  examiner  to  be  continued. 
I  declined  to  indorse  his  application  for  this  promotion,  for  the  reason  that  a  special 
examiner  assigned  to  duty  he  was  receiving  about  $800  more  per  annum  than  the 
chiefs  of  divisions.  I  therefore  did  not  think  it  was  proper  that  he  should  be  made  a 
|1,600  clerk.  Mr.  Taylor  took  serious  offense  at  this  and  exhibited  considerable 
spirit.  He  appealed  to  you  for  this  promotion  and  you  granted  it  to  him  without  my 
recommendation,  but  when  I  laid  the  matter  before  you  a  few  days  later  you  reduced 
him  to  the  old  grade  of  special  examiner.  This  was  enough  for  Mr.  Taylor  and  he  has 
been  seeking  to  wreak  his  vengeance  upon  me  ever  since. 

For  these  reasons  I  renew  my  recommendation  that  Mr.  Taylor  be  removed  from 
the  office. 

To  give  you  a  clear  idea  of  the  character  of  this  man  Taylor,  I  will  state  that  after 
Theodore  Smith  had  handed  me  a  written  recommendation  for  Mr.  Taylor's  appoint- 
ment as  his  successor  (as  the  head  of  the  speciel  examination  division)  Mr.  Taylor,  in 
the  course  of  examining  a  witness,  discovered  that  Mr.  Smith  had  had  a  service  in  the 
regular  army  under  an  assumed  name ;  that  he  had  been  court-martialed  and  punished 
while  in  said  service.    After  obtaining  this  information  he  came  to  m^  Yi^ws^'^xYs^^ 
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and  laid  the  matter  before  me.  His  manner  was  not  that  of  a  man  who  had  dis- 
covered some  miscondnct  on  the  part  of  a  friend  who  had  tried  to  help  him  along  in 
the  world,  and  against  whom  he  considered  it  a  matter  of  pnblic  duty  to  give  informa- 
tion,  but  his  manner  was  that  of  gratification,  and  he  exhibited  all  the  animns  of  an 
animal  pursuing  its  prey.  This  gave  me  such  an  insight  into  the  character  of  the  man 
that  I  was  induced  to  make  some  inquiry  as  to  his  record  as  a  special  examiner,  with 
the  result  I  have  herein  above  stated.  The  report  in  the  Brown  case  was  brought  to 
my  attention  as  showing  the  vicious  nature  of  Mr.  Taylor. 

With  further  reference  to  his  conduct  in  relation  to  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  I  will  state 
that  some  time  after  Mr.  Taylor  had  obtained  the  information  in  regard  to  Mr.  Smith's 
military  record  a  full  statement  of  these  facts  was  published  in  a  newspaper,  and  it  is 
believed  that  Mr.  Taylor  gave  the  data  contained  in  said  article  to  Mr.  Qeorge  B. 
Fleming  for  publication. 

Theodore  Smith  bad  befriended  Taylor  and  he  had  also  established  a  good  charac- 
ter by  an  unblemished  life  here  in  Washington,  but  these  were  no  protection  against 
the  venom  of  Mr.  Taylor. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Cammitsioner^ 

Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Daring  the  reading  of  the  letter  the  witness  said  :  Here  is  a  parar 
graph  that  was  stricken  out  in  the  original. 
Mr.  Enloe.  Read  that  in  this  connection. 
The  witness  read  the  stricken  out  part,  as  follows : 

If  you  will  recall  the  number  of  visits  made  by  Mr.  Taylor  to  your  department 
and  the  object  stated  by  him  during  those  visits,  you  will  realize  that  Mr.  Taylor  has 
been  engaged  in  the  work  of  assassinating  private  character. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  correct.  I  want  to  ask  you  before  proceeding 
any  furtlier^ 

The  Chairman.  If  these  other  papers  are  to  be  reati,  I  for  one  must 
object;  and  I  will  take  the  sense  of  the  committee  on  it. 

The  Witness.  If  you  will  give  me  five  minutes  1  think  I  can  get 
through  with  them. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q,  I  will  question  you  on  this  matter,  as  it  is  pertinent,  and  you  may 
bring  in  the  other  matter  afterwards,  as  it  seems  you  have  laid  down 
enough  here.  I  want  to  know  what  information  you  have  and  how  you 
got  your  information  that  these  men  were  associating  with  Mr.  Fleming 
and  that  they  were  furnishing  him  with  information  which  you  allege 
was  published  in  the  newspapers! — A.  Well,  sir,  I  have  a  good  many 
friends  in  the  country  and  in  this  city,  and  it  was  a  ntatement  made  to 
me  by  quite  a  number  of  gentlemen. 

Q.  Who  were  they  t  Give  the  names  of  some  of  them.' — A.  I  would 
not  be  able  to  give  you  the  names  to-day,  but  1  will  endeavor  to  furnish 
the  names. 

Q.  Have  you  a  record  of  such  names  f — A.  I  think  I  can  furnish  some 
memoranda.  1  have  some  memoranda  at  the  office  which  I  can  lay  my 
hands  on. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  anybody  detailed  from  the  office  to  watch 
Pension  Office  employes  to  see  with  whom  they  associated  !  -  A,  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  such  a  thing  was  done! — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  think  it  is  done  or  did  you  know  it  was  done;  have  you 
any  knowledge  that  such  a  thing  was  done! — A.  Now  ? 

Q.  Now  or  at  any  other  time,  say  last  summer  during  the  time  these 
things  came  out. — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  directed  it  and  I  do  not  think 
anyone  would  do  that  without  my  direction. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  any  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office 
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having  been  engaged  in  the  basiuess  of  spying  aboat  newspaper  offices 
for  Pension  Office  employes! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  then  did  you  tind  ont  that  these  men  were  associating  with 
newspaper  men  T — A.  Mr.  Fleming  •is  well  known ;  they  may  be  often 
together  and  people  may  see  them  together. 

Q.  Did  anybody  tell  you  that  Mr.  Fleming  furnished  the  information 
in  regard  to  Theodore  Smith,  which  was  published  in  the  newspapers! — 
A.  No,  sir;  but  Mr.  Taylor  had  it. 

Q.  Did  anybody  else  have  to! — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know  of  anybody 
else  having  it. 

Q.  Did  not  you  have  it  in  your  office  t — A.  He  took  the  deposition. 

Q.  Did  not  you  have  it  in  your  officef — A.  It  was  in  the  office ;  yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Secretary  have  it  in  his  officef — A.  Not  until  some 
time  afterwards. 

Q.  Kot  until  some  time  after  thatf — A.  As  soon  as  Mr.  Taylor  brought 
these  matters  to  my  attention  I  immediately  sent  for  Smith  and  he  told 
me  his  story,  and  I  said  to  him,  ^' Yon  go  across  and  see  the  Secretary 
and  tell  him  your  story,  because  it  must  be  with  his  concurrence  in  re- 
gard to  your  remaining  in  the  service  here.'' 

Q.  In  regard  to  Taylor's  remaining  f-*-A.  In  regard  to  Smith's  re- 
maining. 

Q.  You  told  Smith  to  go  and  see  the  Secretary  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  went  and  saw  the  Secretarj'f — A.  I  think  he 
told  me  he  saw  the  Secretary ;  I  know  he  said  he  saw  Gen.  Bussey. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  you  heard  anything  from  the  Secretary's 
office  after  that  in  regard  to  it? — A.  1  talked  with  Secretary  Noble  and 
also  with  Secretary  Bussey  in  regard  to  it,  and  finally  we  concluded  it 
was  best  to  have  Mr.  Smith  go  out,  and  he  went  out; 

Q.  How  long  did  he  stay  in  there  after  these  charges  were  brought 
to  your  attention  ? — A.  Well,  not  charges,  but  facts. 

Q.  Well,  these  facts  ? — A.  I  can  not  tell  you,  but  I  will  give  you  the 
information. 

Q.  Did  you  turn  him  outt — A.  Well,  he  was  asked  to  resign. 

Q.  Pid  you  ask  for  his  resignation  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  recommend  his  removal  t — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Was  he  removed  by  the  Secretary's  order  without  your  recom- 
mendation ! — A.  He  was  asked  to  resign.  I  did  not  object  to  it,  be- 
cause Secretary  Bussey  and  I  talked  the  matter  over,  and  I  said  that 
while  Mr.  Smith  had  lived  some  eighteen  or  twenty  years  here  as  a  good 
citizen  and  I  thought  he  would  be  able  to  live  down  a  mistake  of  his 
youth,  but  that  I  had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  Mr.  Smith's  going 
out,  and  I  talked  to  Mr.  Smith  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  Did  not  you  saj^  that  you  you  were  in  favor  of  retaining  himf^ 
A.  I  said  he  was  a  good  officer. 

Q.  Did  not  you  say  you  thought  he  ought  to  be  retained  in  the  serv- 
ice!— A.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Q.  Are  you  positive!— A.  I  will  state  very  frankly  about  it.  Mr. 
Smith  was  not  precisely  the  kind  of  man  I  wanted  for  that  place.  He 
was  not  acting  as  smooth  and  all  that.  He  was  rather  too  severe,  and 
I  talked  to  the  Secretary  in  regard  to  that,  and  said  to  him  I  would 
prefer 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  This  is  Theodore  Smith. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  Theodore  Smith. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  I  asked  that  because  there  have  been  two  Smiths 
named. 
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The  Witness.  Not  that  I  reflected  upon  his  ability,  becaase  he  was 
a  man  of  excellent  ability,  and  I  believed  he  was  an  honest,  square 
man. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Was  not  he  and  you  on  very  intimate  terms  t — A.  1  never  saw 
Mr.  Smith  until  I  went  there;  that  is,  to  know  him. 

Q.  But  after  you  went  there! — A.  Not  on  what  you  would  call  inti- 
mate terms. 

Q.  You  were  good  friends,  were  you  not  t — A.  He  was  simply^  an 
official  in  that  office  whom  I  saw  almost  every  day,  as  I  do  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  heads  of  divisions,  but  as  to  being  an  intimate  friend,  why 
that  simply  was  not  so. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  now  if  Mr.  McElfresh  furnished  you  any  informa- 
tion about  the  association  of  Pension  Office  employes  with  Mr.  Fleming 
and  other  newspaper  men  f — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  McElfresh  did 
or  not,  but  I  will  furnish  you  that  information. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Brownell  did  or  not! — ^A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Lineaweaver  did  or  not! — A.  He  has 
done  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  Lineaweaver  got  his  information! — A.  I  think 
he  stated  to  me  he  saw  tlie  men  at  Willard's  Hotel. 

Q.  What  relation  does  Lineaweaver  sustain  to  youf — A.  He  is  a  $1,600 
clerk  and  is  a  stenographer  at  my  desk. 

Q.  Would  not  he  be  very  likely  to  know  what  information  you  wanted 
in  regard  to  the  movements  of  these  men  t — A.  I  wanted  nothing  except 
the  truth,  Mr.  Enloe ;  nothing  but  the  truth. 

Q.  You  wanted  to  know  whether  they  were  associating  with  these 
men  or  not  f — A.  I  did  not  put  Mr.  Lineaweaver  on  these  men  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  the  question  over  with  Mr.  Lineaweaver  and  did  he 
understand  that  you  wanted  that  information  ?-^A.  I  never  requested 
Mr.  Lineaweaver  to  watch  them  or  anybody  to  watch  them,  but  he  saw 
them,  and  seeing  them 

Mr.  Payson.  He  reported  the  facts  to  you  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  and  probably  20  other  persons,  I  should  think. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  it  a  crime  for  men  in  the  Pension  Office  to  associate 
with  newspaper  men  t — A.  No,  not  a  crime. 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  An  indiscretion  ? 

The  Witness.  If  you  know  a  man  is  try ing  to  destroy  your  character 
and  he  is  concocting  all  sorts  of  lies  and  you  find  a  lot  of  people  con- 
stantly hobnobbing  with  him,  then  you  begin  to  think 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  many  men  have  you  discharged  on  that  account  f — A.  I  can 
not  tell,  but  I  will  give  you  a  list  if  you  want  it.  Kemember,  now, 
there  were  a  few  tolerably  big  fellows  and  a  few  others  who  like  moths 
rushed  into  the  light  and  had  their  wings  singed  oft\  There  is  one  of 
them,  for  example  [pointing  at  a  man  in  the  room]. 

Q.  Do  you  allude  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Assistant 

Secretary  as  the  big  fellows  who ! — A.  Ko ;  I  am  talking  about 

these  men  who  were  associating  with  George  B,  Fleming. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  the  line  at  George  B.  t — A.  I  spoke  of  him  because 
I  happened  to  have  him  turned  out  for  cause,  and  he  is  taking  his  re- 
venge. He  has  got  a  good  deal  of  it,  and  there  is  no  question  about 
that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  Edward  Benaud  discharged  from  the  Pension 
OfBce  for  giving  information  to  the  newspapers! — A.  Must  I  take  up 
the  Benaiid  case  f 
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Mr.  Payson.  I  will  be  glad  to  have  everything. 


Mr.  Enlob.  We  will  go  on  with  the  Taylor  case  now,  as  we  are  on 
that.  These  iutrigaes  to  which  yon  alluded  in  yoar  testimony  this 
morning  among  newspaper  men  and  Pension  Office  employes — did  not 
yoar  patience  exhaust  itself  about  the  time  an  article  appeared  showing 
up  your  connection  with  the  Gypsum  Mining  Company  t 

A.  Oh,  no.  That  had  been  going  on  from  time  to  time;  that  did  not 
exhaust  my  patience,  because  my  connection  with  that  is  perfectly  legit- 
imate. I  put  a  good  deal  of  money  in  it,  and  it  is  quite  a  legitimate 
enterprise.  There  is  a  large  and  valuable  property  there,  and  I  put  a 
large  amount  of  money  in  it,  and  what  they  might  say  about  that  I 
would  not  take  any  offense  about  it. 

Q.  You  are  not  ready  to  answer  the  questions  that  were  asked  you  in 
regard  to  the  sources  from  which  you  got  the  money 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  not  a  proper  matter  in  connection  with  this  ex- 
amination. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  was  published  in  the  newspapers  that  tended  to  injure  yon 
and  for  which  you  were  punishing  these  men  t — A,  Well,  I  will  have  to 
get  the  articles  themselves  to  show  you. 

Q.  It  did  not  make  a  sufficient  impression  on  your  mind  for  j'ou  tobe 
able  to  state  it  here  ? — A.  Oh,  yes;  but  there  were  a  great  many  things. 

Q.  Were  charges  relating  to  the  discharge  of  your  son  or  his  resigna- 
tion, the  circumstances  tending  to A.  It  began  long  way  back  of 

that  and  it  has  been  kept  up  from  time  to  time  right  along. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  fact  that  there  was  published  in  the  newspapers  at 

the  time  the  circumstances  of  your  son's  resignation  that  led  you 

A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  That  was  not  the  fact  t— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  no  relation  to  thatY — A.  I  do  not  know  that  Fleming  had 
anything  to  do  with  that  or  Taylor.  These  things  were  brought  out  in 
the  Evening  Star  here,  I  think.  I  don't  think  those  men  were  respon- 
sible for  that. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  question  or  two  in  regard  to  your  statements 
which  yon  filed  there  concerning  Mr.  Taylor.  In  your  letter  recommend- 
ing the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Taylor  you  state  that  he  caused  the  name  of 
one  Brown  to  be  dropped  from  the  pension  rolls  and  on  a  review  of  the 
case  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  he  was  restored.  Did  this  man  Brown 
belong  to  the  Third  Iowa  Cavalry,  or  do  you  know  of  that ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Was  not  General  Bussey  the  colonel  of  that  regiment  f — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  at  one  time. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  papers  in  the  case! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  letter  that  Taylor  had  him  dropped  from  the 
rolls.  Do  not  you  know  that*that  is  not  a  fact  ?« A.  I  thought  it  was 
upon  the  report  that  he  was  dropped  from  the  rolls. 

Q.  Did  you  know  it  when  you  wrote  that  letter  I — A.  I  thought  I  did ; 
I  aimed  to  make  a  true  statement. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  now  you  made  itt — A.  I  think  so.  I  know  that 
Bussey  and  I  talked  about  the  matter  afterwards,  and  he  knew  the  man 
perfectly  well 

Q.  Did  you  not  make  that  statement  through  prejudice  and  under 
what  yon  supposed  to  be  a  state  of  facts  at  that  time? — A.  No,  sir;  I 
have  had  no  prejudice  against  Mr.  Taylor. 

Q.  I  supposed  from  reading  that  letter  you  had  none. — A.  I  simply 
had  cause. 
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Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  claim  passed  throagh  the  h&nds  of  five 
special  examiners  after  Taylor  had  it,  and  before  it  was  finally  acted 
npon? — A.  I  will  give  the  facts. 

Q.  I  will  give  you  a  memorandum  made  from  the  papers  in  the  case 
by  the  chief  of  the  law  division,  whom  we  have  had  here.  Here  is  a 
memorandum  of  it.  You  can  look  at  that. — A.  Well,  the  fact  I  stated 
in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  Taylor  treated  the  people  there  is 
entirely  correct,  because  it  is  taken  from  the  affidavits  of  the  people 
who  testified  for  the  purpose  of  having  these  men  restored,  and  upon 
considering  those  affidavits 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  me  interrupt  you  there.  Do  you  remember  the 
special  examination  of  the  action  of  Mr.  Taylor  when  he  was  out  there 
investigating  those  cases  being  had,  and  a  formal  report  made  upon  itT 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  a  matter  you  can  bring  in  in  the  cross-examina- 
tion. 

Mr.  Payson.  This  is  a  very  goo<J  place  to  bring  it  in.  I  have  the 
original  report. 

The  WiTNjiSS.  I  know  Gen.  Bnssey,  and  I  went  over  that  evidence. 
He  was  a  man  with  whom  he  was  well  acquainted ;  served  in  the  same 
regiment,  etc. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  I  am  asking  a  question  of  fact  which  you,  as  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions, stated  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  an  official  letter;  did  not 
you  state  in  that  as  a  fact  that  which  the  record  shows  not  to  be  a  fact  ? — 
A.  I  have  the  papers  here.  I  may  have  stumbled  in  regard  to  the  dates 
at  which  Taylor's  examination  was  made,  but  I  did  not  in  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  he  treated  those  people. 

Q.  We  are  discussing  the  facts;  the  proof  in  regard  to  his  conduct  is 
a  matter  I  am  not  questioqing  you  on  now. — A.  That  is  an  important 
thing  to  be  considered  in  connection  with  it. 

Q.  I  want  to  get  at  the  accuracy  of  your  statements  and  see  whether 
or  not  you  had  any  prejudice.  I  certainly  must  take  your  statement 
that  you  had  none.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Mr.  Brownoil  was  the  last 
special  examiner  who  hapdled  the  papers  in  that  casef — A.  The  papers 
will  show  that. 

Q.  When  you  wrote  that  letter,  then,  did  you  know  Mr.  Brownell  sub- 
mitted a  report  that  Brown  be  dropped  from  the  rolls  and  not  Taylor! — 
A.  I  supposed  Taylor's  report  was  the  last  one  in  the  case.  I  read  the 
affidavits  of  these  gentlemen  who  testified  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
Taylor  conducted  matters  there. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  report  of  Taylor  in  the  case! — A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  If  you  did,  then,  when  you  made  those  charges  against  Taylor  did 
you  not  know  he  did  not  make  the  charge  against  Brown,  that  they 
were  made  in  the  report  of  Special  Examiner  Brownell  and  Taylor  was 
ordered  to  investigate,  and  in  Taylor's  report  he  recommended  that 
Brown  be  suspended  from  the  rolls  upon  the  order  given  him  to  investi- 
gate the  case? — A.  They  made  a  report. 

Q.  Had  you  read  that  report  when  you  made  that  statement! — A.  I 
stated  he  recommended  his  su8])ensiou 

Q.  Pending  an  examination! — A.  And  now  I  say  the  manner  in 
which  Taylor  treated  the  witnesses  as  to 

Q.  You  were  arraigning  him  for  injustice  to  a  soldier! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  having  him  dropped  from  the  rolls,  and  arraigning  him  for  a 
false  statement  as  to  his  action  ! — A.  If  I  had  used  the  word  '<  sus- 
pended ^  instead  of  **  dropped  ^  I  would  have  been  entirely  accurate. 
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Q.  You  woald  not,  because  five  other  examiners  had  examined  that 
report  and  concurred  in  it.  Is  it  yoar  idea  that  because  you  did  not 
like  the  man  to  punish  him  for  doing  his  duty  in  the  case  f — A.  Kot 
at  all. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  recommend  that  the  other  five  be  discharged 
for  making  that  report  ^ — A.  I  found  Mr.  Taylor  engaged  in  very  bad 
conduct,  and  among  other  things  I  found  the  manner  in  which  he  treated 
those  people 

Q.  Then  this  statement  you  threw  in  there  was  simply  an  expression 
of  opinion  of  Mr.  Taylor  and  not  to  have  any  weight  in  influencing  the 
action  of  the  Secretary  f — A.  I  referred  to  the  case. 

Q.  You  intended  that,  then,  to  influence  the  action  of  the  Secretary  ^ — 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did,  and  I  think  if  you  talk  to  Bussey  he  will  tell  you  he 
thought 

Q.  I  will  let  him  testify  about  that. 

Mr.  Payson.  It  is  competent  for  Gen.  Eaum  to  testify  what  Gen. 
Bussey  and  himself  concluded  about  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  B^  has  stated  that. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  we  looked  over  the  papers  together. 

By  Mr.  Enlok  : 

Q.  Now  you  know,  being  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  that  all  testi- 
mony collected  by^  special  examiners  who  handle  claims  are  passed 
upon  by  the  board  of  review  of  the  Pension  Office,  and  it  alone  has 
authority  to  approve  or  disapprove  of  these  reports.  Did  not  that 
board  of  review  approve  Mr.  Taylor's  report  and  all  these  reports 
there t — A.  Yes;  their  final  action  was  to  drop  the  man. 

Q.  Did  you  recommend  their  dismissal  because  they  did  injustice  to 
this  soldier! — A.  They  acted  upon  the  report  of  these  people  there. 

Q.  Taylor  was  a  man  who  was  prejuijiced  against  tlie  soldiers  and 
not  fit  to  handle  their  claims;  do  you  know  anything  about  his  record 
as  a  soldier  f — A.  I  think  he  was  a  soldier. 

Q.  Has  he  not  got  a  record  as  good  as  yours  f — A.  I  believe  he  haa 
a  pretty  fair  record. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  mean  as  a  soldier  there! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  he  has  a  pretty  good  record. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  being  true,  then,  you  are  not  going  upon  any  general  prac- 
tice in  alleging  unfairness  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Taylor! — A.  I  think  the 
make-up  of  the  man  

Q.  Oh,  it  is  the  makeup  of  the  man,  and  you  impeached  his  report^ 
which  was  correct  according  to  the  opinion  of  every  other  c*xaminer 
who  had  to  do  with  it,  and  you  and  Gen.  Bussey  sat  in  your  offices  and 
overruled  the  decision  of  the  board  of  review  and  five  special  examin- 
ers, this  man  being  a  member  of  Gen.  Bussey's  regiment,  and  then  the 
charge  is  made  that  Taylor  was  prejudiced  against  the  soldier  !— A.  You 
want  me  to  answer  that  long  rigmarole,  yes  or  no  ! 

Q.  yes,  sir! — A.  I  do  not  choose  to  do  that.  The  matter  came  up 
before  Gen.  Bussey,  who  had  charge  of  the  case,  and  he  had  the  right 
under  the  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  act  upon  it,  and  he 
acted  u])on  it. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  another  question  about  that  case.  Do  you  know 
whether  there  was  an  appeal  from  the  decision  ! — A. '  I  do  not  recollect 
that;  the  papers  will  show  that. 

Q.  I  think  there  might  have  been,  but  I  wanted  to  know  if  you  knew 
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anything  about  it.  Have  you  ever  examined  Mr.  Taylort  record  as  a 
Pension  Office  employ6  to  see  whether  or  not  he  was  as  a  matter  of 
fact  recommending  claims  for  rejection? — A.  I  have  not  examined  all 
his  reports,  becanse  that  wonld  be  a  very  voluminous  thing. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  examined  them  enough  to  state  that  was  so  as  a 
general  thing? — ^A.  Well,  I  had  some  conversation  in  regard  to  them. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  have  that  with  ? — A.  People  in  the  office. 

Q.  Who  ? — A.  With  the  people  in  the  office,  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
he  carried  himself  towards  witnesses  and  all  that,  just  as  I  stated  here. 

Q.  You  took  the  opinions  of  the  people  in  the  office  and  not  the  offi- 
cial records? — A.  The  treatment  of  witnesses  is  not  to  be  ascertained 
from  the  report  of  the  man  who  makes  the  report. 

Q.  That  is  a  difiPerent  branch  of  the  case;  what  I  am  talking  about 
is  doing  injustice  to  the  soldiers;  that  is  the  branch  of  the  case  I  am 
speaking  of? — A.  I  regard  that  as  a  great  injustice  to  the  soldier,  that 
he  must  be  met,  when  met  at  all  by  a  special  examiner,  as  a  man  un- 
worthy of  belief,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Taylor  and  these 
other  examiners  and  the  report  in  regard  to  Brown's  case  was  not  a 
just  one  ? — A.  I  did  not  think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  really  examine  the  papers,  or  did  Gen.  Bussey  do  that  ?^- 
A.  He  and  I  went  over  the  papers  together  at  his  desk. 

Q,  You  both  went  over  with  them.  Did  Gen.  Bussey's  relation  to 
this  soldier,  he  having  been  a  member  of  his  old  regiment,  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  that  decision? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  did.  I  think  Gen. 
Bussey  is  a  very  clearrheaded  man,  and  I  do  not  think  that  he  was  car- 
ried away  by  the  fact  that  Brown  served  with  him. 

Q.  Was  not  that  a  very  strong  case  for  you  to  overrule ;  you  do  not 
decide  appeals  from  the  Pension  Office  ? — A.  Oh,  no ;  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Then,  if  this  case  was  not  appealed  from,  how  did  it  come  that 
Gen.  Bussey  was  there  to  consult  with  you? — A.  He  was  not  there;  he 
was  at  his  desk. 

Q.  His  desk  was  not  at  the  Pension  Office? — A.  No;  at  the  Secre- 
tary's office. 

Q.  What  were  the  papers  doing  at  the  Secretary's  office? — A.  He 
is  the  head  of  the  board  of  appeals. 

Q.  This  was  not  an  appeal  from  your  decision ;  you  never  rejected 
this  case  ? — A.  The  case  was  brought  to  my  attention  in  connection  with 
Taylor's  methods  of  doing  business.  You  will  see  if  you  look  at  that — 
you  will  find  that  a  man  had  been  sent  out  from  the  office  to  investigate 
Taylor. 

Q.  Well,  we  are  investigating  Taylor  now. 

Mr.  Payson.  Perhaps  this  will  refresh  your  recollection. '  That  is  the 
report  of  the  inspector  who  investigated  Mr.  Taylor  (handing  paper  to 
witness). 

The  Witness.  That  was  done,  I  believe,  on  the  direct  instruction  of 
the  Secretary  before  I  went  in  there.    That  is  my  recollection  now. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Let  me  call  you  attention  to  this  case.  Who  was  the  chief  of  the 
special  examiners  at  that  time  ? — A.  I  will  have  to  get  the  date  of  that. 

Q.  I  will  give  you  the  date  of  it. — A.  It  must  have  been  Mr.  Brooks. 
I  see  he  made  a  report.    It  must  have  been  Brooks. 

Q.  Be  was  chief  of  the  special  examination  division  April  8, 1890? — 
A.  I  think  that  Butterfield  was  in  that  time. 

Q«  Do  you  know  whether  Theodore  Smith  was  the  man  who  called 
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your  attention  to  this  case  or  not  t— A.  I  do  not  recollect  as  to  that.  I 
think  it  was  Brooks.  The  case  should  have  been  sent  to  Oen.  Bussey 
when  this  report  of  Brooks  was  made. 

Q/  What  was  the  date  of  that  report? — A,  Secretary  Bussey  ordered 
to  have  an  investigation  made  there  April  4,  1889. 

Mr,  LiND.  That  was  before  you  went  into  the  office  ? 

The  Witness.  Yes  sir  5  and  on  May  7, 1889,  Brooks  made  this  report* 

Mr.  Enloe.  Who  made  the  order  for  this  investigation  t 

Mr.  Payson.  Secretary  Bussey. 

Mr.  Enloe.  But  who  ordered  the  investigation  f 

The  Witness.  Commissioner  Tanner. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  W^ho  signed  the  letter  t — A.  This  is  a  copy.  I  do  not  know  who 
signed  it. 

Q.  What  is  that  indorsement  there  !  What  do  you  understand  by 
that  f    Just  read  the  indorsement. 

The  Witness  (reading).  "Theodore  Smith  ex." — that  is  an  abbrevia- 
tion of  the  word  examination — '*  and  report  to  me,  J.  T.''  I  suppose 
that  is  James  Tanner.  I  do  not  know  it,  but  I  assume  it  is,  because  fol- 
lowing that  is  a  letter  of  Mr.  Tanner  directing  that  examination  to  be 
made.  I  say  that  report  should  have  been  sent  to  Secretary  Bussey  by 
the  Commissioner  when  it  was  returned  to  the  office,  but  by  some  means 
or  other  it  was  not  sent  to  him  until  I  came  into  office  and  I  forwarded  it. 

Q.  Is  it  not  Theodore  Smith,  and  not  this  man  Brooks,  who  was 
ordered  by  Commissioner  Tanner  to  make  this  examination  f — A.  Here 
is  the  letter  dated  April  22, 1889,  signed  James  Tanner,  addressed  to 
Mr.  W.  J.Brooks,  special  examiner,  instructing  him  to  make  this  inves- 
tigation. Of  course  I  do  not  know  who  signed  theletter,  but  the  records 
of  the  office  would  show. 

Q.  That  letter  was  written  after  this  memorandum  here,  which  is 
indorsed  by  Theodore  Smith  ! — A.  No,  that  is  Tanner's  indorsement,  I 
suppose. 

Q.  That  was  a  direction  to  Theodore  Smith  and  that  was  April  4t — 
A.  I  presume  this  letter  came  to  Mr.  Tanner's  desk  and  he  put  that 
memorandum  on  it  and  it  went  to  Theodore  Smith,  to  whom  this  letter 
was  directed,  and  I  assume  it  came  back  to  Mr.  Tanner's  desk  for  sig- 
nature ;  at  all  events  there  is  his  signature  and  Brooks  took  his  orders 
and  went  out  there  and  made  the  examination. 

Q.  Was  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  called  to  that  re- 
port by  Mr.  Taylor!  Do  you  know  what  opinion  the  Secretary  enter- 
tained in  regard  to  it  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  action  was  taken  1 — A.  I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Taylor  pre- 
sented it.  I  do  not  think  that  he  had  anything  to  do  with  presenting 
it.  It  was  not  sent  to  the  Secretary's  office  until  1  went  in  as  Commis- 
sioner. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Taylor  afterwards  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary^ 
of  the  Interior  to  it  and  was  not  an  effort  made  to  punish  Mr.  Taylor  at 
that  time  for  it  f — A.  I  know  what  opinion  Gen,  Bussey  expressed  to 
me  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  the  Secretary  thought  about  it  ? — A.  I 
know  what  opinion  Gen.  Bussey  expressed  to  me  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr,  Taylor  was  in  any  way  censured  for 
that  f — A.  He  was  not  by  me. 

Q.  He  was  not  turned  out  or  reprimanded  for  it  f — A.  I  do  not  suppose 
Gen.  Bussey  reprimanded  him,  I  left  it  with  Gen.  Bussey. 
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Q.  Wafi  DOt  the  bringlDg  of  ibis  case  ap  an  afterthongbt  and  simply  a 
means  of  trying  to  punish  Mr.  Taylor  for  what  you  alleged  were  his  in- 
trigues with  newspaper  men?  Was  it  not  an  afterthought  to  look  this 
up  ? — A.  I  simply  invited  the  attention  of  the  Department  to  a  thing  I 
thought  it  was  proper  to  call  attention  to. 

Q.  It  bad  been  lying  there  as  a  matter  of  fact  without  any  attention 
beiog  called  to  it  officially  f — A.  It  LM  been  in  the  hands  of  Secretary 
Bussey  and  he  was  Very  indignant  with  Taylor  over  it. 

Q.  This  report  was  in  1889  and  it  took  you  two  years  to  find  out  that 
Mr.  Taylor  ought  to  be  punished  for  thatt — A.  It  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  amongst  other  things  that  he  had  done. 

Q.  Yon  made  another  statement  in  that  letter  to  which  I  call  your 
attention  ;  '^  In  the  case  of  an  old  blind  soldier  who  tried  for  years  to 
get  justice,  the  claim  was  assigned  to  Mr.  Taylor  for  examination.  Se 
boasted  to  me  that  he  had  kept  a  man  out  of  his  pension  for  over  three 
years.  The  man  finally  died  a  pauper.  After  the  death  of  the  soldier 
the  widow  prosecuted  the  claim.  It  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Commissioner  and  Taylor  came  forward  at  once  to  endeavor  to  de- 
feat it.  As  the  claim  involved  a  large  payment  I  brought  it  to  the  at- 
tention of  Assistant  Secretary  fiussey,  and  he  and  I  went  over  it 
carefully  and  the  claim  was  allowed  to  the  widow.  The  old  soldier, 
however,  lies  in  a  pauper's  grave  because  of  the  mental  obliquity  and 
prejudice  of  F.  M.  Taylor."  What  case  was  that! — A.  I  will  have  to 
hunt  that  up. 

Q.  Would  not  you  know  what  case  that  was  if  your  attention  was 
called  to  it? — A.  lean  not  remember  the  name  now. 

Q,  Do  you  know  where  the  man  lived  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  f — A.  He  had  gone  into  Canada. 

Q.  When  and  where  did  he  enlist!  Do  you  know  that! — ^A.  I  can 
not  give  the  history  of  the  case  without  loolung  at  the  papers. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  say  Taylor  kept  him  out  of  the  pension  ! — A. 
He  said  to  me  he  kept  him  out  of  it  three  years. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  that  statement  on  Taylor's  information!— A.  He 
came  into  my  room — he  had  heard  of  this  case  being  brought  up  by 
some  means  or  other — and  he  stated  it  was  an  old  fraud  and  various 
things  of  that  kind,  and  that  he  had- kept  him  out  of  his  pension  for  a 
good  while,  etc.,  and  I  had  the  case  examined,  and  finally  sent  it  over 
to  Bussey ;  there  were  a  good  many  important  cases  coming  up  at  the 
time,  and  I  went  over  to  the  Secretary's  office  where  the  payments  were 
heavy  so  as  to  have  the  advice  of  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  document  and  examine  it  and  see  if  that 
is  the  man  you  are  talking  about ! — A.  I  would  not  be  able  to  tell  you 
without  I  examined  into  the  matter  at  the  office,  but  I  can  find  it. 

Q.  I  think  you  will  be  able  to  identify  the  case  ! — A.  [Examining  the 
papers.]    I  presume  this  is  the  case. 

Q.  well,  from  that  report  there  can  you  say  when  and  where  that 
man  died  ! — A.  He  seems  to  have  died  in  Canada. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter! — A.  This  communication! 

Q.  That  report,  I  mean  !— A.  November  17,  1887. 

Q.  Will  you  look  and  see  when  Mr.  Taylor  was  ordered  to  investi- 
gate that  case  ! — A.  I  think  I  see  that. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that !— A.  November  10, 1887. 

Q.  Do  you  find  in  there  any  statements  about  the  death  of  the  man  ! — 
A.  In  this  letter  ! 

Q.  In  the  report  of  the  examiner ;  that  is  the  report  of  Mr.  Taylor, 
the  examiner  in  the  case  t — ^A.  It  says,  <^  I  learned  Frank  Delair  was 


PENSION   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  303 

dead,  having  died  several  weeks  prior  to  my  arrival;"  be  does  not 
seem  to  fix  the  exact  date. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  communication  t — A.  November  17, 1887. 

Q.  Now,  that  was  one  week  after  he  received  orders  to  investigate 
this  case  f — A.  Just  let  me  examine  that  a  moment. 

Q.  Don't  this  order  from  the  Pension  Office  show  that  Mr.  Taylor 
never  had  the  papers  in  the  case;  that  he  was  ordered  there  to  investi- 
gate, but  did  not  have  the  papers  with  him  f — A.  I  presume  the  papers 
followed ;  that  is  the  usual  way.  Of  course,  I  don't  know  as  to  that, 
but  that  is  the  usual  way ;  they  send  the  papers  afterwards. 

Mr.  LiND.  What  you  really  want  to  ascertain  is  whether  or  not  he 
ever  had  the  papers  during  the  lifetime  of  the  pensioner? 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  I  want  to  find  out. 

The  Witness.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that. 

Q.  Wouldn't  the  record  here  show  it  if  he  did  have  them  f — A.  I  simply 
know  that  the  practice  of  the  office  is  to  send  the  papers  to  a  special 
examiner  when  he  is  ordered  to  examine  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  that  this  letter  be  incQrporated  in  the 
record. 

(Letter  of  November  10, 1887.  To  Mr.  F.  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner, 
Buffalo,  S.  Y.) 

March  22,  1892. 
Mr.  F.  M.  Taylor, 

Special  Sxaminer,  Buffalo,  N.  T.,  Hudson  District, 

BiR:  Yon  are  advised  that  a  pension  of  |72  per  month,  with  arrears  of  over  $12,000, 
for  disease  of  the  eyes,  resulting  in  blindness,  has  been  granted  and  will  shortly  be 
paid  to  Frank  Delair,  late  of  Company  I,  Eighteenth  Illinois  Infantry,  and  now  a 
resident  of  Coburg,  Ontario. 

You  are  instrnotedto  proceed  at  once  to  Coburg  and  cause  notice  of  the  above  to 
be  inserted  in  the  local  papers,  and  also  make  prompt  inauiry  of  the  facts,  so  far  as  it 
can  be  ascertained  withont  the  papers,  as  to  whether  the  payment  is  considered  a 
Just  and  proper  one  in  the  community  where  he  has  so  long  resided  and  where  he  had 
made  his  home  before  enlistment.  The  inclosed  slip' is  also  forwarded  for  your  guid- 
ance and  you  should  obtain  such  information  as  possible  as  to  whether  his  blindness 
is  considered  as  the  result  of  his  Army  service.  Inquiry  should  also  be  made  as  to  his 
being  a  person  mentally  competent  to  handle  so  large  a  sum  of  money  himself,  or 
whether  the  appointment  of  a  guardian  may  be  found  necessary.  As  certificate  has 
already  been  issued,  very  prompt  action  on  your  part  will  be  rec^uired. 

Supervising  Examiner  Browning  is  also  making  full  investigation  in  Illinois  among 
the  comrades  and  officers  of  soldlePs  regiment.    Mr.  Browning's  address  will* be  Ben- 
ton, Franklin  County,  lU. 
Very  respectfully, 

Wh.  E.  McLean, 
Acting  Commissioner, 

Q.  Kow,  where  the  case  has  already  been  adjudicated,  the  certificate 
is  about  to  issue,  and  this  letter  is  transmitted  from  the  Pension  Office 
to  an  examiner  in  the  field,  wouldn't  you  presume  that  the  papers  were 
sent  to  him  to  make-the  investigation  ordered  by  this  letter? — A.  Well, 
that. letter  seems  to  have  directed  him  also  to  look  into  the  origin  of 
the  disability.  I  was  just  listening  to  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions' letter.  He  seems  also  to  have  instructed  him  to  make  an  investi- 
gation as  to  the  origin  of  the  disability.  That,  I  presume,  was  simply 
a  precautionary  measure  on  his  part. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Here  is  the  deposition  of  Frank  Delare,  son  of  the  soldier, 
dated  Coburg,  Ontario,  Canada,  November  13, 1887.  This  is  the  evi- 
dence of  the  son  showing  that  the  father  died  six  weeks  or  two  months 
before. 

The  Witness.  I  admit  that  the  record  shows  that. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  report  already  in  shows  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  the  Commissioner  admits  it  that  is  all  risbt^ 
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Gen.  Battm.  I  admit  that  the  report  shows  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  offer  the  evidence  in  this  deposition  of  the  son,  show- 
ing tliat  his  father  died  six  weeks  or  two  months  before  the  examiner 
went  there  under  this  order. 

.  By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Now,  in  this  statement  to  the  Secretary,  where  you  ask  for  this 
man's  removal,  you  state  that  he  kept  that  soldier  out  of  his  pension 
for  three  years,  and  he  lies  in  a  pauper's  grave  on  account  of  it  What 
do  you  think  of  that  statement  now  f — A.  That  don't  change  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Taylor  came  to  my  room  and  informed  me  that  that  was  a 
fraudulent  claim.  I  find  that  I  made  an  error  as  to  whom  he  kept  out 
of  the  pension,  but  he  stated  he  kept  the  party  out  of  the  pension  for 
three  years ;  this  I  am  perfectly  clear  about.  I  find  now  that  it  was  not 
the  soldier,  but  the  widow  of  the  soldier.  He  made  that  statement  to 
me;  there  is  no  question  about  that.  '^ I  have  kept  certain  parties  out 
of  that  pension  for  three  years.    It  was  a  fraudulent  claim." 

Q.  How  could  a  special  examiner  who  simply  made  this  one  report — 
how  could  he  keep  a  party  out  of  their  pension  for  three  years ! — A. 
Ton  can  examine  his  report. 

Q.  The  report  shows  for  itself.  Now,  how  could  he  keep  them  out  of 
the  ])eusion  for  three  years  upon  that  simple  report.  Reporting  the 
fact  that  the  man  was  dead  and  reporting  some  other  facts  in  regard 
to  his  method  of  living!  Do  you  know  what  his  report  was  in  regard 
to  his  method  of  life? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  a  blind  man  and  a  pauper, 
and  lived  as  a  pauper. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  came  into  this  country  and 
enlisted  for  a  bounty  ? — A.  I  don't  know  whether  the  papers  show  that, 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  long  he  lived  here  after  the  war  closed  ! — ^A, 
No,  sir ;  we  can  get  that  if  you  desire  it. 

Mr.  Beosius.  w  hat  relevancy  has  that  to  this  investigation  f  My 
inquiry  is  directed  to  the  point  as  to  the  relevancy  of  this  man's  his- 
tory, how  he  came  Into  the  war  and  all  of  that.  With  great  respect  and 
without  any  disposition  to  curtail  anything  that  is  proper,  it  seems  to 
me  that  is  entirely  outside  of  the  record  and  outside  of  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  allow  that  to  pass  then  as  not  very  material.  I  will 
ask  you  this  question  :  If  it  was  not  shown  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  this 
man  wsCs  drinking  a  great  deal  of  whisky,  all  he  could  get,  and  going 
about  over  the  country  and  in  Canada  with  a  woman  who  was  not  his 
wife,  for  several  years,  and  living  on  charity  ?  1  am  asking  about  the 
evidence  in  the  case  f 

Mr.  LiND.  Then  why  do  you  go  at  it  in  this  way  1 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  Commissioner  is  expressing  an  opinion  about  the. 
merits  of  a  case  he  has  passed  upon. 

Mr.  LiND.  Then  the  whole  record  should  go  in. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  should  like  to  have  the  whole  record  go  in.  .  - 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  objection  to  the. record  going  in  t 

Judge  Payson.  None  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  All  right ;  the  whole  record  will  go  in  then. 

Mr.  Enloe.  We  will  put  the  entire  record  in  and  ask  foF  a  certified 
copy  of  it.  I  will  agree  to  do  this.  If  counsel  for  the  Commissioner 
will  do  it  with  me,  we  will  go  over  the  record  and  decide  what  material 
points  we  wish  to  have  put  in. 

Judge  Payson.  That  will  be  satisfactoiy  to  me  and  I  will  do  that 
with  you. 
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The  folio wiog  is  an  abstract  of  the  case  referred  to  by  witness : ' 

Oris.  No.  166134,  Frank  Delalr,  private  Co.  I,  18  Illinois.  Iniantiy* 
Enliflted  May  2ti,  1861,  and  discharged  June  11,  1864. 
P.  O.  address  of  claimant.  Cobure,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Basis  of  claim,  disease  of  eyes  and  resalting  total  blindness. 
Claimant  died  September  3.  1887. 
Claim  admitted  November  3,  1887. 

W.  No.  420157,  Mathilda  Delair  filed  declaration  as  widow. 
Certificate  issued  to  widow  Nov.  25, 1889. 
Mailed  December  5,  1889. 
Rate  and  period,  $6.00,  from  Jane  12, 1864. 
Rate  and  period,  $8.00,  from  Jane  6, 1866. 
Rate  and  period,  $25.00,  from  Jaly  26, 1868. 
Rate  and  period,  $31.25,  from  Jane  4, 1872. 
Rate  and  period,  $50.00,  from  Jane  4, 1874. 

Rate  and  period,  $72.00,  from  June  17, 1878,  and  ending  September  3, 1887,  the  date 
•f  soldier's  death,  and  payable  to  Mathilda  Delair. 

377119.    Frank  Delair. 

General  Dys  :  This  is  a  claim  for  disease  of  eyes,  resalting  in  total  blindness, 
alleged  to  have  been  contracted  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  fall  of  1862. 

There  is  record  of  treatment  in  hospital  while  in  service,  Jane,  '63,  and  Jan.,  '64, 
for  inflam.  conjanctiva  and  chronic  ophthalmia. 

Mastered  oat  wiik  company  Jane  11th,  1864. 

A  sergt.  and  one  private  testify  to  origin. 

There  is  an  infirmary  record  of  blindness  from  opaqne  cornea  in  1868. 

The  case  is  approved  personaUy  by  Messrs.  F.  W.  Poor,  J.  R.  Van  Mater,  and  Dr. 
Campbell. 

As  to  when  claimant  became  totaUv  blind  the  testimony  differs.  ^ 

In  his  declaration  claimant  states  that  at  his  discharge  (Jane  11th,  '64,)  he  was  so 
completely  blind  that  he  coald  not  travel  withont  an  attendant  (the  testimony  of 
sach  attendant  wonld  be  valnable),  and  his  affidavit  dated  Aag.  2d,  '86,  states  that 
he  has  been  totally  blind  for  t«renty-one  (21)  years,  which  is  Aag.,  1865,  while  the 
testimony  as  to  continaance  shows  that  claimant  worked  for  two  or  three  years  after 
discharge. 

Claimant  came  from  Canada  to  enlist  and  retnmed  there  at  discharge.  Sapervis- 
ing  Examiner  Browning  informs  me  that  Sargeon  Henry  W.  Davis,  who  treated 
claimant  in  service,  is  now  at  Anna,  Union  Co.,  Ills. 

The  roster  reports  Sarg'n  Davis  with  the  regt.  at  master  ont,  June,  1864. 

It  might  be  well  to  examine  into  the  identity  of  claimant, 
"^ry  respeotf ally, 

WooTBH,  iZev. 

Nov.  9th,  W. 

Brief  made  by  request  of  chief  S.  E.  D. 


166134.    Frank  Delair    Dieeaee  of  eyea  and  reeulHng  ftUndneM.— 

Private  Co.  I,  18th  Ills.  Vol.  Infty.  Service,  May  28, 1861,  to  Jane  11,  1864.  Disoh. 
Allegation  filed  May  81,  1871.  Alleges  contracted  opacity  of  cornea,  which  resolted 
in  loss  of  sight,  being  completely  blind  at  discharge.  Treated  in  hospital  at  Mem- 
his,  Tenn.    Affdt.  filed  Aag.  9, 1886. 

'* Alleges  origin  at  Corinth  beginning  of  fall  of  1862,  believes  due  to  exposure  and 
sodden  changes  of  heat,  as  the  doctor  of  regt.  told  him.'' 

Affdt.  filed  Feb.  21,  1887. 

Alleges  total  blindness  since  fall  of  1868. 

Beoord. 

Entered  No.  1,  G.  H.,  Jackson,  Tenn. ;  disposition  not  given ;  ad.  Washington  G. 
H.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Jane  10,  1863,  with  inflam.  conjnnctivitis,  and  returned  to  diitv 
Sept.  8,  1863.  Ad.  St,  John's  College  G.  H..  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Jan'y  16,  1864,  with 
chronic  ophthalmia,  and  was  retarned  to  duty  Feb.  16, 1864. 

20  PEN* 
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Svidemm. 

E.  F.  Watkins,  oomd. ;  service  not  verified.  Rep.  not  known.  Allege*  **  served 
in  same  Co.  with  olmt. ;  that  when  he  first  met  him  in  servioe  appeared  to  be  and 
believes  was,  in  all  respects,  in  perfect  health,  and  in  particnlar  free  firpm  all  dis- 
ability of  sieht,  and  so  continued  apparently  well  and  sound  until  abont  beginning 
of  fall  of  1862.  At  Jarkson,  Tenn.,  he  began  to  be  affected  with  some  disability  oi 
the  eyes,  causing  them  to  be  inflamed,  watery,  and  interfering  f^reatly  with  vision, 
and  it  was  understood  at  the  time  (by  deponent)  that  said  disability  was  due  to  ex- 

Eosure  in  camp  life ;  knows  it  came  upon  the  clmt.  while  he  was  acting  in  the  strict 
lue  of  his  duty  and  without  his  fault,  as  far  as  deponent  knows,  and  without  his 
neglect.  Clmt.  was  a  good  and  faithful  soldier.  After  said  disability  began  to  affect 
clmt.  he  continued  to  suffer  therewith,  and  the  same  increased  upon  him  while  with 
company.    Not  related.    (Written  in  own  hand.) 

T.  C.  Watkins,  comd.;  service  not  verified ;  Cairo,  Ills.  Sep.  unknown.  ''  Served 
in  same  company  and  testimony  an  exact  duplicate  of  precediufi^  comd.,  £.  F.  Wat- 
kins.  Not  in  own  hand;  no  correspondence:  prior  soundness  and  continuance." 

Charles  Elliott,  age  58;  Coburg,  Canada.  Rep.  not  ascertained.  "  Worked  for  depo- 
nent before  enlistment ;  was  a  stout,  robust,  able-bodied  man ;  knew  claimant  ever 
since  his  return  from  service,  about  1864,  and  knows  that  during  all  that  time  he  suf- 
fered with  sore  eyes  and  failing  sight  continuously  year  after  year.  Was  in  his  em- 
ploy after  discharge,  at  which  time  he  had  only  the  partial  use  of  his  left  eye,  and 
nis  little  son  or  neighbor  workman  would  lead  him  to  his  work,  being  loading  veaaels 
with  lumber,  taking  lumber  from  the  rail  of  vessel  to  hatchwi^.  Worked  three 
years  daring  season  of  navigation ;  finally,  obliged  to  give  up  altogether,  as  his  sight 
failed  entirely.  Seen  him  mquently  since,  and  always  led  by  some  one.  His  sight 
is  entirely  gone.  Was  in  deponent's  employ  eight  years  altogether.  (Not  in  own 
hand;  no  correspondence. 

Charles  Elliott,  in  affidavit  identifying  soldier,  in  declaration,  states :  That  he  em- 
ployed *'  clmt.  in  his  storehouse  before  leaving  Canada  to  enter  the  U.  S.  Army  and  his 
eyesight  was  good  then,  and  on  his  return  he  employed  him  again  within  a  short  time 
after  nis  arrival  at  Coburg,  but  found  him  too  blind  to  do  common  laborer's  work 
about  his  storehouse,  and  was  obliged  to  and  did  discharge  him.  Said  applicant  than 
stated  his  eyes  were  affected  and  had  been  tor  some  months  before  he  received  his 
discharge  for  disease  contracted  in  the  Army  and  from  colds,  the  effects  of  sleeping 
on  the  cold,  wet  ground,  and  deponent  has  no  reason  to  disbelieve  said  assertion." 

Thomas  Kershaw,  age  60.  "  Knew  clmt.  since  about  1864,  and  during  all  that  time 
suffered  with  sore  eyes  and  failing  sight  continuously.  Clmt.  traded  at  deponent's 
grocery  and  provision  store  before  he  enlisted.  Was  well  built,  robust,  and  healthy. 
When  he  returned  from  servioe  told  deponent  he  had  lost  sight  of  right  eye  and  could 
see  very  indistinctly  with  the  left  eye.  Seen  him  off  and  on  ever  since,  and  has  been 
led  always  by  son  or  neighbor.  Believes  him  to  be  totally  blind  for  15  years  pa^^t: 
not  able  to  work  or  do  manual  labor  on  account  of  losing  his  sight,  although  he  did 
work  for  2  or  3  years  after  he  returned  from  the  Army  with  his  impaired  signt,  and  is 
now  living  on  charity.    Not  related" 

Affd.  executed  April,  1886.    Bep.  not  ascertained.    Not  in  own  hand. 

Dr.  A.  M.  Rosebur^h,  Toronto,  Canada.  ''  Is  custodian  of  Toronto  Eye  and  Ear  In- 
firmarv  records,  which  show  as  follows :  Francis  Delair,  of  Coburg  town.  Province  of 
Ontano ;  aged  45 ;  admitted  May  28,  1868|  for  trachoma  and  keratitis  pannosa.  Dis- 
charged Jiuy  26,  1868.    Result:  Trachoma  removed,  but  blind  from  opaque  cornea.'' 

Med.  ex.    Single  Surg,  Coburg,  Canada. 

Rates  for  total  blindness.    Feb.  1,  1886. 

Aug.  13, 1887.    Stover. 

377119.    Frank  Delair. 

General  Dye  :  This  is  a  claim  for  disease  of  eyes  resulting  in  total  blindness,  al- 
leged to  have  been  contracted  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  fall  of  1862.  There  is  record  of  treat- 
ment in  hospital,  while  in  service  June,  '63,  and  Jan'y,  '64,  for  inflam.  conjunctiva  and 
chronic  ophthalmia.    Mustered  out  tcith  company  June  11, 1864. 

A  sergt.  and  one  private  testify  to  origin. 

There  is  an  infirmaiy  record  of  blindness  from  opaque  cornea  in  1868.  The  case  is 
approved  personally  by  Messrs.  F.  W.  Poor,  J.  R.  van  Mater,  and  Dr.  Campbell. 

As  to  when  olmt.  became  totally  blind  the  testimony  differs.  In  his  declaration 
clmt.  states  that  at  his  discharge  (June  11,  '64)  he  was  so  completely  blind  that  he 
could  not  travel  without  an  attendant— (the  testimony  of  such  attendant  would  be 
^aluable\  and'his  affidavit,  dated  Aug.  2,  '86,  states  that  he  has  been  totally  blind  for 
twenty-one  (21)  years,  which  is  Aug.,  1865,  while  the  testimony  as  to  continuance 
shows  that  olmt.  worhed  for  two  or  three  years  after  discharge. 

Clmt  came  from  Canada  to  enMst  and  returned  there  at  discharge. 
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Snpecvising  Examiner  Browning  informs  me  that  Surgeon  Henry  W.  Davis,  who 
treated  clmt.  in  service,  is  now  al  Anna.  Union  Co.,  111.    The  roster  reports  Surgeon 
Davis  with  the  regt.  at  master  out,  June,  Ib64.    It  might  be  well  to  examine  into  the 
identity  of  clmt. 
Very  resp'ly, 

WooTBN,  Beo. 
Nov.  9,  W. 
Brief  made  by  request  of  ohf.,  S.  E.  D. 


CerU  377119.    Frank  Delair,  Co,  1, 18 IIU.  Inf. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  Gen.  W.  HoE.  Dye,  chief  S.  E.  Div. 

The  question  propounded  to  the  criminal  desk  is:  '^  Was  the  marriage  of  the  al- 
leged widow  a  feature  of  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  Gov't  f " 

Even  if  it  should  prove  to  be  so,  the  offense  was  not  committed  within  the  U. 
S.,  and  there  would  be  no  primary  jurisdiction  here  in  the  matter,  or  over  the 
parties.  However,  if  we  could  get  the  woman  on  thia  aide,  and  manage  to  secure 
nom  her  any  new  averment  covering  her  claim  to  the  accrued  pension,  then,  upon 
proof  showing  a  *' conspiracy,''  we  could  and  would  have  jurisdiction  in  the  matter 
and  over  the  person  of  the  **  widow" 

However,  there  are  other  points  to  be  determined,  in  my  jadgment,  before  this 
payment  should  be  made  to  the  '*  widow. " 

Special  Examiner  Taylor's  report,  including  Consular  Agent  Stephens'  testimony, 
tends  strongly  to  show  that  the  soldier  was  not  of  sound  mind,  and  therefore  incom- 
petent to  contract  marriage. 

The  consular  agent's  advice  to  them  to  marry  in  order  to  save  the  pension,  if 
true,  would  be  a  step  towards  the  groundwork  for  showing  the  marriage  to  be  void. 

It  must  be  remembered,  though,  that  the  onus  proband!  is  upon  the  Govt,  of  the 
U.  S.  to  impeach  this  marriage. 

Therefore,  I  would  advine  criminal  examination  to  develop  the  following: 

All  the  conversation  had  between  Consular  Agent  Stephens,  the  soldier,  and  the 
woman  relative  to  the  necessity  for  the  marriage,  with  all  the  circumstauoes  that 
gave  rise  to  it  (conversation). 

The  testimony  of  the  priest  who  performed  the  marriage  ceremony,  the  physician 
i)*  attendance  at  last  illness,  and  of  any  and  all  persons  present  during  last  illness, 
and  especially  at  or  about  the  time  of  the  marriage,  to  show  the  exact  physical  and 
mental  condition  of  the  soldier  at  that  time,  in  order  to  determine  his  capacity  to  con- 
tract marriage.    . 

The  soldier's  son  should  be  farther  x-examined  as  to  the  place  where  his  own 
mother  died,  and  as  to  the  interview  with  his  father  when  he  **  got  into  a  passion." 
The  son's  wife,  who  seems  to  have  been  present,  should  also  be  x-examined  thoroughly 
as  to  the  whole  converaaticn  referred  to  by  Edward  Delair  when  she  (Edward's  wife) 
quarreled  with  the  alleged  widow. 

Francis  Delair  should  be  traced  from  Coburg  to  Montreal,  where  he  died. 

The  priest,  who  was  in  the  habit  of  visiting  soldier  twice  a  day  before  his  death, 
should  be  asked  to  testify  as  to  all  he  knows  relative  to  the  relation  of  the  soldier  and 
alleged  wife. 

Ilfas  appears  from  the  widow's  letter  to  Edward  Delair,  the  sacrament  was  not  ad- 
ministered until  just  before  the  marriage,  I  would  infer  that  the  soldier  had  not  con- 
fessed until  that  time,  and  the  priest  would  not  then  be  bound  as  to  any  disclosures 
made  outside  of  the  confession. 

If  soldier  died  of  paralysis,  and  was  unable  to  move  (as  Stephens'  letters  would  im- 
ply), there  is  grave  doubt  that  he  realized  what  he  was  doing  when  he  Joined  in  the 
marriage  ceremonv. 

The  attending  physician  should  be  required  to  diagnose  bis  condition  when  he  first 
saw  him  in  last  sickness,  and  describe  the  rational  and  physical  signs  of  same.  If 
paralysis  was  present,  let  him  state  whether  complete  or  partial;  and  if  the  latter, 
what  organs  were  involved;  whether  the  brain  was  at  any  time  paralvzed  or  im- 
paired in  action ;  whether  it  ever  recovered  vigor,  and  if  so,  when,  and  to  what  degree ; 
and  how  long  before  the  marriage  that  change  took  place;  moreover,  the  exact  time 
(in  hours  and  minutes,  if  possible)  should  1^  ascertained  of  the  marriage  and  the 
soldier's  subsequent  death. 

The  physician  or  attendant  should  state  how  long  before  the  marriage  he  last  saw 
soldier,  and  precisely  what  his  condition  then  was. 

The  nistory  of  the  woman  should  be  traced  from  childhoorl,  to  determine  whether 
she  was  ever  previously  married,  and  if  so,  to  obtaiii  evidence  of  same,  and  it  should 
then  be  shown  whether  the  former  husband  or  husbands  were  dead  or  divorced. 

Any  declarations  of  the  soldier  in  his  lifetime,  and  especially  in  bis  last  days,  in- 
dicative of  his  relations  to  the  woman  and  of  a  disposition  or  determination  not  tQ 
make  her  hia  wife  (and  why  not),  should  be  carefally  gathered  u|^. 
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The  soldier's  marriage  to  the  first  wife,  aii.d  her  death  (or  divorce),  with  date  thereof* 
should  be  strictly  proved.  If  the  soldier  remarried  after  that,  the  same  cautions 
should  be  observed  relative  to  the  subsequent  wives. 

The  widow  should  be  remorselessly  X  questioned  over  the  whole  ffronnd,  beginning 
with  the  circumstances,  time,  and  place,  of  her  ^t  acquaintance  with  the  soldier,  and 
their  consorting  together. 

The  whereal^uts  of  the  soldier,  during  the  first  4  or  5  yrs.  after  discharge,  before 
he  returned  to  Coburg,  Canada,  should  oe  ascertained,  and  his  history  during  that 
time  thoroughly  ventilated. 

Consular-A^ent  Stephens'  whole  connection  with  the  matter  should  be  sifted  thor- 
oughly; and  it  should  be  ascertained  what  understanding,  or  agreement,  he  had 
directly  or  indirectly  with  the  soldier,  the  widow,  or  any  other  person,  relative  to 
what  he  should  receive  for  his  service,  or  as  a  gratuity  out  of  this  payment. 

I  recommend  that  Mr.  Jacobs  be  sent  to  Canada  to  work  up  these  points. 

W.  T.  PlERSON, 

Nov.  28,  '87.  CHm'l  Desk. 


Nov.  lU,  '87. 
Mr.  Bbucb,  Chf.  File$ : 

This  case  was  called  yesterday  from  the  record  div.,  and  is  now  to  be  charged  to 
Mr.  Browning,  supervisor,  personally,  for  a  special  ezarai nation  in  Jackson  Co.,  Ills., 
whether  soldier  is  j ustly  en ti  tied.    The  amou ut  involved  is  very  large — over  $12,000 — 
and  this  examination  is  largely  precautionary. 
B3'  order, 

Wm.  McE.  Dyk, 

Chief  S,  E,  Div. 

The  following  are  copies  of  the  slips  that  accompanied  the  papers  la 
the  case  wheu  it  was  referred  to  the  special  examination  division  and 
which  were  the  basis  of  the  varioos  special  examinations  had : 

8.  E.  Div.,  Fth.  14, 1888. 

Case  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  R.  G.  Hoge,  at  Carbondale,  111.,  for  further 
examination  in  Carbondale,  III.,  as  per  letter  of  Hon.  Com'r,  Feb.  13,  '88. 

A.  Erdman, 
CAKf  S.  E.  Div. 


8.  E.  Div.,  Mar,  5,  1888. 

Case  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  H.  W.  Snyder,  at  Cairo,  Ills.,  for  further 
examination,  to  obtain  the  testimony  of  Alexander,  Johnson  Co.,  Ills.,  as  to  origin. 

A.  Erdman,  Chief  8.  E.  Div. 

(Indorsed : )  M'ch  29,  '88.  Status  to  Att'y  F.  N.  Finch.  W.  H.  April  30,  '88. 
Status  to  widow.  W.  H.  May  17,  '8b.  Status  (CommVs  stamp)  to  Mrs.  Mathilde 
De  Lair.  See  copy.  Wayson.  May  17,  '88.  Ex'r  Snyder  to  complete  next  to  special. 
Wayson. 

S.  E.  Dnr.,  June  16,  188a 

C|Me  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  L.  C.  Walsh,  at  Mattoon,  III.,  for  further 
examination  at  Edinburgh,  Christian  Co.,  III.,  as  to  origin. 

D.  C.  Gentsch,  Chief  8.  E.  Div. 


S.  E.  Div.,  Aug.  10,  1888. 

Case  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  W.  C.  Wilkinson,  at  Fargo,  Dak.  Ty.,  for 
further  examination  in  Lawrence  Co.,  Dak.  Ty.,  near  Minnesela,  Butler  Co.,  Dak. 
Ty.,  as  to  origin. 

^  D.  C.  Gkntsch,  Chirf  8.  E.  Div. 

(Indorsed:)  Sopt  21,  '88.    Status  to  Hon.  Frank  Hiscock  (Senate).    Wayson. 


S.  E.  Div.,  Oct.  11,  1888. 

Case  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  J.  C.  Bossidy,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  for  further 
examination  in  Lawrence  Co.,  Dak.,  as  to  origin. 

D.  C.  Gentsch,  Chief  8.  E.  Div. 


S.  E.  Div.,  Nov.  %  1888. 
Case  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  J.  A.  Carr,  at  Huron,  Dak.,  for  further  ex- 
amination in  Beadle  Co.,  Dak,  as  to  origin.  ^,  .«„    «,    ^. 

'         '  *  D.  C.  Gjuctsch,  Chuif  8.  E.  Div. 


i 
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S.  £.  Div.,  June  19th,  1889. 

Case  this  day  sent  to  Special  Examiner  John  T.  Sadler,  at  Oj^densbnrg,  N.  Y.,  for 
farther  examination  at  Cobarg,  Canada,  and  elsewhere,  if  necessary,  as  to  legal  bar 
to  marriage  of  Matilde  Gnrboed  to  the  soldier. 

Theo.  Smith,  Aofg  Chi^S.  E,  Div. 

(Indorsed :}  Jnly  11,  '89.    Status  to  atty.,  F.  N.  Fitch,  C.  H.  J.  Q. 


377119.    Frank  Delaire,  Co.  /,  ISih  III.  Infif. 

WASHmoTON,  D.  G.,  June  lAih,  1889. 

Hon.  Jambs  Tannxr, 

CommUsUmer  of  PenHont. 

Sir  :  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  before  the  certificate  is  issued  in  this  case  that  a  spe- 
cial examination  should  be  made  to  determine  whether  there  was  any  legal  bar  to 
this  deathbed  marriage. 

This  soldier  and  alleged  widow  were  professional  beggars.  The  claimant  in  the 
case  the  soldier  picked  up  in  some  one  of  the  camps  in  the  vicinity  of  Quebec^  Can- 
ada. She  was  then  advanced  in  years.  It  does  not  appear,  from  the  papers  m  the 
case,  that  the  question  as  to  whether  she  had  a  legal  right  to  marry  the  soldier  has 
ever  been  investigated.  Neither  the  soldier  nor  the  alleged  widow  were  of  good  repu- 
tation. The  payment  in  this  case  will  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  $12,000,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  as  well  to  expend  a  few  hundred  dollars  more  to  ascertain  beyond  a  doubt 
that  the  payment  is  a  Just  and  legal  one. 
Very  respectfully, 

P.  M.  Taylor, 

Sp'l.  Ea^r. 
Approved. 

Jambs  Tannbr. 
15th  June,  '89. 


The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  report  of  Special  Examiner  F.  M. 
Taylor,  when  the  case  ^as  first  sent  to  the  field. 


Index  to  epeoial  examiner'B  report. 
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Oertlfloate  o^  '■MTlaffe 

Buffalo,  N.  T.,  November  17, 1687. 
Hon.  JoiiN  C.  Black, 

Cknnmiseioner  of  Peneiona. 

Drar  Sir:  On  the  11th  inst,  I  receiyed  a  letter  from  Hon.  Wm.  £.  McLean,  aot'g. 
commiBsioner  of  pensions,  directing  me  to  proceed  at  onoe  to  Cobourg,  Out.,  and  make 
inquiry  relative  to  Frank  Delaire,  to  whom  a  pension,  under  certf.  No.  377119,  bad 
been  granted  for  total  blindness.  • 

The  letter  of  instructions  I  make  exhibit  ''A"  of  this  report. 

I  receiyed  the  letter  the  evening  of  the  11th  and  as  I  had  to  be  in  Auburn,  N.  Y., 
on  the  15th  inst.,  my  time  for  making  the  investigation  was  limited.  I  bad  a  snb- 
jKBua  to  appear  before  the  U.  S.  court  at  Auburn,  N.  T.,  on  the  15th  inst. 

I  learned  that  Frank  Delaire  was  dead,  having  died  several  weeks  prior  to  my  ar- 
rival. 

He  was  a  professional  beggar ;  in  fact  a  drunken  beggar,  roaming  from  one  place  to 
another,  with  him  a  woman,  with  whom  he  had  been  living  for  some  twelve  or  four- 
teen years,  and  a  dog.    He  died  at  Montreal  Sept.  3dy  1887,  and  ^uat  b^torK^  \i^  ^\«j^ 
he  was  married  to  this  woman.    See  ezhibita. 
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The  son  informed  me  that  the  soldier,  his  father,  did  not  live  in  Cobonrg  nntfl 
foor  or  five  years  after  his  discharge,  but  he  conld  not  toll  me  where  he  did  live. 

At  Montreal  I  was  unable  to  get  trace  of  the  widow ;  she  had  left  the  honae 
where  the  soldier  died. 

The  soldier  at  discharge  had  a  wife  living,  who  the  son  said  died  three  or  four 
years  after  the  father  came  from  the  army. 

I  learned,  chiefly  from  Mr.  Stephens,  the  late  consular  agent  at  Cobourg,  and  Ed- 
ward Delaire,  that  this  claim,  which  seems  to  have  been  filed>floon  after  the  soldier'A 
discharge,  had  been  lost  track  of  and  was  about  two  years  aeo  brought  to  light 
again  through  an  inquiry  of  the  atty.,  Mr.  Fitch,  as  to  the  sddier's  whereabouts. 
This  letter  was,  it  seems,  addressed  to  the  then  fonsular  ag^t,  Mr.  Stephens,  who  since 
that  time  seems  to  have  taken  an  undue  ioterest  ih  the  case.  At  the  time  Mr.  Fitch 
made  his  inquiries  the  whereabouts  of  the  soldier  was  not  known.  The  son,  through 
an  advertisement,  succeeded  in  finding  him  at  Ottawa  and  went  there  and  took  him 
home  to  Cobourg,  and  took  care  of  him  until  he  went  to  Montreal,  a  few  weeks 
prior  to  his  death. 

Mr.  Stephens  told  me  that  he  advised  Delaire  to  marry  the  woman  he  was  living 
with  and  told  him  if  he  died  before  he  married  her  she  conld  not  get  a  pension. 

This  claim  should  be  thoroughly  specially  examined.  It  is  in  my  opinion  of  very 
doubtful  merit.  Whisky  may  be  good  for  the  stomach,  but  I  have  yet  to  learn  that 
it  is  a  good  remedy  for  disease  of  eyes ;  certainly  the  exposure  that  this  man  mast 
have  undergone  in  his  wandering  life,  together  with  the  large  amount  of  whisky  be 
has  consumed,  has  undoubtedly  nad  its  effect  upon  his  eyes. 

Query,  Was  not  the  deathbed  marriage  a  conspiracy  to  obtain  soldier's  pension  t 
Was  the  soldier  compos  tMntia  at  the  time  of  said  marriage  T  He  is  said  to  hiave  died 
of  a  second  stroke  of  paralysis.    Was  there  no  legal  bar  to  said  marriage  f 

I  should  have  endeavored  to  settle  these  questions  had  not  my  time  been  limited. 

Where  do  the  witnesses  live  who  testified  to  prior  soundness,  condition  atdischarge^ 
and  continuance  T  If  in  Cobonrg,  it  is  a  question  whether  they  are  competent. 
Very  respectfully, 

F.  M.  Taylor, 

Special  EMtmUnct* 

* 

Dbpartmsnt  or  thb  Imtbrior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
WaahingUm  D,  C,  November  10, 1887. 
Mr.  F.  M.  Taylor, 

Special  Examiner,  Buffalo,  N,  T,  (Hudson  Dist,)i 

Sir:  Yon  are  advised  that  a  pension  for  $72  per  month,  with  arrears  amounting  to 
over  $12,000,  for  disease  of  eyes  and  resulting  blindness,  has  been  granted  and  will 
shortly  be  paid  to  Frank  Delair,  late  of  Co.  °*  I,"  18th  III.  Volunteer  J^nfantry,  and 
now  a  resident  of  Cobnrg,  Out. 

You  are  instructed  to  proceed  at  once  to  Cobnrg  and  cause  notice  of  the  above  to 
be  inserted  in  the  local  papers,  and  also  make  prompt  inquiry  of  the  facts,  so  far  aa 
can  be  ascertained  without  the  papers,  as  to  whether  the  payment  isconsi<lered  a  Just 
and  proper  one  in  the  community  where  he  has  so  long  resided,  and  which  he  had 
made  his  home  before  his  enlistment. 

The  enclosed  slip  is  also  forwarded  you  for  your  ^idance ;  and  you  should  obtain 
suoh  information  as  is  possible  as  to  wnether  his  bbndness  is  considered  as  the  result 
of  his  army  service. 

Inquiry  should  also  be  made  as  to  bis  being  a  person  mentally  competent  to  handle 
so  large  a  sum  of  money  himself,  or  whether  the  appointment  of  a  guardian  may  be 
found  necessary. 

As  certificate  has  already  been  issued,  very  prompt  action  on  your  part  will  be  re- 
quired. 

Supervising  Examiner  Browning  is  also  making  a  full  investigation  in  Dlinoia 
among  the  comrades  and  officers  of  soldier's  regiment.    Mr.  Browning's  address  will 
be  Benton,  Franklin  Co.,  IlL 
Very  respectfully, 

Wm.  E.  McLean, 

Acting  CommissUmer. 


deposition. 

Case  of  Frank  Delair,    No,  377119. 

On  this  13th  day  of  Nov.,  1887,  at  Cobnrg,  Ontario,  Canada,  before  me,  F.  M. 

Taylor,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared  Edward  Delair, 

who,  being  duly  sworn  to  answei  truV;^  aW  vntAxrofSjatoriea  propounded  to  him  during 
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chis  special  exftmination  of  albresaid  pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  oyer 
thirty  years  of  age;  don't  know  my  exact  age.  Am  a  laborer;  P.  O.  address 
is  Cobur^,  Ontario ;  I  am  the  son  of  Frank  Delair ;  my  father  was  a  soldier  in 
the  Amencan  war,  in  the  U.  S.  Army,  I  think  the  18th  Illinois ;  he  was  an  applicant 
for  a  pension ;  Mr.  Stephens,  the  American  consnl,  was  looking  after  his  interests  on 
this  side,  Mr.  Fitch,  of  Watertown,  N.  T.,  was  his  attorney  on  the  other  side. 

My  &ther,  Frank  Delair,  died  of  paralysis  at  Montreal,  Canada;  I  can't  give  the 
date^  bnt  it  was  six  weeks  or  two  months  ago ;  he  was.  dead  a  week  before  I  knew  of 
it;  I  first  learned  it  from  a  letter  from  my  stepmother.  My  own  mother  died  aboat 
three  or  fbnr  years  after  my  father  returned  from  the  Army ;  I  was  very  small  then 
and  do  not  recollect  the  exact  time ;  my  father  did  not  leave  any  children  underage ; 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  married  to  the  woman  he  was  living  with  at  the  tkne 
he  died  or  not ;  he  picked  np  with  her  at  Quebec  or  Montreal  somewhere ;  he  never 
bad  any  ehildien  by  her,  to  my  knowledge. 

Her  name,  before  she  went  to  livixiff  with  my  father,  was  Caroline  (f)  Duboir  or 
Juboir  (f ),  or  something  like  that ;  loan't  say  whether  she  had  ever  been  married 
before  or  not ;  thev  have  been  living  together  for  some  thirteen  or  fourteen  years. 

1  can't  say  to  what  extent  his  eyesight  was  impaired  at  discharge ;  it  was  some 
four  or  five  years  after  his  discharge  that  I  first  saw  him ;  one  eye  was  about  gone 
then,  and  he  could  see  very  little  out  of  the  other. 

I  don't  know  where  her  address  is  in  Montreal,  but  I  have  a  letter  with  it  stated 
therein,  which  you  can  have. 

I  heard  yesterday  that  my  father  had  been  granted  a  pension  of  $12,648 ;  was 
shown  a  notice  of  it  in  a  newspaper,  and  Mr.  Stephens  got  some  papers  yesterday  from 
the  attorney. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  conversation  had  at  your  house  between  Mr. 
Stephens,  U.  8.  consnl,  and  your  father  about  his  not  being  married  T — A.  Mr. 
Stephens  and  I  both  asked  him  if  he  wished  to  have  either  minister  or  priest  down, 
and  he  said  that  he  didn't  want  any. 

Q.  Did  he  not  then  admit  that  he  wa^  not  married  f — A.  I  won't  say  whether  he 
did  or  not.  I  don't  recollect.  I  was  in  a  kind  of  passion,  but  I  told  him  if  he  was 
not  it  was  a  poor  life  to  lead. 

Q.  If  he  did  not  admit  that  he  was  not  married,  why  did  yon  suggest  that  he  send 
for  a  priest  to  marry  them  f — A.  He  may  have  said  he  was  not  married,  but  I  was  in 
a  passion,  and  did  not  pay  much  attention  to  what  was  said. 

I  understood  the  questions,  and  my  answers  have  been  correctly  recorded. 

Edward  (his  X  mark)  Dklaib. 

Witness : 

Gko.  J.  Stephkks. 
F.  M.  Taylor. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  13  day  of  November,  1887,  and  I  certify 
that  the  contents  were  fuUy  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

[SEAL.]  QlDKON  M.  ClARKB, 

U.  B.  Consular  Agi.f  Cobowg,  (Mi, 

* 

DEPOSITION. 

due  of  Frank  Delair.  No,  ^^. 

On  this  13th  day  of  Nov.,  1887,  at  Cobnrg,  Ontario,  Canada,  before  me,  F.  M.  Tay- 
lor, a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared  George  J.  Stephens, 
who,  being  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during 
this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  fifty- 
four  years  old,  am  a  cabinet-maker,  and  ex- IT.  S.  consnl  agent,  P.  O.  address  is  Co- 
burg,  Out.  I  have  known  Frank  Delair  ever  since  1864.  He  is  dead ;  died  in  Mon- 
treal, Canada,  about  six  weeks  ago ;  I  don't  know  the  exact  date.  My  information 
was  obtained  throngh  a  letter  shown  me  by  the  son  of  the  claimant,  Edward  Delair, 
supposed  to  have  been  written  by  the  claimant's  wife. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  the  claimant,  Frank  Delair,  was  married  to  the  woman  he 
was  living  with  at  the  time  he  died  f — A.  I  know  that  he  was  not  married  up  to 
the  time  he  left  here  for  Montreal,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  he  married  her  after 
going  there  or  not. 

I  was  called  by  the  son,  Edward  Delair,  to  go  down  to  his  house  and  quell  a  rumpus 
(his  wife  and  the  claimant's  wife  were  having  a  quarrel),  and  while  there  I  first 
learned  they  were  not  married.  The  son  was  calling  his  mother  hard  names,  and  I 
then  said,  "Frank,  are  yon  not  married  to  this  woman  T"  and  he  said  ''  No."  The  son 
then  said  they  had  no  bnsiness  living  that  way  and  his  father  said,  **  I  am  as  much 
married  to  her  as  I  was  to  your  mother;  I  jumped  the  broomstick  on  the  ^  '^\&v^^^\ 
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Abram."'    I  told  Delair  be  bad  better  send  for  tbe  priest  and  get  married,  but  be 
wouIdD^t. 

I  don't  know  ber  given  name,  nor  tbe  name  sbe  went  by  before  sbe  took  np  with 
tbe  claimant,  wbieb  I  think  was  about  twelve  or  fifteen  years  ago. 

Gko.  J.  Stephens. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  13  day  of  November,  1887,  and  I  certify 
that  tbe  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

[SEAL.]  GiDKOK  M.  ClaBKE, 

27.  S,  Consular  Agt.,  Cobimrg. 


Consulate-general  of  tbe  United  States  of  America  for  tbe  Provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  Montreal,  Canada : 

I,  tbe  undersigned,  consul-general  of  the  United  States  of  America  for  the  Prov- 
inces of  Quebec  and  Ontario,  do  hereby  certify  and  make  known  that  A.  L.  Sentenne, 
whose  signature  is  signed  to  the  annexed  instruments  in  writing,  is  and  Iras  at  the 
signing  of  the  same  an  acting  curate  of  Notre  Dame  Parish  in  the  city  of  Montreal, 
Canada,  commissioned  and  authorised  to  act  as  such,  and  that  full  faith  and  credit 
are  due  to  his  official  acts. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  the  seal  of  this  consulate-general,  at  Montreal,  this  14th 
day  of  November,  A.  D.  1887. 

I.8RAL.]  WSKDELL  A.  AlTDERSON. 

CkmmU-GeMral  of  the  Uniied  States  of  Ameriea. 


[Extract  from  the  register  of  baptfiiina,  msrrlAgee,  and  interments  of  the  parish  of  Montraal,  oonntj 

and  distariot  jiontreel,  ProYinoe  of  Qnebeo,  for  the  year  18OT.] 

The  5th  of  September,  1887,  we,  the  undersigned  priest,  have  buried  in  the  ceme- 
tery of  this  parish,  the  corpse  of  Francis  Dalaire,  beggar,  husband  of  Mathilde 
Ouibord,  deceased,  the  3rd  oi  the  month,  at  the  age  of  89  years,  of  this  parish. 
Witnesses :  Alfred  Dubord  and  Ferdinand  Savage,  who  have  signed. 

(Signed)  Alf.  G.  Dubord. 

(     "     )  Febdinand  Sayaqr. 

(Signed)  Jos.  St.  Jean,  Priest. 

Which  abstract  we  the  undersigned  certify  to  be  conformable  to  the  original. 
At  the  seminary  in  Montreal,  l^vember  14th,  1887. 

A.  I  J.  Sentenne, 
Priest,  Curate  of  Notre  Dame. 

Translation  of  certificate  of  interment  hereto  annexed.    G.  von  Entrees,  May  3,  '90. 

Bxtralt  den  reefstxes  des  baptdmee,  mariafces  et  s6pn1tarea,  faits  dans  la  paroisee  de  Montrtel, 
sous  le  titre  dn  8.  Nom  de  Marie,  dans  I'lle,  comM  et  district  de  Montr6al,  Provinoe  de  Qa6beo.  poor 
]'ann6e  mil  halt  cent  qnatrO'Vingt-sept 

Le  cinq  septembre  mil  huit  cent  quatre-vingt-sept,  nous,  pr^tre  soussign^,  avons 
inhnroddanslecimeti^redecetteparoissele  corps  de  Francois  Dalaire,  mendiant^^poux 
de  Mathilde  Guibord,  d^c^^  le  trois  du  mois  courant,  Ag<^  de  quatre-vingt-neuf  ans,  de 
cette  paroisse.  T^moins :  Alfred  Dubord,  comptable,  et  Ferdinand  Savage,  commis,  qui 
out  sign^. 

(8ign6)  Alf.  Du  Bord, 

Ferdinand  Savage. 

(8ign6)  Jos.  St.-Jean,  Ptre. 

Leqne]  extrait,  nous,  soussign^,  certifions  /^tre  conforme  ik  I'original. 
An  S^minaire  de  Montr<$al,  ce  14  novembre  1887. 

A.  L.  Sentenne, 
Ptre.  8.  S.,  Cwr4  de  N.  D. 

[8CEAU.1 


[Extract  from  the  register  of  baptisms,  marriages,  and  interments  of  the  pariah  of  Montreal,  oonnty 

and  district  of  Montreal,  ProTince  of  Qoebeo,  for  the  year  1887.] 

Tbe  30th  of  August,  1887,  after  having  obtained  the  dispense  of  the  three  bans  of 
marriage  from  Monseigneur  Edward  Charles  Fabre,  archbishop  of  Montreal,  we,  the 
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undersigned  priest,  properly  authorized  to  that  effect,  have  reoeived  the  mntnal  con- 
sent of  marriage  of  Francis  Dallaire,  beggar,  residing  in  this  parish,  and  widower  of 
Marie  Drolet,  and  of  Mathilde  Guibord,  also  residing  in  this  parish,  daughter  of  the 
deceased  Charles  Gaibord  and  Margaret  St.  Germain,  in  life,  of  Varennes,  and  have 
given  to  them  the  mntnal  benediction,  according  to  the  law  and  onstoms  observed  in 
the  holy  church,  in  the  presence  of  Louis  Larchev^qne  and  of  Andrew  Girard,  who 
have  not  signed,  also  not  the  contracting  parties. 

(Signed)  Wilfred  Hubert,  Priest 

Which  extract  we,  the  iindersigned,  certify  to  be  conformable  to  the  original  at  the 
Seminary  of  Montreal,  November  14th,  1887. 

(Sig.)  A.  L.  Sbntbnne,  Priesif  Curate  of  Notre  Dame. 

Translation  of  copy  of  marriage  certificate  hereto  annexed. 

C.  YON  Ektress. 
May  3,  ^90. 

[Eztndt  des  resistrea  des  bapt^meg,  marlages  et  s^pnltnrM.  fails  dans  lajparoisse  de  Montreal,  soa 
le  titre  do  S.Koin  de  Marie,  dans  Tile,  comt6  et  diatiiot  de  Montreal.  ProTinoe  de  Qa6bec,  pour 
rannte  mil  bnit  cent  qnatre  TiDgt  aept.] 

Le  trente  BOtt  mil  huit  cent  quatre  vingt  sept,  apr^s  avoir  obtenu  la  dispense  des 
trois  bans  de  mariage  de  Monseignenr  Edonard  Charles  Fabre,  Archevdqne  de  Mont- 
r<^al,  nous,  prdtre  sonssign^  et  dilment  autoris6  k  cet  effet,  avons  re^u  le  mutnel  oon- 
senteroent  de  mariage  de  Francois  D'allaire,  mendiant,  domicilii  sur  cette  paroisse  et 
venfde  Marie  Drolet,d'une  part,  et  de  Mathilde  Gnibord,  anssi  domioili^e  sur  cette 
paroisse,  fille  majeure  des  d^fuuts  Charles  Gnibord  et  Marguerite  St.  Germain,  en  lenr 
vivant,  de  Varennes,  d'autre  part ;  et  leur  avons  doun^  la  benediction  nnptiale,  selon 
les  lots  et  coutumes  observ^es  en  la  Ste.  Eglise,  en  presence  de  Louis  L'Archevdque  et 
d'Andre  Girard,  qui  n'ont  sn  signer  non  plus  que  les  ^poux.    Lecture  faite. 

(Sign^)  Wilfred  Hubert,  Ptre, 

Leqnel  extrait,  nous,  soussign^,  certifions  ^tre  oonforme  k  Toriginal. 

An  Seminalre  de  Montr6al,  ce  14  novembre  1887. 

[8CEAU.]  A.  L.  Sentennr, 

Ptref  8,  8,,  Cur4  de  Notre- Dame, 

Indorsed,  S.  E.  D.  No.  377119;  name,  Frank  Delarie;  P.  O.  address,  deceased; 
recommendation,  investigation ;  F.  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner. 

Sabseqaently  there  were  seven  special  examiner's  reports  as  to  ori^n, 
etc.  The  case  was  finally  submitted  for  admission  on  the  report  of  Spe- 
cial Examiner  John  T.  Sadler  and  admitted.  The  following  is  a  copy  of 
said  report : 

Index  to  epeoial  eoeaminet'e  report. 


Claim  of  Frank  Delair,  deceased. 


No.  377,119. 
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8.  E.  Diy.,  J.  B.  G.  Department  of  the  Intrrior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Washinglofi,  D.  C,  June  18,  1889. 
•  Mr.  J.  T.  Sadler, 

Special  Examiner,  Ogdenehurg,  N.  T. 

Sir  :  Herewith  are  transmitted  to  yoa  papers  in  th^  claim  of  Frank  Delair,  deceased, 
late  of  Co.  "I,"  18th  111.  Vol's,  cert.No.  377119,  for  examination  at  Cobnrfr,  Canada 
and  elsewhere,  if  necessary,  to  determine  definitely  if  there  existed  an^  l^^1B^.  V^^^  Xa 
the  marriage  of  Mathilde  Quibord  to  the  soldier. 


314  PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 

Tour  attention  10  invited  to  the  slip  of  Special  Examiner  ¥%  M.  Taylor,  dated  tbe 
14th  instant,  saggeeting  this  further  ezamiDation,  which  is  approved  by  the  honora- 
ble the  Couimissioner. 

You  will  proceed  at  once  with  this  Inyestigation  and  sabmit  yonr  report  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date. 
Very  respectfalljy 

Trbo.  Smith, 
8u>p^g  Bxaminer  Bud$o%  DiMU 


rNo.  Ctf.  8?7U9,  Fnmk  Delsir  (deo'd),  pri.  Co.  **  I/*  18th  His.  Vols.;  P.  0.  of  tho  widow,  Cobarg,  Onta* 

rio,  Can.] 

OODEN8BUKG,  N.  T.,  Jul$  13,  1880. 
Hon.  James  Takker, 

Commii^ner  of  PenHom: 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  papers  in  above-described  claim,  to- 
gether with  my  report. 

Claim  was  referred  for  special  examination  as  per  letter  of  instractions  marked 
exhibit  "A''  of  this  report. 

I  proceeded  to  Cobnrg,  Ontario,  and  was  not  long  in  locating  the  widow  and  the 
son  of  the  deceased  soldier.  She  is  now  making  her  home  with  the  son,  who  lives  in 
a  miserable  shanty  right  on  the  shore  of  Lake  Ontario.  The  place  is  almost  too  filthy 
to  be  inhabited;  however  the  son  with  his  own  family  and  stepmother  resido  in  the 
shanty  and  evidently  have  a  miserable  existence.  The  widow  speaks  broken  French 
quite  fluently  and  answered  all  questions  unhesitatingly.  While  her  repatation  as 
well  as  that  of  the  son  is  not  bad  it  is  far  from  being  even  fair.  The  whole  famUy 
are  very  dissipated  and  indulge  in  intoxicants  whenever  it  can  be  had.  It  was  so 
with  the  soldier  not  only  in  uobonrg,  but  even  during  his  stay  in  Montreal.  The 
class  of  people  whom  I  had  to  interview  at  Montreal  are  all  very  illiterate  and  some- 
what degraded  Frenchmen,  speaking  little  or  no  English,  and  it  was  with  mach  diffi- 
culty that  I  obtained  what  testimony  I  have. 

These  people  could  not  give  me  the  names  or  addresses  of  any  others  who  knew 
the  soldier  and  his  widow.  It  woald  be  impossible,  almost,  to  trace  the  soldier  fkt>m 
discharge  to  date  of  his  death,  as  there  is  no  doubt  but  what  he  and  the  woman,  now 
his  widow^  were  continually  on  the  tramp  from  one  place  to  another. 

I  interviewed  Dr.  Brosseau  (Bruso),  whom  claimant  alleges  treated  the  soldier,  but 
having  no  record  or  memoradun%  he  was  nnable  to  recall  the  man  even  ailcer  I  gave 
him  aU  the  information  in  my  possession  relative  to  his  visit  to  the  soldier. 

I  visited  the  Notre  Dame,  at  Montreal,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  where- 
abouts of  Rev.  Father^  Hibert,  who  married  claimant  and  her  husband.  I  talked 
with  the  priest  in  charge,  who  informed  me  that  Father  Hibert  was  absent  from  the 
city,  and  ne  was  unable  to  say  where  he  was  or  when  he  would  return  to  Montreal. 
I  was  told  that  Father  Hibert  was  preparing  for  a  trip  to  Paris,  to  be  absent  two 
years,  but  that  he  would  in  all  probability  return  to  Montreal  for  at  least  a  week 
before  sailing,  and  that  he  (the  priest)  thought  he  would  sail  in  about  a  month.  I 
do  not  believe  the  statement  of  the  widow  with  reference  to  their  having  been  mar- 
i^ed  prior  to  being  married  by  the  priest  in  1887. 

I  am  not  sufficiently  versed  in  the  methods  of  the  Catholic  Church  to  advance  an 
argument,  bnt,  in  my  opinion,  during  the  man's  confession  to  the  priest  of  his  past 
deeds,  he  evidently  mentioned  the  fact  that  he  and  the  woman  with  whom  he  was 
then,  and  had  been,  living  was  not  his  wife.  The  priest  advised  them  to  be  married 
before  &is  death,  as  he  had  to  make  penance  for  his  sins,  and  that  the  easiest  and 
most  honorable  way  to  ameliorate  the  offense  was  that  they  be  joined  in  holy  matri- 
mony. 

Ex-U.  S.  Consular  Agent  Stephens,  Dep.  "C,"  Special  Examiner  F.  M.  Tajrlor'a  re- 
port, is  dead ;  died  early  in  the  present  month.  Peter  Labelle  and  his  wife  have 
separated,  and  she  claimed  to  me  that  she  had  no  knowledge  as  to  his  whereabouts. 
I  made  inquiries  for  others  who  knew  claimant  and  her  husband,  bnt  was  nnable  to 
find  anyone  except  those  who  have  testified. 

I  did  not  ^o  to.  Varrennes,  where  claimant  was  bom,  for  the  reason  I  had  nothing 
to  base  inquiry  on,  and  it  being  a  thorough  French  Settlement,  and  it  Would  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  me  to  have  an  interpreter;  I  believe,  however,  that  a  Tisit  there 
would  amount  to  naught. 

The  priest  who  married  them  is^  in  my  judgment,  the  only  person  who  could  throw 
any  light  upon  the  mental  condition  of  the  soldier. 

I  respectfully  call  attention  to  the  communication  which  was  addressed  to  me  while 
in  Cobourg,  and  which  I  make  Exhibit  "  B ''  of  this  report.  From  personal  observa- 
tion and  heanay  I  heartily  indorse  all  the  oommonioation  sets  forth. 
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Dr.  A.  H.  Craig,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  who  treated  the  soldier  at  the  time  he  was 
stricken  with  paralysis,  may  be  able  to  throw  some  li^ht  as  to  the  man's  condition, 
and  open  the  way  for  farther  inquiry. 
As  tne  case  now  stands  I  beb'eve  claimant  to  be  entitled  to  the  aocmed  pension. 
Yezy  respectfaUy, 

Jno.  T.  Sadlbr, 
Special  Examiner. 


DBPOsmoK  A. 
Caee  of  F)rank  Delair,  (det^d).    Cif.  No.  367119. 

• 

On  this  9th  day  of  Jnly,  1889,  at  Cobonrg,  Coanty  of  Northumberland,  Prov.  of 
Ontario, Can.,  Matilda  Deiair  deposes  and  says:  My  name  is  Matilda  Delair,  my  age 
is  67  years,  occupation  none,  and  post-office  address  Cobourg,  Ontario,  Canada. 

I  am  the  widow  of  Frank  Delair,  who  died^on  the  3d  day  of  September,  1887,  at  Mon- 
treal, Canada. 

At  the  time  my  husband  died  he  was  tryine  to  get  a  pension  from  the  United 
States  on  account  of  being  blind,  the  result  of  his  service  in  the  American  Army. 

I  don't  know  in  what  Co.  and  Regiment  he  served  in. 

Q.  When,  where,  and  by  whom  were  you  married  to  your  deceased  husband,  Frank 
Delair  T — A.  On  the  29th  dav  of  August,  1887,  at  Montreal,  Canada^  by  the  Bev. 
Father' Hi  bert,  of  the  Notre  Dame,  Montreal,  Canada. 

(^.  Were  you  married  at  home  or  at  the  church  T— A.  I  was  married  at  the  house  in 
which  we  were  living. 

Q.  Why  were  you  married  at  home  or  in  the  house  you  were  living  T — A.  Because 
my  husband  was  paralyzed  and  unable  to  walk. 

Q.  Who  were  present  at  the  marriage  ceremony  T — ^A.  There  were  two  men  who  was 
in  the  room,  the  priest,  and  myself. 

Q.  Who  were  tne  two  men  and  what  were  their  namesf — A.  They  were  two  French- 
men who  lived  in  the  house,  but  I  don't  know  what  their  names  are. 

Q.  What  was  the  street  and  number  of  the  house  in  which  yon  were  married  T — ^A. 
It  was  on  Water  st. ,  near  the  big  market  in  Montreal,  and  the  number  was  forty 
some — ^I  can't  tell  what  exactly. 

Q.  Did  yon  occupy  the  whole  house  T — A.  Only  one  room. 

Q.  Who  lived  in  the  other  part  of  the  house  T — A.  Mrs.  Labelle  and  her  husband ; 
but  I  can't  give  where  they  live  now.    The  hnsband's  name  is  Peter  Labelle. 

Q.  How  long  had  your  husband  been  confined  to  his  bed  before  he  died  T — A.  About 
a  week. 

Q.  What  doctor  did  you  have  to  treat  him  T— A.  Dr.  Bruso  (T)  of  the  Notre  Dame 
hospital,  in  Montreal,  was  the  only  physician  who  ever  treated  him,  and  he  only  saw 
him  once  and  said  it  was  no  use,  that  he  would  die. 

Q.  How  did  the  paralysis,  which  yon  say  your  husband  had,  affect  himf— A.  He 
was  affected  down  the  entire  one  side  of  him,  the  left  side,  and  he  was  unable  to 
move  hand  or  foot,  but  his  mind  seemed  clear  and  he  remembered  things  very  well. 

Q.  Did  any  one  visit  your  husband  while  in  his  last  illness  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  Father 
Hibert,  of  the  Notre  Dame,  used  to  come  and  see  him  two  and  three  times  a  day,  and 
he  is  the  only  one. 

Q.  What  was  your  maiden  name  T— A.  Matilda  Qnibord. 

Q.  Where  were  you  bom  f— A.  At  Yarennes,  the  other  side  of  Montreal. 

Q.  Are  any  of  your  family  living  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  nobody  at  all  living;  no 
mother,  father,  sister,  or  brother;  they  are  all  dead  long  ago. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  meet  your  husband  T— A.  More  than  seventeen  years  ago;  I 
first  met  him  in  Montreal. 

Q.  Tell  me  under  what  circumstances  you  first  met  him  T — A.  I  was  in  service  with 
a  woman  who  kept  a  cook  shop  in  the  Montreal  market,  and  Delair  (my  husband) 
eame  tliere  for  his  meals ;  but  I  can't  tell  her  name. 

Q.  What  was  Delair  doing  at  that  time  T—A.  I  don't  know  what  hewasdoing;  but 
he  was  then  blind,  and  was  being  led  around  by  somebody. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  from  that  time  until  his  death  T — A.  Tes,  sir ;  ftom  very  soon 
after  I  first  met  him  until  he  died  I  lived  with  him. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  you  lived  with  him  T — ^A.  Well,  when  a  man 
and  woman  gets  married  they  generally  live  together,  and  that's  the  way  with  me 
and  my  husband. 

Q.  Were  you  and  Frank  Delair  ever  married  prior  to  being  married  in  Sept.,  1887  T — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  soon  after  we  met  each  other  we  were  married  by  a  minister  in  Montreal, 
I  can't  cive  yon  his  name,  and  don't  know  where  he  lived,  and  there  was  no  one 
present  out  the  ministery  Mr.  Delair,  and  myself 
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Q.  After  beioc  married  where  did  yoa  and  year  husband  go  to  liye  T — ^A.  Soon  aftef 
we  were  married  we  started  and  went  from  place  to  place  to  make  oar  living  by  beg- 
ging ;  we  did  not  live  in  any  one  place  very  long,  and  I  continaed  with  him  and  lived 
with  him  from  then  nntil  he  died. 

Q.  Give  me  the  names  of  persons  who  knew  yon  before  marrying  Frank  Delair  f — 
A.  Mr.  LabeUe  and  Mrs.  Pero,  who  lives  at  136  St.  Charles  Broome  st.,  Montreal. 

Q.  Had  yon  ever  been  married  prior  to  marrying  Frank  Delair  T — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I 
never  had. 

Q.  Whv  were  yon  married  by  the  priest  Jnst  prior  to  your  husband's  death  if  yon 
had  once  been  married  T — A.  I  don't  know,  except  my  husband  wanted  to  die  a  Roman 
Catholic,  and  so  we  were  married  the  second  time. 

Q.  Who  suggested  that  you  get  married  by  the  priest  T — A.  It  was  my  old  man ;  and 
he  seemed  to  think  he  was  going  to  die,  and  wanted  to  die  in  the  church,  and  no  one 
else  advised  us  to  get  murfed,  and  it  was  the  wish  of  the  old  man  (my  hnsband)  en- 
tirely. 

For  many  months  before  my  husband  died  we  lived  here  in  Cobourg  with  his  son 
Edward ;  audit  was  here  that  he  had  the  stroke  of  paralysis  j  and  he  then  made  the 
request  that  he  be  taken  to  Montreal,  as  he  did  not  care  to  die  here.  I  took  him  to 
Montreal  by  boat,  and  then  took  him  to  the  room  I  rented  from  Mrs.  LabeUe,  and 
there  he  died,  never  leaving  the  room  after  once  getting  there.  He  never  had  but 
one  stroke  of  paralysis  that  I  can  tell.  He  was  sensible  all  the  time  and  died  very 
easy. 

Yes,  sir,  my  husband  was  blind  when  I  first  become  acquainted  with  him.  There 
was  nothing  else  the  matter  with  him. 

I  can't  .give  the  names  of  any  of  the  people  with  whom  we  lived  when  we  were 
travelling  around,  as  we  would  only  be  with  them. over  night,as  we  were  on  the  road 
all  the  time,  and  we  walked  from  Montreal  to  this  place  and  to  Ottawa  and  all  over. 

My  husband  drank  as  any  other  man,  he  would  take  a  drink  now  and  then. 

Q.  You  are  positive  and  sure  that  you  were  never  married  prior  to  your  marriage 
to  Frank  Delair  T — ^A.  I  am  very  sure  I  was  not. 

Q.  Can't  you  give  me  anv  other  names  who  knew  you  prior  to  your  marriage  except 
Mr.  LabeUe  and  Mrs.  Pero  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  and  your  husband  advised  by  anyone  to  get  married  in  order  that 
the  pension  be  save  in  event  of  his,  your  husband's,  death  t — ^A.  No  one  advised  us, 
and  it  was  the  wish  of  my  husband  entirely. 

Q.  Was  your  husband  sick  at  any  time  that  you  knew  him,  except  when  he  was 
first  stricken  with  paralysis  T — A.  No,  sir ;  he  wais  a  healthy  man.  Dr.  A.  N.  Craig  was 
called  to  treat  him  when  he  was  stricken  with  paralysis.  (Dr.  Crai^  lives  at  Min- 
neapolis, Minn.)    My  statement  has  been  correctly  taken  down  in  this  deposition. 

Matilda  (her  x  mark)  Dei«air. 

Witnesses  to  mark : 
J.  T.  Sadler. 
H.  J.  Snelorotb. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  9th  day  of  July,  1889,  and  I  certify  that  the 
contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

H.  J.  Snblgrovk,  J.  P. 

DEI>08ITI0N  B. 
Coie  of  Frank  Dela^y  No,  377119. 

On  this  9th  day  of  Jnly,  1889,  at  Cobourg,  county  of  Northumberland,  Prov.  of 
Ontario,  personally  appeared  Edward  Delair,  who  deposes  and  says :  My  name  is 
Edward  Delair;  age  is — I  can't  tell:  occupation,  laborer;  and  my  P.  6.  address 
Cobourg,  Canada.  I  am  the  son  of  toe  late  Frank  Delair,  who  served  in  the  Ameri- 
can army  during  the  war,  and  who  died  about  two  years  ago,  as  well  as  I  can  tell,  at 
Montreal,  Canada,  from  a  stroke  of  paralysis,  which  came  on  him  some  months  before 
he  died. 

The  widow  of  my  father  is  now  making  her  home  here  with  me.  No,  sir;  she  is 
not  my  mother ;  she  is  the  second  wife  of  my  father,  and  she  and  my  father  were 
married  in  Montreal,  Canada,  short  time  before  he  died.  I  was  not  present  at  the 
marriage,  and  don't  know  who  was  there ;  but  I  went  to  the  Notre  Dame,  at  Mon- 
treal, ana  got  the  marriage  certificate,  and  gave  it  to  the  American  consulate,  Mr. 
Jesse  Clark,  and  he  sent  it  to  the  States  somewhere. 

Q.  At  the  time  your  father  married  the  woman  who  is  now  living  at  your  house, 
was  his  first  wife,  your  mother,  dead  f — A.  She  was.  She  died  somewhere  in  Quebec, 
and  I  am  unable  to  say  where.  I  was  a  small  child,  and  can't  remember  anything 
about  it.  My  father  and  my  stepmother  had  been  living  at  my  house  for  some 
months  before  he  went  to  Montreal,  where  he  died.    I  £ould  think  he  had  been 
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living  in  Montreal  abonfc  a  month  or  so  before  be  died.  I  did  never  see  him  any 
more  after  he  left  me  and  went  to  Montreal.  The  fall  before  he  left  my  house  he 
was  stricken  with  paralysis  all  over  his  entire  left  side,  from  the  shoulder  down,  and 
he  was  never  able  to  walk  any  more  after  that.  I  can  only  sive  his  reason  for  going 
to  Montreal,  as  he  said  that  he  wanted  to  die  in  Montreal.  I  sent  him  to  Montreal  by 
boat,  and  had  to  carry  him  down  in  a  carriage,  and  after  that  I  never  saw  him  any 
more.  He  never  had  bnt  one  stroke  of  paralysis  that  I  ever  knew.  My  father  and 
the  woman  who  is  his  widow 'tira veiled  all  over,  were  tramping  around  begging  their 
living,  and  I  can't  tell  where  he  was  or  what  he  was  doing  except  tramping  around. 
I  can't  tell  how  long  after  the  war  before  I  saw  my  father,  bnt  he  was  blind  then, 
except  one  eye  he  could  see  a  little  out  of.  I  never  knew  that  my  father  was 
married  as  long  as  he  lived  here.  I  know  that  I  am  the  only  child  now  living.  He 
never  had  any  children  by  my  stepmother. 

My  father  would  drink  whenever  he  could  get  it.  I  don't  know  of  any  oonvena- 
tion  my  father  had  with  Mr.  Stephens,  U.  S.  consul,  except  one  time  I  wanted  my 
father  and  the  woman  with  whom  he  was  living,  to  get  married,  and  Mr.  Stephens 
also  told  him  to;  but  my  father  said  that  he  had  been  married  once,  and  that  was 
enough.  There  was  no  mention  made  as  to  any  pension  that  he  might  get.  I  wanted 
them  to  be  married,  if  they  were  not,  as  I  thought  it  was  wrong  for  them  to  be  liv- 
ing as  they  were. 

My  father  was  perfectly  conscious  when  he  left  me  and  went  to  Montreal,  and  I  am 
unable  to  say  what  his  condition  was  after  he  left  here  and  before  he  died. 

I  know  my  stepmother  was  very  kind  to  my  father,  as  she  would  wash  him  and 
keep  him,  but  I  know  she  would  drink  whenever  she  could  get  it,  but  I  never  saw 
her  when  she  had  been  drinking. 

No,  sir;  I  can't  tell  you  where  my  father  was  from  the  time  he  came  home  from  the 
army  until  I  saw  him^  which  was  some  four  or  five  years,  as  well  as  I  can  tell,  and 
only  know  he  was  gomg  from  place  to  place. 

There  was  nothing  else  the  matter  with  my  father  except  blindness. 

I  understand  the  questions  asked  me  and  my  answers  have  been  correctly  recorded 
in  this  deposition. 

Edwabd  (his  X  mark)  Dslair, 

Witnesses : 

J.  T.  Sadler. 

H.  J.   ^NRLOROVS. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  9th  day  of  July,  1889,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

H.  J.  Smblqrovk,  J,  P. 

DSPOSITION  C. 
Case  ofJP^nk  Delair,  No,  377119. 

On  this  12  day  of  July,  1889,  at  Montreal,  county  of  Hochelaga,  Pro  v.  of  Qnebeo, 
personally  appeared  Louis  Larch,  deposes  and  says:  My  age  is  67  years;  occupation, 
keep  eating  stand,  and  P.  O.  King  st.,  Montreal,  Canada.  About  two  years  ago  I 
lived  in  a  house  with  a  Mrs.  Labelle  and  her  husband  here  in  Montreal,  when  a  man 
and  woman  came  there  and  took  a  room  in  the  same  house,  and  had  not  been  there 
more  than  a  month  or  two  when  he  died. 

I  never  knew  either  the  man  or  woman  until  they  came  to  the  house  to  live.  The 
man  he  was  blind  and  paralyzed,  and  was  unable  to  walk.  While  in  the  house,  and 
some  four  or  five  days  before  he  died,  he  and  the  woman  was  married  by  Father  Hi- 
bert.  I  often  went  in  and  talked  with  him  while  he  was  in  the  house,  and  myself 
and  another  man,  don't  know  who  or  where  he  is,  was  present  when  they  were  mar- 
ried. The  man  was  not  able  to  stand  up,  and  was  married  to  the  woman  when  lying 
in  the  bed.  The  woman  of  the  house,  Mrs.  Labelle,  was  not  present,  but  the  womau 
told  her  they  were  not  married,  and  when  the  priest  come  to  give  him  holy  sacrament 
the  old  man  confessed  to  the  priest  that  he  and  the  woman  was  not  married,  and  told 
the  priest  that  he  and  the  woman  had  lived  together  for  many  years  without  being 
married,  and  the  woman  told  me  herself  they  had  lived  together  without  being  mar- 
ried for  thirty  years.  When  they  were  married  the  old  man  was  propped  up  with 
pillows  and  seemed  to  be  weak,  but  spoke  out  plain  when  the  priest  asked  the  ques- 
tions, and  he  seemed  to  understand  and  know  what  he  was  doing  when  the  priest 
married  them.  I  left  for  a  few  days  after  they  were  married,  and  when  I  came  back 
the  old  man  was  dead.  I  don't  know  that  any  doctor  came  to  see  him  while  he  was 
in  the  house.    I  know  the  old  man  wid  woman  used  to  drink  some.    Yes,  sir;  he  waa 
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'  sober  when  he  was  married.    I  am  not  related  and  haye  no  interest,    I  nndentand 
your  qneetions  and  my  answers  haye  been  taken  down  oorreotly. 

Louis  (his  x  mark)  Larch, 

Witnesses: 

J.  T.  Sadleb. 
P.  (Gorman. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  12th  day  of  Jnly,  188-;  and  I  oertify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing.    ' 
[seal.]  p.  Gorman, 

U.  S.  F«c0  ConsuUOweral  at  Mtmtreal,  Canada, 

DSPOSITXON  D. 

Com  of  Frank  Delair,  No.  377119. 

On  this  12th  day  of  Jnly,  1889,  at  Montreal,  conuty  of  Hochelaga,  Proy.  of  Quebec, 

'  personally  appeared  Rose  Dolimas  Berner,  deposes  and  says :  My  age  is  42  years ;  oo- 

oupation,  Innoh  keeper,  and  P.  O.  31  King  street,  Montreal,  Canada.    I  remember  the 

soldier.  Fraud  Delair,  yery  well ;  he  was  a  blind  man,  and  liyed  with  a  woman  who 

married  him  at  my  house  Just  before  he  died.    He  died  at  my  house.    I  had  only 

known  them  for  three  or  four  months  before  he  died.    They  were  married  by  Sey. 

Father  Hibert.    I  saw  him  when  he  was  in  my  house  occasionally.    I  was  not  present 

when  they  were  married.    He  was  paralyzed  and  in  bed  all  the  time  while  Hying  in 

my  house.    They  were  married  about  four  days  before  he  died.    The  priest  came  to 

giye  him  sacrament,  and  could  not  giye  it  unless  they  were  married,  on  account  of 

the  way  they  had  been  liying.    I  don't  know  but  what  he  was  in  his  right  mind,  but 

he  was  unable  to  walk.    I  saw  him  when  he  came  to  my  house,  and  I  thought  they 

were  married,  but  found  out  from  her  that  they  were  not ;  and  then  I  told  them  they 

•  had  better  be,  and  the  man  begged  my  pardon  and  said  they  would  be ;  and  when 

the  priest  came  to  giye  him  the  sacrament  he  married  them.    I  don't  know  anything 

|t  about  them  until  they  came  to  my  house.    I  know  that  both  the  nian  and  woman 

drank  yery  hard.    He  was  only  paralyzed,  so  he  could  not  walk  that  I  eyer  knew.    He 

^  had  no  doctor  that  I  know  of. 

I  am  not  related  and  haye  no  interest.  My  statement  has  been  correctly  taken 
4own. 

Boss  Douxab  Bkrnbr, 

D^foneaL 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  12th  day  of  July,  188- ;  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 
[seal.]  p.  Gormak, 

r.  8,  Vice  CoMuUGeneral  at  M<mtreal,  Canada, 

Deposition  £. 

* 

Case  of  Frank  DelaW,  No,  377119. 

On  this  11th  day  of  July,  1889,  at  Montreal,  county  of  Hochlaga,  Proy.  of  Qae- 
beo,  personally  appeared  Amelia  Perreault,  deposes  and  says:  My  age  is  70  yean; 
occupation,  honseKeeper,  apd  P.  0. 136  St.  Cbas.  Barrommee  st.,  Montreal,  Canada. 

I  remember  Frank  Delair  yery  well  indeed.  He  was  a  blind  man,  and  died  here  in 
Montreal  about  two  years.  I  had  known  him  and  the  woman  who  he  married  a  few 
days  before  he  died  about  ten  years ;  knew  them  by  their  goin^  around  begging,  as 
the  woman  led  him  around,  and  I  haye  giyen  them  night's  lodgmg  at  my  house. 

The  woman  who  he  was  liying  with  was  known  as  Matilda.  Mr.  Delair  died  at 
Mrs.  Labelle's  house  here  in  Montreal.  I  don't  know  how  long  be  had  been  there  be- 
fore he  died,  and  I  did  not  see  him  while  he  was  at  Mrs.  Labelle's  before  he  died. 
Mrs.  Labelle  told  me  that  he  was  paralyzed,  and  that  is  what  killed  him.  The 
woman,  who  was  married  to  Delair,  has  liyed  at  my  house  for  about  two  months  ainoe 
her  husoand  died,  but  I  don't  know  where  she  is  now. 

Both  the  man  and  woman  drank  yery  hard,  and  that  is  why  I  put  her  out  of  my 
house,  and  I  haye  not  seen  her  since  I  made  her  leaye  my  place. 

I  don't  remember  that  anything  else  ailed  Delair,  except  being  blind,  and  he  has 
often  told  me  that  it  was  on  account  of  being  in  the  war.  Eyer  since  I  knew  them 
they  haye  not  liyed  in  any  one  place  yery  long  that  I  eyer  knew;  were  always  on 
the  go  from  place  to  place. 
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Eyerybody  thoaght  tbey  were  married,  and  Jnst  before  tbey  were  married  Mrs. 
Labelle  sent  for  the  priest,  as  she  thought  he  was  going  to  die,  and  when  he  con- 
fessed to  the  priest  that  he  was  not  married  the  priest  married  them,  so  that  he 
wonld  be  saved  and  die  in  the  chnrch.  I  am  not  related  and  have  no  interest.  My 
statement  has  been  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Amklia  (her  x  mark)  Perrbault, 

Witnesses: 

J.  T.  Sadlsb. 
P.  Gorman. 

Sworn  to  and  sabscribed  before  me,  this  12th  day  of  Jnly,  188->;  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  folly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 
[8KAL.]  P.  Gorman, 

U,  S,  Vice  Conwl-Oeneral  at  Montreal,  Canada, 

Deposition  F. 
Ca$e  of  Frank  Delair,  No,  377119. 

On  this  9  day  of  Jnly,  1889,  at  Cobourg,  county  of  Northumberland,  Piov.  of  Ontario, 
Can.,  personally  appeared  William  Rankin,  deposes  and  says :  My  age  is  39  years  piist ; 
occupation,  chief  of  police,  and  P.  O.  Cobourg,  Canada ;  I  knew  the  soldier,  Frank 
Delair,  prior  to  his  death ;  had  known  him  a  year  or  two  before  he  died. 

He  was  blind  when  I  knew  him,  and  I  have  understood  that  he  went  to  Montreal 
and  there  died.  I  know  nothing  whatever  about  his  past  history.  During  my 
knowledge  of  the  man  he  was  living  with  his  son,  Edward  Delair,  and  a  woman  with 
him  whom  I  understood  he  was  livine  with  as  his  wife.  I  know  the  woman,  who  is 
now  making  her  home  with  the  son,  Edward  Delair,  is  the  same  identical  person  with 
whom  he  was  living  when  I  knew  him. 

All  that  I  can  state  with  reference  to  the  soldier  or  the  woman  Is  that  she  is  the 
same  person  the  soldier  lived  with  as  his  wife,  and  that  he  (the  soldier)  was  blind, 
and  beyond  that  fact  I  know  nothing  more.    1  am  in  no  way  related  or  interested. 

My  statement  has  been  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Wm.  Rankin, 

Deponent. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  9th  day  of  Jnly,  1889 ;  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

S.  W.  Snelobove.  J,  P. 

Deposition  G. 
Caee  of  Frank  Delair,  No,  377119. 

On  this- 9  day  of  July,  1889,  at  Cobourg,  county  of  Northumberland,  Province 
of  Ontario,  Can.,  personally  appeared  George  M.  Stephens,  deposes  and  says:  My 
name  is  Geo.  M.  Stephens ;  age,  28  years;  occupation,  furniture  dealer,  and  P.  O. 
as  above.  I  am  the  son  of  the  late  George  J.  Stephens,  who  was  formerly  XJ.  S.  Con- 
sul  agent  at  this  place,  and  who  died  at  Montreal  the  3d  day  of  the  present  mouth. 

I  know  nothing  whatever  about  the  soldier  Frank  Delair  and  the  woman  with 
whom  he  was  living  before  he  died,  except  the  fact  that  they  lived  together  as  man 
and  wife  and  wandered  from  place  to  place. 

I  know  that  the  woman  who  is  now  making  her  home  with  Edward  Delair,  the  son 
of  the  soldier,  Frank  Delair,  is  the  identical  person  who  was  living  with  Frank  De- 
lair at  and  before  they  left  here  and  went  to  Montreal. 

My  statement  has  been  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Geo.  M.  Stephens, 

Deponent, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  9th  day  of  July,  1889,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

H.  J.  Sneloroye,  J,  P. 

(Indorsed:)  East  dist.,  ctf.  No.  377111.  Name,  Frank  Delair,  dead.  P.  O.  address 
of  widow  Cobourg,  Prov.  of  Ontario,  Canada.  Recommendation,  see  summary. 
Jno.  T.  Sadler,  special  examiner.  Reference,  July  18,  1889.  Resply  referred  to  the 
chief  of  the  board  of  review  for  admission.  Theo.  Smith,  actg.  chief  S.  E.  Division. 
Recommendation,  Jnly  31, 1889.  Admission.  D.  Butwell,  reviewer.  U.  S.  Peuaion 
Offloe.    Received  July  17, 1889.    Spl.  Exn.  Division. 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  this  qaestion  :  Was  thi.s  case  acted  upon  favorably  in 
the  Pension  Office  f  You  make  a  statement  here  in  regard  to  it,  and 
that  is  proper  as  shown  by  the  letter  filed  containing  charges  against 
Mr.  Taylor.  You  say,  "  I  went  over  it  carefully  and  the  claim  was  al- 
lowed to  the  widow." — A.  The  whole  question  in  the  case  was  in  regard 
to  the  marriage  of  these  parties.  That  was  the  question  in  the  case,  as 
to  the  marriage  of  these  parties. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  date  it  was  that  the  certificate  was  finally 
issued  to  the  widow  f — A.  I  do  not    I  didn't  follow  that  at  all. 

Q.  You  went  over  it  with  Assistant  Scoretary  Bussey  f  Is  it  bis 
business  to  adjudicate  cases  in  the  Pension  Ofliee  except  on  appeal  t — 
A.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  at  the  head  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment. The  Pension  Office  is  a  Bureau  of  that  Department,  and  if  you 
will  read  the  law  you  will  find  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  work 
has  to  be  done  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary,  President,  etc., 
and,  as  I  stated  before  in  connection  with  this  case,  this  was  a  large  pay- 
ment case 

Q.  How  much  involved  in  it  t 

By  Mr.  LiND : 

Q.  Was  that  during  your  administration  of  the  office  t — A.  The  cer- 
tificate was  first  allowed  and  issued  to  the  man  while  he  was  alive,  and 
they  sent  these  people  out  to  look  the  man  up  and  they  found  he  was 
dead,  and  then  the  widow — that  is,  the  woman  who  claimed  to  be  the 
widow — filed  a  claim  to  prosecute  this  claim,  as  she  had  the  right  to  do 
under  the  law,  and  it  was  that  claim. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Didn't  the  proof  show  that  this  woman  was  advised  to  have  the 
marriage  ceremony  performed  when  it  was  found  that  he  was  approach- 
ing dissolution  or  death  t — A.  My  recollection  is  that  this  woman  had 
taken  care  of  this  man  as  best  she  could  during  a  number  of  years  that 
they  had  lived  together.  He  was  a  blind  pauper.  They  were  both 
Oatholics,and  finally  when  this  man  was  sick  they  had  a  priest,  and  when 
the  question  came  up  about  the  priest  visiting  with  him,  the  priest  in- 
sisted that  the  proper  thing  for  him  to  do  was  to  have  the  marriage 
ceremony  performed.    I  think  you  will  see  that  there  in  the  testimony. 

Q.  I  see  your  memory  is  right  good  about  the  case.  Let  me  ask  you 
about  this.  That  slip  there — now  just  read  that  to  the  committee,  will 
you? 

Witness  reads :  ^<  No.  377199.  Frank  Delare.  Deceased.  The  weight 
of  the  evidence  is  that  this  man  contracted  disease  of  the  eyes  in  the 
service  and  line  of  duty.  The  rate  allowed  on  the  certificate  issued 
November  4,  1887,  is  sustained  by  the  evidence.  The  evidence  shows 
that  Matilda  Delare  is  the  legal  widow  of  said  Frank  Delare.  Novem- 
ber 6, 1889.  G.  B.,  Assistant  Secretary.  Approved,  ijt.  B.  R.,  Oom- 
missioner." 

Q.  Who  is  "C.  B."t— A.  Cyrus  Bussey. 

Q.  Who  is  G.  B.  R.?— A.  Green  B.  Raum. 

Q.  Is  that  the  final  order  in  that  case  and  on  that  the  certificate  is- 
sued?— A.  This  case  had  been  taken  up  in  the  board  of  review  and  this 
entry  had  been  made  upon  this  slip:  ^'  We  think  the  claimant  shoald 
be  recognized  as  the  legal  widow  of  the  soldier.  F.  W.  Poor,^  who  was 
chief  of  the  board  of  re- review,  and  J.  Van  Mater,  chief  of  the  board  of 
review.  That  was  May  22, 1889.  So  that  these  two  chieijs  had  approved 
that. 
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Q.  How  many  members  constitute  the  board  of  re-review  f — A.  I 
ibiuk  40  probably. 

Q.  How  many  did  it  require  to  approve  the  case  in  order  to  make  it 
\hfs  action  of  the  board  t 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  The  board  had  forty  members  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  it  had  forty 
iQi4nbers. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  take  the  action  of  those  two  as  the  representative  action 
of  the  entire  board  f — A.  I  think  the  canes  were  allotted  there  and  I  see 
that  Gol.  Poor  signed  it.  l^ow  thits  case  was  pending  under  this  condi- 
tion of  things  when  I  took  charge  of  the  office  and,  if  you  will  observe, 
one  of  the  first  orders  that  I  issued  required  that  these  large  payment 
cases  should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner  through 
the  proper  deputy  commissioners,  and  this  claim  in  due  course,  under 
the  order,  was  brought  to  my  attention,  having  the  approval  of  the  chief 
of  the  board  of  re-review  and  the  chief  of  the  board  of  review.  I  ex- 
amined the  case  and  I  then  called  it  to  the  attention  of  Gen.  Bussey, 
either  when  he  was  at  my  office  or  I  at  his,  but  ic  was  sent  to  his  desk 
and  he  caused  an  examination  of  it  and  he  concurred — without  me  giv- 
ing  my  views  in  advance,  he  concurred  in  the  views  I  had  already  come 
to  and  entered  it  upon  that. 

Q.  Is  that  the  customary  method  of  adjudicating  claims  there,  for  the 
Assistant  Secretary  to  pass  judgment  and  you  to  approve  his  judgment, 
or  for  you  to  adjudicate  a  case  and  order  its  allowance  and  let  him,  on 
appeal,  review  your  action  t — A.  I  will  state  to  you  that  since  I  have 
been  Commissioner  of  Pensions  a  great  many  large  payment  cases  have 
come  up,  and  that  was  one  of  them.  And  the  order  1  issued,  I  believe 
it  was  the  4th  of  November,  required  that  all  of  those  high  payment 
cases  should  be  brought  to  my  attention  through  the  proper  deputy 
commissioners,  and  I  felt  that  it  was  nothing  out  of  turn  for  me  to  ask 
the  Secretary's  advice  in  cases  of  that  description,  to  consult  with  him 
in  regard  to  it,  because  a  $12,000  or  a  $14,000  law  suit  out  in  my  coun- 
try is  a  pretty  big  suit,  and  this  was  a  case  where  I  required  the  Assist- 
ant Secretary  to  go  over  and  give  me  his  views  upon.  I  felt  that  in  so 
doing  I  was  conducting  the  office  with  proper  care,  so  that  these  large 
payments  should  not  be  made  without  due  consideration,  and  that  is 
the  way  it  occurred  exactly.  I  am  frank  to  confess  that  when  I  wrote 
this  letter  in  regard  to  Mr.  Taylor  a  mistake  was  made  as  to  whom 
Mr.  Taylor  stated  he  had  kept  out  of  the  money.  I  see  now  that 
instead  of  it  being  the  soldier  that  he  had  kept  out  of  the  money,  it  was 
the  widow,  because  the  man  would  have  got  the  money  if  he  had  lived^ 
but  it  was  the  widow. 

Q.  How  did  Mr.  Taylor  keep  her  out  of  it  t — ^A.  I  repeat  to  you  what 
he  said  to  me. 

Q.  I  ask  you  how  a  special  examiner  could  control  the  action  of  the 
Pension  Office  except  through  his  official  report  f — A.  Mr.  Taylor  was 
afterwards  assigned  to  duty  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Of  course 
it  was  this  report  that  I  acted  upon. 

Q.  He  made  no  report  in  this ;  that  was  made  in  1887. — A.  The  fact 
remains  that  he  made  that  statement  to  me. 

Q.  It  seems  you  didn't  know  what  statement  he  did  make  to  you. 
Don't  you  think  you  are  just  as  liable  to  be  mistaken  and  to  misrepre- 
sent him  on  that  subject  as  on  the  otiier  t — ^A.  No,  sir ;  he  came  in  and 
that  case  came  up. 
21  PEW* 
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Q.  Yoa  stated  to  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  over  yoar  official  sig- 
Dature  as  Commissioner  that  he  told  yoa  he  had  kept  this  man  oat  of 
his  pension  for  three  years  and  he  filled  a  pauper's  grave  f — A.  There 
is  no  doabt  he  filled  a  pauper's  grave. 

Q.  You  don't  charge  that  to  Mr.  Taylor  Y — A.  No,  sir ;  I  find  it  is  the 
I  widow  instead  of  the  soldier. 

Q.  You  are  certain  it  is  this  case  ?-^A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  Q.  You  are  as  positive  about  that  now  as  >ou  are  the  statement  yoa 

made  to  the  Secretary  f 

Judge  Patson.  You  have  got  the  witness's  statement  about  it,  and  it 
does  not  emphasize  it  any  by  the  question  you  ask  now. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Does  that  record  show  when  the  widow's  pension  was 
allowed  f 

A.  Yes,  sir  5  November  5, 1889. 

Q.  When  did  the  soldier  die  f — A.  In  1887,  in  October. 

Q.  There  is  an  interval  of  two  years  between  his  death  and  the  grant- 
ing to  the  widow  the  pension  T 

Mr.  Bnloe.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  BEOsnrs : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  know  in  that  case,  General,  did  the  widow  receive 
the  amount  that  was  granted  her  husband  Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  She  received  the  whole  sum  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  1  want  to  know  if  you  think  you  made  a  fair,  truthful,  and  im- 
partial statement  to  the  Secretary  when  you  wrote  that  letter. — A. 
The  only  error  in  it  was  in  regard  to  the  person  who  was  kept  oat  of 
the  pension  ;  that  is  what  Mr.  Taylor  stated  to  me. 

Q.  Wasn't  that  an  error  in  the  Brown  caseT — ^A.  The  treatment  of 
those  men!    There  was  no  error  in  that. 

Q.  You  don't  think,  then*,  you  misstated  any  fact  in  either  case  Y — 
A.  I  believe  I  have  stated  there  was  an  error  as  to  the  person  who  was 
kept  out  of  the  pension.  It  was  the  widow  instead  of  the  soldier ;  I 
stated  that,  but  the  conversation  was  had  as  I  speak  of. 

Q.  Now,  you  say  he  kept  the  widow  out.  In  what  way  was  he  offi- 
cially connected  in  keeping  the  widow  out  of  the  pension  Y  Any  papers 
here  to  show  that  he  had  any  official  connection  with  thatf — A.  What 
you  see  there. 

Q.  Are  there  any  papers  f — A.  I  never  saw  the  papers  until  they 
came  to  my  desk. 

Q.  You  say  you  examined  the  papers  carefully  Y — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  anything  of  that  sort  in  them  Y — ^A.  I  don't  know 
what  Mr.  Taylor  may  have  done  with  others.  He  came  to  me  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  allowance  of  the  claim,  because  he  alleged 
to  me  the  claim  was  a  fraud  and  should  not  be  allowed.  That  is  the 
exact  purpose  for  which  he  came  to  me.  He  may  have  gone  to  others, 
too,  and  for  all  I  know  he  probably  did. 

Q.  Did  his  statement  to  you  in  that  respect  infiuence  your  action  Y — 
A.  It  made  me  exceedingly  careful.  Because  I  listen  to  a  special  exam- 
iner, wherein  he  states  it  is  a  fraudulent  case,  and  as  a  matter  of  course 
I  am  very  careful  about  it. 

Q.  If  Secretary  Noble  were  acquainted  with  the  truth  or  relative 
truth  of  that  statement  contained  in  your  letter  to  him,  do  you  think  it 
astounding  that  he  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  it  in  reference  to  Mr. 
Taylor,  but  promoted  him  over  your  head  f — A.  This  matter  was  not  on 
at  that  time. 
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Q.  This  is  dated  September  26, 1891 ;  that  was  after  Mr.  Taylor  had 
resigned  from  the  office;  this  wjas  written  after  that? — A.  lam  speak- 
ing about  this  case  that  had  been  disposed  of. 

Q.  I  am  asking  about  your  letter  to  the  Secretary.  I  say  you  think 
your  reference  here  to  the  action  of  the  Secretary,  in  which  you  state 
<*  Mr.  Taylor's  carriage  for  several  months  has  been  that  of  a  man  who 
felt  no  subordination  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  In  June  last  I 
revoked  hisorder,  etc.,''  you  state  that  he  was  assigned  to  duty  by  order 
of  the  Secretary  over  your  protest? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  think  it  is  astonishing,  in  view  of  the  facts  set  forth 
and  the  relative  truthfulness  of  this  letter,  that  the  Secretary  should 
listen  to  Mr.  Taylor  instead  of  to  you  ? — A.  I  hadn't  brought  these  mat- 
ters to  the  Secretary's  attention  at  that  time. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  he  would  think  you  were  prejudiced  towards  Mr. 
Taylor  in  view  of  those  statements? — A.  The  Secretarj'  asked  him  to 
resign,  as  I  understand  it  at  the  office. 

Q.  Tou  don't  think,  then,  that  you  misrepresented  Mr.  Taylor  in  this 
matter? — ^A.  In  substance  I  did  not.    In  the  verbal  wording  of  it  I  did. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact A.  As  regards  to  some  verbal  matters,  for 

instance,  as  to  which  of  these  parties  had  been  kept  out  of  their  pen- 
sions, it  was  the  widow  instead  of  the  soldier.  Mr.  Taylor  told  me  he 
had  kept  either  one  of  them  out,  and  I  got  it  the  soldier  when  it  should 
have  been  the  widow. 

Q.  Do  you  still  say  you  were  not  prejudiced  against  Mr.  Taylor  when 
you  wrote  this  letter  ? 

Judge  Payson.  I  expect  we  can  agree  that  the  Gommissioner  and 
Mr.  Taylor  did  not  get  along  very  harmoniously,  and  for  the  good  of 
the  service  he  had  him  put  out. 

A.  The  word  prejudice  does  not  represent  the  sentiment.  I  still  say 
I  am  not  prejudiced  against  Taylor.  I  have  simply  a  just  opinion  of 
him,  that  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  That  is  your  judgment? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  said  you  could  furnish  some  information  in  regard  to  Engle? — 
A.  I  wanted  to  give  the  reasons  that  induced  me  to  recommend  the 
removal  of  Engle  and  Howard.  Here  is  a  letter  dat/Cd  October  23, 1891, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  which  I  will  read  with  your 
permission. 

(Witness  reads  letter  as  follows :) 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  23, 1891. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noblb, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sib:  I  have  the  houor  to  invite  yoar  attention  to  my  letters  of  the  26th  and  28th 
nltinio,  recomniending  the  disminsal  of  J.  Edgar  Engleaud  Edward  Ho  ward,  for  the 
reasons  therein  stated. 

I  now  iay  before  yon  for  your  consideration  in  connection  with  the  case  of  Enp^le, 
the  affidavit  of  Mr.  William  T.  Ford,  assistant  chief  of  the  record  division,  from 
which  it  will  be  seen  that  in  the  year  1889,  and  after  your  appointniont  as  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  Mr.  Engle  became  assistant  cliief  of  the  record  division,  and  that  while 
snch  assistant  chief  ne  deliberately  planned  the  ruin  of  a  reputable  yonng  lady  of  the 
record  division,  and  finally  boitsted  of  having  accomplished  her  sednction. 

I  also  submit  for  yonr  consideration  a  letter  signed  by  Mr.  A.  R.  P.  Toncray,  from 
which  it  will  be  seen  that  Mr.  Gugle,  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Co- 
Inmbia,  carries  concealed  npon  his  person  a  pistol,  and  that  some  days  ago  he  accosted 
Mr.  Toncray  on  the  streets  of  this  city,  and,  among  other  things,  said,  ''We  intend  to 
down  Ranm,"  and  in  this  connection  took  the  hand  of  Toncray  and  placed  it  npon  his 


(Engle's)  pistol. 


lis  man  is  shown  to  be  gailty  of  false  swearing,  to  be  a  conspirator  against  the 
chief  of  hia  borean,  to  be  a  rerater  who  has  drawn  money  from  the  public  u^^sna^ 
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wiihoat  aathority  of  law,  to  be  a  libertine  who  has  deliberately  seduced  an  Innooent 
woman  under  his  proiection,  to  be  a  man  who,  in  violation  of  law,  carriee  a  weapon 
with  the  sngeested  intention  of  assassination. 

I  respectfally  submit  that  this  man  has  forfeited  every  claim  to  retention  in  the 
public  service. 

In  regard  to  the  case  of  Edward  Howard,  the  statements  now  on  file  with  you  show 
that  he,  too,  has  been  gailty  of  false  swearing  ,*  that  he  is  a  conspirator  against  the 
chief  of  his  bureau  ;  that  he  has  undertaken  to  sell  an  interest  in  certain  pension 
claims  pending  in  this  Bureau  in  eonsideration  that  the  party  aid  him  in  securing  an 
assignment  to  duty  in  the  field  as  a  special  examiner,  and  that  he  was  f<»rced  to  re- 
sign his  position  ab  consul  of  the  United  States  for  gross  misconduct  in  office. 

In  my  opinion^  if  these  men  are  retained  in  the  public  service  it  will  be  a  serious 
blow  at  the  discipline  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  the  question  will  naturally 
arise,  What  offense  is  it  necessary  to  prove  against  an  employ ^  of  this  Bureau  to  jus- 
tify the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  recommending  his  removal  f 

I  also  forward  herewith  copies  of  certain  papers  furnished  me  by  the  Post-Office 
Department  in  regard  to  Francis  M.  Taylor,  whose  resignation  has  lately  been  ac- 
cepted to  take  effect  November  16, 1891,  but  whose  dismissal  I  recently  recommended. 

it  appears  that  Mr.  Taylor  recently  made  application  to  the  Postmaster-General  for 
transfer  to  the  Post-Office  Department,  and  that  an  investigation  was  Instituted  as 
to  his  previous  character  and  standing  at  Belleville,  lU.,  where  he  was  once  postmas- 
ter.   The  statements  inclosed  show  him  to  be  a  man  of  bad  character,  addicted  to 
I  bad  habits  which  resulted  in  the  separation  of  himself  and  wife  and  his  permanent 

;|  removal  from  Belleville.     Ujpon  these  statements  I  understand  the  Post-Office  Depart- 

ment declined  to  consider  his  application  for  transfer. 

I  forward  these  papers  so  that  they  mav  be  placed  on  the  files  of  your  Department 
for  future  reference  m  the  event  Mr.  Taylor  may  hereafter  seek  reinstatement. 
I  It  is  proper  for  me  to  state  that  these  three  men  have  received  kind  and  consider- 

ate treatment  at  my  hands,  and  no  Just  grounds  exist  for  their  malignant  conduct 
towards  me. 

During  the  past  eighteen  months  there  has  been  a  well-settled  plan  upon  the  part 
of  a  number  of  persons  to  break  down  my  character  and  force  me  from  the  Pension 
Office,  and  also  to  keep  up  a  continual  attack  upon  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  with  a 
view  of  discrediting  its  work  and  thus  bring  the  pension  system  into  disrepute  with 
the  public. 

This  conspiracy  was  set  on  foot  by  one  George  B.  Fleming,  formerly  a  special  ex- 
aminer in  the  Pension  Office,  who  left  an  unsavory  record  in  the  State  of  Michigan. 
This  man  claimed  to  be  a  Kepublicau,  but  did  effective  work  with  old  soldiers  for  the 
Democracy  in  New  York  in  1888.  He  filed  an  account  for  his  traveling  expenses, 
which  was  disallowed  by  General  Black  while  Commissioner. 

Fleming  expected  to  retain  his  position  under  this  administration.  When  his  con- 
duct in  New  York  State  was  investigated,  the  explanation  he  offered  was  that  he  had 
deceived  the  Democracy ;  that  while  he  professed  to  be  working  for  them,  he  did 
nothing.  His  letters  and  telegrams,  however,  conclusively  show  that  these  state- 
ments are  untrue.  Upon  this  state  of  facts  you  dismissed  him  upon  my  recommen- 
dation. 

This  man  Fleming  is  the  author  of  nearly  all  the  sensational,  lying  attacks  made 
upon  me  through  a  number  of  leading  Journals.  He  sells  his  libelous  articles  wher- 
ever he  can  find  a  purchaser.  The  wonder  has  been  that  reputable  Journals  have 
allowed  their  columns  to  be  filled  with  his  defamatory  screeds.  Fleming  started  a 
newspaper  in  this  city  some  months  ago.  He  villified  scores  of  public  officers,  but 
his  keenest  wrath  was  poured  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  the  Pension 
Office. 

A  public  officer  is  open  to  the  attacks  of  newspapers.  There  is  no  remedy  against 
this.  But  the  head  of  a  bureau  is  entitled  to  the  loyal  snpport  of  all  the  officers  and 
employ^  of  that  bureau.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  I  have  not  had  this  support 
in  the  Pension  Office. 

It  is  proper  to  state,  however,  that  the  great  mass  of  employ^  of  the  Bureau  of 
Pensions  are  honorable,  industrious,  capable,  and  loyal  persons,  and  have  my  respect. 
They  have  labored  zealously  to  bring  the  Pension  Office  up  to  its  present  high  state 
of  efficiency.  The  fact  that  there  is  a  lot  of  intriguers  in  the  office  who  are  in  league 
with  people  outside  who  malign  the  office  and  its  Commissioner,  is  aft  well  known  as 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  roof  upon  the  building.  Their  number  is  not  great,  bnt  their 
activity  and  mali^^nity  has  supplied  the  place  of  numbers.  Taylor,  Engle,  and  How- 
ard are  the  principal  characters  in  this  intrigue.  It  is  not  a  new  thing  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  attacked  by  his  own  household.  The  time  has  come, 
however,  that  in  the  interest  of  good  government  this  thing  shall  be  brought  to  an 
end. 

I  fully  recognize  the  fact  that  the  head  of  a  great  department  in  whom  rests  the 
power,  under  the  Constitution  and  laws»  of  appointment  and  removali  must  oft^u 
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JiBten  to  the  complaints  of  his  employ^,  and  where  snoh  oomplaints  are  trathial  and 
Jnst  that  attention  shoald  be  given  them.  Yon,  of  course,  realize  the  fact  that  in  a 
bureau  like  the  Pension  Office,  where  there  are  more  than  2,000  employ^,  the  aathor- 
ity  of  its  chief  must  be  sustained  by  the  head  of  the  Department  if  proper  discipline 
is  tp  be  preserved.  The  head  of  the  Bureau  is  necessarily  held  responsible  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  work  is  performed  and  the  character  of  that  work,  and  it  in 
obvious  that  the  highest  state  of  efficiency  can  not  be  secured  and  maintained  if  a 
number  of  discontented  and  disreputable  persons  employed  in  the  office  are  allowed 
to  plot  againHt  their  chief,  to  malign  his  character,  and  to  be  in  league  with  persons 
on  the  outside  who  have  plotted  to  force  him  out  of  office. 

I  have  the  honor  to  renew  my  recommenclation  that  these  men  be  dismissed  from 
the  service. 

Very  respectfaily, 

Grekk  B.  Raum, 

Commissioiier, 

Here  is  a  copy  of  some  affidavits,  also — '^  Belleville,  Illinois^  August 
8,  1891  ^ — which  are  as  follows : 

Bellkvillb,  Illinois,  Aug,  8, 1891. 
A.  S.  La  Tamo  states : 

My  age  is  38 ;  occupation  a  pressman  In  Advooate  office,  Belleville,  111. 

I  became  acquainted  with  I*Yank  M.  Taylor  in  1868,  and  worked  for  him  until  he 
left  here  in  May,  1880. 

He  was  a  steady  drinker  of  intoxicating  liquors ;  sometimes  would  get  on  a  little 
**  tear/'  but  did  not  get  drunk  often.  He  was  in  the  habit  of  gambling  as  long  as  I 
remember  at  cards  and  horse  races,  etc.,  especially  at  cards,  and  was  in  the  habit  of 
keeping  fast  women.  The  women  business  caused  a  separation  between  him  and  his 
firsr  wife,  who  made  it  so  hot  for  him  that  he  had  to  leave. 

When  he  \ei\  here  he  left  in  debt ;  owed  almost  everybody,  even  the  office  hands. 
I  levied  on  the  printing  office  when  it  was  sold  and  collected  what  was  coming  to 
me.  I  do  not  know  the  amount  of  his  indebtedness.  His  wife  sold  the  property, 
but  I  could  not  say  what  debts  she  paid. 

He  was  postmaster  here  four  years,  and  I  think  was  reappqinted  and  resigned,  but 
why  he  resigned  I  do  not  know.  I  never  heard  that  he  was  ^ort  in  his  acconnts 
as  postmaster. 

He  went  to  Colorado  from  here,  and  when  his  wife  sold  out  she  went  to  Denver, 
Colo.,  also,  and  when  his  wife  arrived  there,  he  came  back  here.  He  came  back  vol- 
untarily. I  ncA'er  heard  of  his  being  arrested  and  brought  back,  He  was  here  eight 
of  ten  days  when  he  returned,  but  was  not  in  arrest  that  I  heard  of,  and  I  don't 
think  he  was.  When  he  left  I  think  he  went  to  Springfield,  111.,  and  from  there  to 
Washington,  D.  C. 

He  was  regarded  as  a  rough-shod,  harsh  man  in  politics  and  nobody^wanted  to  trust 
him.  He  was  always  hard  up  for  money.  He  supported  William  R.  Morrison  one 
term  for  Congress,  but  I  can  not  give  the  reason  unless  It  was  in  consideration  of 
personal  favors  to  be  given  him.  I'aylor  ran  on  an  independent  ticket  one  year,  but 
was  generally  called  a  Republican  and  the  paper  was  Republican  in  politics. 

He  owed  me  upwards  of  |200  when  he  leit  here,  and  owed  nearly  everyone  in  the 
office  some  amount. 

Toward  the  last  he  became  bold  in  his  associations  with  lewd  women ;  would 
bring  them  into  the  office  and  close  the  door  of  the  front  office,  and  have  liquors  ana 
Inuch  in  there.    His  wife  learned  about  it  and  that  caused  the  separation. 

John  Woods,  a  printer,  and  who  was  P.  M.  at  Joliet,  Illinois,  was  well  acquainted 
with  Taylor  and  his  habits.    Woods  is  now  at  Joliet,  111. 

A.  8.  La  Tubno. 


Bbllbville,  Illikots,  Augu9i  8,  1891. 
J.  A.  Willoughby  states: 

I  am  postmaster  at  Belleville,  HI.,  appointed  FeVy  14,  1890 ;  came  to  Belleville  in 
December,  1880;  was  born  and  raised  in  St.  Clair  County,  III.  Have  known  Francis 
M.  Taylor  personally  since  about  1870,  and  now  own  a  half  interest  in  the  Belleville 
Advocate, *the  newKpaper  which  Taylor  owned  before  he  left  here.  He  left  here  in 
1879  or  1880 ;  I  think  early  in  1880. 

Francis  M.  Taylor  had  a  bad  reputation  here.  At  one  time  he  was  supposed  to  be 
worth  125,000  or  more ;  but  in  gambliugand  running  after  fast  women,  he  ran  through 
with  [it],  aud  everyone  who  backed  him  financially  wae  hurt  by  him.    His  first  ^\C^ 
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now  lives  m  DenTer,  Colorado,  bat  I  am  not  familiar  with  his  domestic sartonndinga 
and  ean  not  speak  of  bis  family  diffionlties.  When  he  left  here  it  was  generally  an- 
(lerstood  that  he  was  io  debt  to  everyone  that  woald  trust  him,  and  he  left  withoat 
letting  it  be  known  that  he  was  going  away.  I  see  by  file  of  tbe  Advocate  that  he 
left  here  May  4,  IStiO. 

He  was  employed  in  the  Pension  Bareaa  for  sometime  before  anvone  here  found  it 
ont,  but  if  it  sboold  be  a8<*.ertained  that  he  wonld  get  something  better  or  [be]  pro- 
moted, there  wonld  be  a  '^  kick  "  raised  here. 

Taylor  enjoyed  the  reputation  of  having  supported  William  R.  Morrison  for  Con* 
gress,  but  there  was  no  way  of  proving  it,  and  I  could  not  state  definitely  as  to  that. 

I  do  not  know  anything  of  his  being  arrested  and  brought  back  from  Colorado. 

He  was  considered  a  Republican  here,  but  made  the  race  for  Representative  in 
1878  as  an  Independent  against  the  regular  Republican  nominee,  but  was  defeated. 

He  used  liquor  to  some  extent  when  here,  but  not  to  excess,  to  my  knowledge,  and 
his  gambling  and  associations  with  fast  women  were  what  caused  his  bad  reputation 
here,  as  I  understood  it ;  and  as  several  who  assisted  him  lost  money  by  him,  he  left 
here  in  bad  odor. 

J.  A.  WUXOUOHBT. 

•   By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Those  are  in  support  of  the  statements  made  in  the  letter  which 
you  have  just  read? — A.  This  I  will  state  was  furnished  to  me  by  the 
Post-Office  Department  and  is  a  copy,  as  I  understand  it,  from  a  report 
made  by  an  inspector  who  they  sent  out  there  to  investigate  Mr.  Tay- 
lor's character  and  conduct  where  he  formerly  lived.  Then  follows  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Toncray  to  the  effect  that  I  have  just  stated,  and  then 
follows  an  affidavit,  a  copy  of  it  made  by  William  Ford. 

Q.  As  to  Englef — A.  Yes,  sir;  setting  forth  the  facts. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  and  affidavit  referred  to  by  wit- 
ness : 

Washington,  D.  C,  Oct,  20ih,  1890. 
Hon.  G.  B.  Raum  : 

Sir  :  As  regards  the  conversation  that  took  place  between  Mr.  Eogle  and  myself, 
•  it  is  about  as  follows :  I  met  him  on  the  Ave.    He  took  me  to  one  side  and  bc^n  the 

conversation  by  askiDg  me  if  I  bad  heard  tbat  tbe  Secretary  had  asked  for  his  resig- 
nation. I  told  him  I  had  not.  He  then  went  on  to  state  tbatbimself  and  others  had 
made  statemoots  to  tbe  Secretary,  aud  Wrigbt  and  Welty  had  made  different  atate- 
ments.  I  asked  him  if  he  did  not  think  it  was  foolish  in  them  to  be  making  war  on 
the  head  of  one  of  the  Boreaas.  He  remarked  that  Ranm  had  been  down  on  him 
ever  since  he  came  in  the  office,  and  he  intended  to  down  him.  He  said,  "  I  am  not 
afraid  of  anyone;  I  am  armed,"  aud  took  my  hand  in  his  and  placed  it  on  his  pistol. 
Very  respectfully, 

A.  R.  P.  TONCRAT. 


City  of  Washington, 

Diatrict  of  Colum&ta,  98 : 

William  T.  Ford,  being  first  dnly  sworn  according  to  law,  makes  the  following 
statement : 

Sometime  dnring  the  early  part  of  the  year  I88U  J.  Edgar  Engle,  an  employ^  of  the 
Bureau  of  Pensions,  assigned  to  duty  in  the  special  examination  division,  but  who 
was  then  the  assistant  chief  of  the  record  division,  called  my  attention  to  a  lady  in 
tbe  division,  and  expressed  himself  as  anxious  to  **  have  a  piece  of  that."  This  lady 
bore  an  excellent  character,  and  I  regarded  her  as  an  upright,  virtuous  young  woman, 
and  made  that  statement  to  Mr.  Engle.  I  soon  observed  that  he  was  paying  atten- 
tion to  this  young  woman,  and  in  a  short  time  he  informed  me  that  she  hfui  met  him  by 
appointment  in  Judiciary  Square.  Sometime  after  this  Mr.  Engle  advised  me  that 
he  had  taken  her  to  "  Forrest  Hall,''  an  assignation  house  in  the  northwestern  part  of 
the  city,  but  did  not  succeed  in  his  purpose,  and  that  consequently  he  took  her  to  au 
assignation  house  on  Seventeenth  street  and  accomplished  his  purpose  there.  He 
further  stated  to  me  tbat  they  went  there  repeatedly,  and  I  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve from  his  reiterated  statement  that  such  was  the  case. 

Wm.  T.  Ford. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me  this  21st  day  of  October,  1891. 


Notary  Public 
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By  Jadge  Payson  : 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  anything  aboat  that  [bands  paper  to  witnessl  f — A^ 
This  is  a  copy  of  a  document,  of  the  original,  from  the  Hon.  Wm.  F. 
Wharton,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretary  having  the 
original  document  on  file. 
The  Ohaibman.  Do  yon  wish  that  in  evidence  f 
Judge  Patson.  We  will  have  that  considered  in  evidence. 

Drpabtmsnt  of  Statr, 
WiuhingUm,  September  25,  1891. 

To  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 

Department  of  the  Interior :  » 

Sir:  At  the  verbal  request  of  Mr.  F.  6.  Bntterfield,  chief  of  the  special  examina- 
tion diYtsiony  I  have  to  commanioate  to  yon  the  following  information  from  the  files 
of  the  Department  in  regard  to  Mr.  Edward  Howard,  formerly  commercial  agent  at 
Holl,  England. 

In  1886  Mr.  Howard  had  a  serions  disagreement  with  the  consal-general  in  London 
in  regard  to  the  amount  of  wages  which  the  master  of  the  vessel  R.  D.  Rice  should 
be  obliged  to  pay  the  crew.  He  alsoiiad  trouble  with  the  master  of  the  vessel  in  re- 
gard to  the  shipmeiit  of  a  new  crew,  so  that  the  master  was  obliged  to  ship  bis  own 
crew  and  sail  without  the  ship's  papers. 

In  September  he  requested  a  leave  of  absence  to  come  to  the  Department  to  explain 
matters,  and  if  this  opportunity  was  not  granted  him  he  asked  that  a  successor  be 
appointed. 

The  Department  had  also  had  some  trouble  with  Mr.  Howard  caused  by  three  dif- 
ferent parties  sending  bills  against  him  which  he  had  neglected  to  pay. 

His  resignation  was  requested  September  29,  1886,  by  telegraph, 
I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

WiixiAM  F.  Wharton, 

Aoting  Secretary, 

The  Witness.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  a  copy  of  that  doc- 
ument. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  yoa  say  that  Mr.  Taylor  asked  for  a  transfer  to  the  Post- 
Office  Department  f — A.  I  only  state,  I  was  so  infbrmed. 

Q.  Who  informed  yon  f — A.  I  learned  it  as  the  current  statement  at 
the  Department. 

Q.  Who  circalates  the  currency  of  such  statements? — A.  I  didn't 
say  it  was  currency. 

Q.  Who  made  the  current  statement  T — A.  I  will  obtain  that  for  you 
if  you  want  it. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  ever  asked  for  a  transfer  to  the  Post- 
Offlce  Department  Y — A.  I  was  informed  he  did. 

Q.  Are  these  statements  made  on  information  yon  can't  identify  Y — 
A.  I  will  identify  it. 

Q.  If  he  did,  wouldn't  it  be  on  file  T — ^A.  Perhaps  it  would  be,  but  he 
may  have  made  a  verbal  application. 

Judge  Patson.  This  was  made  in  an  investigation  of  Mr.  Taylor  and 
purports  to  be  the  official  action  down  there  sent  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  the  Post-Office  Department  famish  those  papers  to  the  Sec- 
retary  of  the  Interior  ? — A.  They  were  furnished  to  me. 

Q.  Did  the  Post-Office  Department  furnish  them  to  youY — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Those  statements  are  a  matter  of  official  record  then  Y — A.  I  sim- 
ply knew  that,  or  rather  understood  that  he  had  made  an  a\i^lv^\\^w 
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for  traDsfer  to  the  Post-Oftice  Department,  and  the  Post^Office  Depart- 
ment aathorized  an  inquirj'  to  be  made  as  to  Mr.  Taylor's  former  his- 
tory, and  I  learned  afterward  that  the  report  had  been  made  and  I  sent 
and  got  it.    That  is  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  This  is  Belleville,  August  8, 1891.*  Is  that  what  yoa  refer  to  there, 
that  statement  in  regard  to  Mr.  Taylor f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  (Witness  reads.)  *' Belleville,  111.,  Aa- 
gnst  8, 1891."    This  is  the  testioiony  of  A.  S.  La  Tnrno. 

Q.  What  was  the  records  of  the  Post-Office  Department  doing  oat 
there  at  Belleville  f — A.  I  don't  understand  yon. 

Q.  Did  you  get  those  from  the  Ales  of  the Post-Offloe Department; 
from  {he  official  records  there? — A.  I  sent  over  to  the  Post-Office  De- 
partment for  a  copy  of  it.  I  understood  there  was  a  report  made  by  an 
inspector  of  the  Post-Office  Department,  and  if  yon  will  send  to  the 
Post- Office  Department  they  will  give  you  a  copy. 

Q.  Did  the  Post-Office  Department  send  people  out  to  investigate 
the  character  of  a  man  who  was  not  applying  to  them  for  an  appoint- 
ment!— A.  That  is  why  I  suppose  he#¥a8  making  an  application. 

Qr  Didn't  yon  have  this  inspector  sent  ont  there  to  make  this  in- 
quiry after  these  charges  were  filed  against  your  son  f — A.  I  never 
made  any  application. 

Q.  Don^t  you  know  that  is  how  it  came  in  the  Post-Office  Depart- 
ment?— A.  No,  sir;  I  never  made  any  application.  It  was  not  done  by 
ipe  or  by  my  order  or  my  request,  and  1  had  no  knowledge  of  it  until 
recently,  when  I  applied  for  it. 

Q.  Who  brought  it  to  your  attention  t — A.  I  don't  recall  now. 

Q.  Did  you  get  it  from  the  Postmaster  General  T — A.  I  sent  a  mes- 
senger over  there,  a  person  over  there. 

Q.  Who  did  you  send  t — A.  I  believe  I  sent  Mr.  Lineaweaver  over 
there.  Some  one  else  may  have  gone.  At  all  events  I  heard  that  there 
had  been  an  examination  made  of  his  record ;  Mr.  Taylor's  record  at 
Belleville.  I  did  not  request  that  it  should  be  made,  nor  did  I  ask 
anybody  else  to  request  it  to  be  made,  it  was  made,  and  there  is  a  copy 
of  it,  and  you  are  entitled  to  all  the  benefits  of  it,  and  Mr.  Taylor  is  en- 
titled to  the  full  benefit  of  it. 

Q.  You  recollect  all  about  it,  except  where  yon  got  your  informa- 
tion t — A.  I  expect  I  can  find  that  out 

Q.  Don't  you  know  now!— -A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  remember  who  told 
me.  I  have  no  doubt  I  can  find  it  at  the  office,  but  I  just  state  this  and 
I  will  emphasize  that 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  little  inclined  to  elaborate,  general. 

A.  All  right,  then,  I  will  cut  it  oflf,  judge. 

Judge  Patson.  I  think  that  is  a  trouble  which  our  friend  across  the 
table  is  apt  to  fall  into  also. 
[  The  Chairman.  There  is  a  little  of  it  all  round.    Shorten  it  np  where 

'  ever  you  can  unless  it  is  material. 

'  Mr.  Enloe.  I  don't  think  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois  is 

I  adding  any  to  the  brevity  of  this  examination  by  his  remarks. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  find  out  by  what  authority  this  investigation  was 
made  t— A.  You  will  have  to  ask  the  Post-Office  Department  aboat 
that. 

Q.  And  also  how  it  came  to  yonr  attention  Y — A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  You  don't  know  t — A.  I  think  I  can  find  out. 

Q.  You  think  you  know  t — A.  I  think  I  can  find  out.  I  can  ascertain 
at  the  office  and  bring  the  information  to  you  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  Did  Theodore  Smith  furnish  you  this  information  f — A.  He  did 
not.    It  was  furnished  by  the  Post-Office  Department 
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Q.  Did  the  chief  of  the  Post-OfiBce  inspectors  famish  it  to  you  f — A, 
I  have  DO  doubt  he  had  the  record  from  which  that  was  taken.  I  don't 
know  who  did  have  the  record,  but  I  presume  the  chief  of  inspectors 
had  it.    I  sent  over  to  get  it  and  I  got  it. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  refresh  your  memory.  Did  any  post-office  inspector 
call  it  to  your  attention  t — A.  Ko,  sir ;  I  don't  recall  it,  if  they  did. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  that  this  investigation  was  being  made  before  these 
papers  were  filed  in  the  Post-Office  Department  f — A.  I  just  remarked 
that  I  knew  nothing  of  the  existence  of  that  paper. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  there  was  an  investigation  going  on  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  there  was  an  inquiry  going  on  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  seeking  to  find  out  about  him  T — A.  \Yell,  sir;  if  I  had 
desired  to  find  out  about  an  examiner,  I  could  have  sent  a  special  ex- 
aminer there  and  found  out  for  myself. 

Q.  Isn't  that  what  you  generally  do  when  you  want  any  x>olit]cal 
work  done  f — ^A.  I  wasn't  doing  it  for  a  political  purpose,  I  wrote  that 
letter  before  he  went  out.  I  thought  he  ought  to  have  gone  out  with 
more  rapidity  than  he  did.  He  was  permitted  to  resign  and  I  thought 
he  should  have  been  dismissed,  and  I  said  so  to  the  Secretary  in  that 
last  breath. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  was  a  pension  attorney  in  Illinois  who  called 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that  yon  could  get  information  of  Mr.  Taylor 
if  you  would  send  out  there  t — A.  I  will  tell  you  what  occurred  in  regard 
to  that,  if  you  desire,  and  I  will  have  to  get  his  name,  I  have  it  at  the 
office. 

Q.  Mr.  Tumbull  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  Maj.  Turnbull.  He  is  now  at  the 
head  of  the  inspection  department  of  wheat  in  Chicago. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  What  information  did  Tumbull  give  you  f — A.  He  said  that  he 
'thought  Taylor  had  an  unsavory  reputation  at  Belleville. 

Q.  What  time  was  that  f — A.  Several  months  ago. 

Q.  Before  this  inquiry  was  madef — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  guess  so.  I  don't 
know;  it  was  at  the  time  that  he  was  pursuing  the  course  I  have  charged 
him  with  having  pursued. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe: 

Q.  When  you  got  that  information  what  did  you  do  with  itt — A.  I 
didn't  set  the  Post-Office  Department  on  him. 

Q.  Did  you  set  anybody  on  him  ? — A.  I  wrote  a  letter  or  two  out 
there. 

Q.  You  attempted  to  investigate  this  matter,  did  youY — A.  No;  not 
in  the  way  of  an  investigation  through  anybody.  I  simply  wrote  a  let- 
ter or  two  out  there  and  dropped  it 

Q.  Had  that  anything  to  do  with  this  Post-Office  investigation,  so 
far  as  you  know  I — A.  Not  in  the  world.  I  dropped  it,  but  finally  when 
it  came  to  my  attention  that  one  of  the  inspectors  had  been  directed  to 
make  an  investigation  and  had  made  his  report,  I  got  a  copy  of  it 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Turnbull  visit  Washington  at  any  time,  about  the  time 
you  speak  of? — A.  He  was  here  at  the  time;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  knew  all  about  this  man's  record? — A.  Well, 
we  didn't  spend  any  time  on  it 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Theodore  Smith  went  to  see  him  or  not  t — 
A.  I  don't  know  about  that.  sir.  I  don't  know  whether  Mr.  Smith 
knows  Mr.  Turnbull  or  not. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  didn't  know  anything  about  it ! — A.  Who  t 

^*  Turnbull  ? — A.  He  said  he  had  heard  a  good  many  thiu^Oi  ?k.^^\w^\i 
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Taylor,  and  he  said  he  thought  if  an  investigation  was  made  it  wonid 
show  that  Taylor  had  a  very  nnsavory  reputation  at  Belleville. 

Q.  You  are  informed  that  an  application  was  made  by  Mr.  Taylor  for 
I  an  appointment  in  the  Post-Office  Department  and  on  that  this  inves- 

tigation was  madet — A.  That  is  the  statement  they  made  to  me;  yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lineaweaver  bring  you  that  statement  t — A.  I  will  ascer- 
tain. I  don't  know  the  mau  who  brought  that  to  me.  I  say  I  will  find 
out  and  will  tell  you. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any  connection  between  the  fact 
of  your  knowledge,  your  attention  being  called  to  the  probability  that 
he  might  have  such  a  reputation  or  record  as  this  aud  the  investigation 
that  was  made  afterwards  t — A.  I  don't  think  there  is  any  connection. 
I  state  broadly  and  without  any  reservation  that  I  did  not  ask  the 
Post-Office  Department  to  make  any  investigation  or  didn't  ask  any- 
body else  to  ask  the  Post-Office  Department  to  do  it,  nor  did  not  have 
anything  to  do  with  it. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  In  other  words  you  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  it  T — ^A.  No, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Enxoe  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Taylor! — A.  For  several  years. 
I  may  have  seen  him  in  the  Army,  but  I  don't  remember  anything 
about  it ;  if  I  did  our  acquaintance  dropped  off  then.    I  always  re- 
spected him  and  I  think  I  gave  him  a  letter  once 
'»  The  Chairman.  Your  answers  are  very  long. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  answers  did  yon  get  to  the  letters  you  wrote  out  there  t 

Mr.  LiND.  How  is  that  ma^rial  f 

Mr.  Enlob.  It  is  material  to  show  that  he  was  pursuing  this  investi- 
gation into  Mr.  Taylor's  character. 

A.  I  think  I  can  find  those  letters.  They  didn't  give  any  clew  against 
Mr.  Taylor  to  me  and  I  didn't  follow  it  up. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

I  I  will  state  to  the  committee  that  Oen.  Baum,  when  these  charges 

^  were  filed  against  his  son   here  and  the  newspapers  attacked  him, 

'  thought  Mr.  Taylor  was  connected  with  it  and  he  sought  every  way  he 

9  could  to  have  these  men  discharged. 

\  Q.  I  would  like  to  see  the  letters  you  received. — A.  I  will  bring  them 

ij  if  1  can  find  them.    I  will  state  broadly  that  the  letters  cast  no  refleo- 

I  tion  upon  Mr.  Taylor,  and  I  dropped  the  inquiry  right  there. 

Q.  You  have  told  an  extensive  lot  of  matter  here  in  the  nature  of 
alleged  information  against  these  three  persons,  Engle,  Howard*  and 
Taylor.  Where  did  you  get  that  information  outside  of  what  you  have 
in  the  affidavits  here! — A.  I  got  the  information  in  regard  to  Mr.  Tay- 
lor from  the  Post-Office  Department.  Mr.  Toncray,  I  think  the  follow- 
ing day  after  this  affair  on  the  street  occurred,  came  to  my  room  aud 
informed  me  of  it 

Judge  Patson.  About  the  pistol  t 

A.  About  the  pistol,  and  said  he  would  make  a  written  statement. 
Q.  And  he  has  done  so  f — A.  Yes,  sir.    Mr.  Ford  came  to  me  and  said 
he  had  known  this  man  Engle,  etc.,  and  he  knew  certain  facts  and  he 
would  make  a  statement,  aud  he  made  it.    I  knew  nothing  of  that  until 
it  was  brought  to  me. 
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Q.  Yon  Stated,  ^<  I  now  lay  before  yoa  for  your  consideration  the 
affidavit  of  Wm.  T.  Ford  assistant  chief  of  the  record  division,  and 
while  snch  assistant  chief  he  deliberately  planned  the  ruin  of  a  repa- 
table  yonng  girl  and  finally  boasted  that  he  had  accomplished  her  se- 
duction.'* 

Q.  Have  yoa  got  evidence  of  that,  except  Mr.  Ford's  statement  t— A. 
"Soy  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  name  that  young  lady  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  he  named  her ;  but 
I  said  I  didn't  want  to  know  it. 

Q.  Is  she  in  the  office  nowt — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Would  you  keep  a  lady  in  the  office  who  was  doing  that  kind  of 
business,  young  or  old  ?  It  is  a  question  going  to  the  morals  of  the 
Pension  Office,  and  I  would  like  to  know. — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  a  question 
going  to  tbe  morals  of  the  Pension  Office.  Well,  I  should  recommend 
the  dismissal  of  any  person  who  was  known  to  be  guilty  of  that  sort 
of  conduct,  because  I  think  it  is  not  the  proper  thing  for  persons  of  that 
sort  to  remain. 

Q.  Did  you  believe  those  statements  of  Mr.  Ford's  to  ba  true  Y — A. 
I  had  no  reason  to  disbelieve  them. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  effort  to  find  out  who  the  young  lady  wast — 
A.  I  did  not.    He  said  she  was  behaving  herself  at  this  time. 

Q.  Didn't  you  take  her  name  T — A.  I  will  meet  that  question  with 
perfect  frankness.    I  declined  to  take  the  woman's  name  at  that  time. 

Q.  Didn't  want  to  know  who  she  was  f — ^A.  No,  sir ;  1  did  not  care 
to  know  her  name. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  in  regard  to  this  statement.  You  say  in  regard 
to  Engle  that  he  is  shown  to  be  guilty  of  false  swearing,  to  be  a  con- 
spirator against  the  chief  of  his  Bureau,  to  be  a  rerater  who  has  drawn 
money  from  the  public  treasury  without  authority  of  law.  Yon  make 
those  charges  t — A.  They  have  those  statements  in  tbe  Department 
there. 

Q.  You  state  that  to  be  a  fact  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  is  an  arraignment  of  Mr.  Engle  to  shut  him  out  for  the 
good  of  the  service  t — A.  I  aimed  to  make  it  so. 

Q.  Didn't  you  once  before  recommend  that  Mr.  Engle  should  be  dis- 
missed from  the  public  service  for  the  good  of  the  service  Y — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  When  you  recommended  that  he  be  dismissed,  what  was  the  ground 
of  the  dismissal  at  that  timet — A.  My  recollection  is  now  that  he  was 
drinking  a  good  deal  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  state  anything  of  that  kind  t — ^A.  I  don't  recall  what  the 
form  of  the  recommendation  was. 

Q.  I  just  call  your  attention  to  that  letter  [hands  letter  to  witness]. — 
A.  And  behind  that  was  his  drink  habit  at  the  time. 

Q.  Was  he  reinstated  after  being  dismissed  at  that  timet— A.  Yes 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  writing  a  letter  upon  that  subject  t— A.  I  did, 
but  I  don't  recall  what  the  letter  was  now. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  this  letter  [hands  letter  to  witness]  t — A.  Yes, 
sir;  I  wrote  that  letter. 

Q.  You  state  now  as  you  did  a  moment  ago  that  the  reason  you  rec- 
ommended Mr.  Bugle's  dismissal  was  the  drink  habit  t — ^A.  I  know  that 
was  one  at  tbe  time. 

Q.  That  is  what  you  said  was  behind  this  former  letter  recommend- 
ing his  dismissal  T — ^A.  If  you  want  to  go  into  Mr.  Engle  a  little  fur- 
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ther.  At  the  time  I  went  intb  the  office  he  was  booked  to  go  because 
he  was  a  rerater,  and  had  drawn  money  not  according  to  law,  and  for 
a  certain  length  of  time  it  was  found  he  was  drinking. 

Q.  It  is  not  as  yon  stated,  then,  that  the  reason  you  wrote  this  letter 
was  because  he  was  drinking! — A.  He  was  drinking,  too. 

Q.  Now,  you  change  that  statement  to  make  it  meet  this  letter. — 
A.  1  just  remarked  to  you  that  Mr.  Engle,  at  the  time  I  first  went  into 
the  office,  upon  certain  examination  at  the  Secretary's  office  and  before 
I  went  there,  he  was  booked  to  go,  to  be  put  out  because  of  this  rerating, 
and  he  was  found  to  be  drinking,  and  finally  he  was  put  out  on  my  let- 
ter. The  subj<ect  of  all  those  rerating  questions  was  reserved  for  the 
Secretary  when  I  went  into  the  office.  I  insisted  upon  that  when  I  took 
charge  of  the  office. 

Q.  Now,  when  a  man  is  removed  from  the  classified  service,  is  it  not 
required  of  the  head  of  the  Bureau  upon  whose  recommendation  he 
is  removed  to  certify  or  furnish  a  statement  to  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners that  he  was  not  dismissed  on  any  ground  damaging  to  his 
character! — A.  Well,  I  made  such  a  letter  there  as  answered  the  pur- 
pose. 

Q.  Did  you  write  the  letter  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission? — A.  1 
don't  correspond  with  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  I  correspond 
through  the  Secretary. 

Q.  And  this  complies  with  the  civil  service  lawst — A.  I  don't  know 
what  letters  they  sent. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  what  the  law  is  t — A.  I  understand  that,  of  course. 
Mr.  Engle  made  some  explanation  about  the  drinking  business — that  it 
was  for  his  health— and  this  rerating  went  to  the  Secretary.  It  was  a 
big  business  when  I  went  in  there  and  I  told  the  President  and  Secre- 
tary I  didn't  want  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Judge  Payson.  When  you  say  reserved  you  mean  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility T 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  as  I  told  you,  Mr.  Engle  was  booked  to  go  when  I 
went  in  there. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Because  of  the  rerating  T 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  complied  with  the  civil  service  rules  f — A.  I  wrote  that  let- 
ter. 

Q.  Did  you  write  any  other  Y — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  You  don't  think  you  furnished  any  information  to  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commission  t — A.  I  don't  correspond  with  them  directly,  Mr. 
Enloe.    I  sometimes  use  the  telephone,  but  not  the  pen. 

Further  investigation  adjourned  until  Wednesday,  March  23,  1892, 
at  12  o'clock  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Wednesday^  March  23, 1892. 
The  committee  met  at  1  p.  m. 

Present :  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Little,  Lind, 
Dungan,  and  Brosius,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and 
Hon,  L.  E.  Payson. 
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GBEEV  B.  RAUM— BecaUed. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  General,  I  asked  yoa  when  yoa  were  on  the  stand  Saturday  if 
yon  had  received  any  coinmanication  while  at  Chicago  from  anyone 
connected  with  the  Pension  Office  or  the  Interior  Department  in  regard 
to  yoar  son's  resignation  t — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  You  stated  you  would  ascertain. — A.  I  have  not  had  the  time  to 
do  that,  but  I  will  hunt  it  by  the  time  of  the  next  meeting.  I  do  not 
recall  that  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  of  adjournment  we  were  talking  about  the  case  of 
Eugle.  You  stat€4  in  the  paper  which  is  filed  here — ^you  filed  Saturday 
an  af&davit  of  William  T.  Ford,  and  called  attention  to  a  statement 
that 'Mr.  Engle  had  seduced  a  young  lady  in  his  division }  have  you 
ascertained  the  name  of  that  lady  t — A,  I  have  not,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  effort  to  ascertain  that  t — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Is  it  your  intention  not  to  furnish  the  name  I — A.  Mr.  Ford  is  in 
this  city,  and  if  you  wish  to  ascertain  from  him  the  name,  why,  if  he 
wishes  to  give  it,  he  will  give  it  ^  but  I  have  not  asked  for  the  name. 

Q.  Mr.  Ford  made  this  afiidavit,  which  you  filed  here,  on  October  21, 
I  believe,  1891 1 — A.  There  is  a  date ;  I  do  not  remember  the  date. 

Q.  How  did  Mr.  Ford  happen  to  make  this  affidavit  t  Did  yon  send 
for  him  to  come  to  you  and  prefer  charges  against  this  man  ? — A.  I 
did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  voluntarily  come  to  you  and  offer  to  prefer  charges  t — A. 
He  came  to  me  and  stated  the  fact. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  him  about  it  at  the  time  he  wrote  this  affidavit! — 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  And  was  this  written  out  at  the  time  on  your  suggestion  and  fur-^ 
nished  to  you ! — A.  The  affidavit  was  prepared  after  he  stated  to  me 
distinctly^  what  he  had  been  told  by  Mr.  Engle. 

Q.  You  did  not  institute  any  inquiry  to  find  out  whether  or  not  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  charges,  did  you  T — ^A.  I  simply  took  that  affida- 
vit ;  that  is  all. 

Q.  Did  you  try  to  find  out  whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the  charges 
contained  in  that  affidavit? — A.  I  answered  you  that  that  was  all  I 
did. 

Q.  But  I  ask  you  that  question  and  I  want  an  answer  to  it. — A. 
That  is  all  I  did ;  I  took  that  affidavit. 

Q.  Then  you  took  an  affidavit  assailing  the  character  of  a  man  and 
the  character  of  a  woman,  both  in  the  employ  of  your  Bureau,  and  filed 
it  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  without  investigating  at  all  to 
ascertain  whether  or  not  there  was  any  truth  in  it,  did  you  not  t — A.  I 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  forwarding  that  affi- 
davit of  an  assistant  chief  of  one  of  the  divisions  of  that  office,  who  pre- 
sented that  charge  against  Mr.  Engle  as  a  reason  why  he  should  be 
dismissed  from  the  service. 

Q.  Without  inquiring  into  the  truth  of  itt — A.  Jnst  let  me  finish,  if 
you  please.  I  just  left  it  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  has 
full  cognizance  of  these  matters,  to  pursue  such  course  as  he  saw  proper. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  he  did  about  itt — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  opinion  he  expressed  about  itt — A.  I  was 
never  informed  whether  he  made  an  investigation  or  not ;  if  he  did,  I 
have  no  information  of  that  fact  either  verbally  or  in  writing. 

Q.  Then  you  took  copies  of  these  papers  from  your  own  files  t — A« 
Copies  of  what  papers  T 
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Q.  Copies  of  the  affidavit  and  your  letter  transmitting  them  to  the 
Secretary — ^yoa  took  them  from  those  files  and  brought  them  here  f— A. 
I  obtained  a  copy  of  the  affidavit  from  the  Secretary's  file ;  I  did  not 
retain  a  copy  of  the  affidavit.  I  sent  the  original  affidavit  to  him  and 
he  furnished  me  a  copy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  copy  was  sworn  to  before  you  f — A.  I 
do  not  know  anything  about  it,  only  it  purports  to  be  sworn  to^  but  it 
was  not  in  my  presence  and  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  get  this  copy  from  that  file  of  the  Secretary  as  you  stated 
just  then  t — A.  I  think  so.    I  sent  the  original  to  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  Then  you  took  a  copy  of  the  affidavit  Y— A.  That  is  my  recollec- 
tion. 

Q.  Is  this  the  copy  of  it  which  you  offer  in  evidence  f  I  want  to  know 
if  it  is  a  copy. 

Mr.  Patson.  Do  you  mean,  if  that  is  the  identical  copy  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  know  if  this  is  a  copy  of  the  original  paper. 

The  Witness.  I  did  not  prepare  it  myself,  but  I  assume  that  it  is  a 
copy. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  This  was  furnished  you  from  the  Interior  Department  as  a 
copy  f — A.  Allow  me  to  look  at  it.  (Examiniog  paper.)  I  think  that  is 
a  copy  of  the  affidavit  I  forwarded. 

Q.  Before  what  notary  was  that  sworn  Y — A.  I  really  do  not  know. 

Q.  Look  at  it  and  see  what  it  says  there. — A.  The  signature  does  not 
seem — you  will  observe  that  this  is  a  press  copy. 

Q.  Yes ;  I  observe  that. — A.  The  signature  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  produced  on  this. 

Q.  So  it  does  not  appear  it  was  sworn  to  at  all  before  a  notary  public 
from  that  copy  t — ^A.  The  original  affidavit  was  sworn  to. 

Q.  Yon  are  certain  of  that  t — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  so  f 

Mr.  Payson.  Is  it  your  best  recollection  Y 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  it  was  sworn  to. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  When  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  was  on  the  stand  I  called  for 
the  papers  in  this  case,  and  I  do  not  find  that  paper  among  the  papers 
furnished  by  him. — A.  Which,  the  affidavit  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  he  furnished  a  co])y  of  what  purports  to  be  affidavits  re- 
lating to  the  discharge  of  Howard  and  Eugle.— A.  You  had  better  ci^ 
again. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  would  like  to  inquire  if  you  regard  that  bs  an  impor- 
tant matter;  you  could  get  the  papers  by  sending  to  the  Secretary's 
office,  and  if  the  Secretary  does  not  send  them 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Commissioner  here  knows 
whether  this  was  sworn  to  or  not ;  that  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. 

The  Witness.  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  sworn  to. 

Q.  But  you  don't  know  it! — A.  Well,  I  was  not  present  when  the 
jurat  was  given. 

Q.  So  you  do  not  know  whether  it  was  signed  or  not  f — ^A.  I  have 
said  what  I  know  about  it. 

Q.  You  say  that  this  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  the  original  t ^A.  The 

letterpress  copy  might  have  been  taken  before  it  was  sworn  to. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  this  letterpress  copy  f — ^A.  I  said  just  now  I 
thought  I  got  the  copy  fix)m  the  Secretary's  office.  I  may  not  be  cor- 
rect as  to  that. 
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Mr.  DxTNGAN.  I  do  not  understand  that  statement  that  a  copy  may 
have  been  taken  before  it  was  sworn  to. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  are  yon  speaking  about  now! 

The  Witness.  This  letterpress  copy. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Was  that  prepared  before  it  was  sworn  to  in  your 
ofSoet 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Ford  was  an  employ^  in  the  Pension  OflQce,  and 
that  affidavit  was  prepared  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  there  are  one  or 
two  notaries  in  the  Pension  Office 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  So  a  copy  might  have  been  taken  there  before  it  was 
actually  sworn  tot 

The  Witness.  From  the  appearance  of  that  I  think  it  probably  was. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  think  yon  got  this  copy  at  your  own  office  or  at  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior? — ^A.  My  impression  is  that  X  wrote  a 
letter  to  the  Secretary  in  regard  to  this  matter  distinctly  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  I  transmitted  with  that  letter  an  affidavit  of  Mr.  Ford 
setting  forth  those  facts. 

Q.  Do  you  think  these  are  on  file  in  the  Secretary's  office  T — A.  I 
presume  so. 

Q.  Did  you  send  that  in  your  letter  t — A.  I  have  no  doubt  I  did. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  about  it? — A.  I  say  I  have  no  doubt  of  it  I 
said  in  my  letter  I  did  and  I  have  no  doubt  I  sent  it;  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  Did  you  send  this  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  which 
you  produced  here  before  the  committee,  with  this  accompanying  doc- 
ument, on  the  23d  of  October,  1891f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  state  it  here  as  I 
do  in  this  letter,  ^'  I  now  lay  before  you  for  your  consideration,  in  con- 
nection with  the  case  of  Bngle,  the  affidavit  of  William  T.  Ford,  as- 
sistant chief,"  etc. 

Q.  It  is  not  necessary  to  read  any  more  of  the  letter. — A.  I  am  just 
showing  that  statement  as  contained  in  that  letter. 

Q.  Is  the  affidavit  to-day  on  fito  in  the  Secretary's  office  T — A.  I 
should  say  so. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Ford  t — A.  I  made 
his  acquaintance  when  I  went  to  the  Pension  Office,  where  I  found  him 
chief  of  the  record  division.    I  never  knew  him  before. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  been  in  the  service  formerly  or 
not! — A.  We  looked  over  that  on  Saturday.  I  do  not  recollect  how 
far  back,  but  he  was  a  boy  when  he  went  in  there,  probably  nine  or  ten 
years  of  age. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  was  dismissed  under  Geu 
Black's  administration  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  grounds  of  dismissal  were  t — A.  There 
were  certain  charges  against  him,  I  believe,  in  those  letters  yoo  have 
there  probably. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  charges  were  preferred  against  him  by  Mr, 
Fuller  and  Mr.  Taft,  assistant  chief  of  division,  at  the  time  Ford  waa 
called  on  to  resign  or  removed,  charging  him  with  having  some  con- 
nection with  a  lady  ot  the  Pension  Office  similar  to  the  charges  alleged 
against  Mr.  Engle? — A.  There  were  some  charges  similar  to  that  kind, 
and  theu  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  is  now  on  the  supreme 
bench,  appointed  him  in  the  Patent  Office,  and  he  remained  in  the 
Patent  Office,  and  until  Commissioner  Tanner  recommeuded  his  ap- 
pointment in  the  Pension  Office. 
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Q.  Yoa  answer  the  questions,  and  I  will  come  to  these  other  fiMsts  as 
I  need  them.  Now,  I  want  to  know  if  these  charges  ought  not  to  be  on 
file  at  the  present  time  in  the  Interior  Department  or  in  your  office. — 
A.  I  should  think  so ;  I  never  saw  them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  they  are  on  file  t — ^A.  I  do  not  think 
they  are  on  file  in  the  Pension  Ofiice.  I  showed  you  all  Mr.  Ford's  file 
the*  other  afternoon  when  yon  called  down  there,  and  they  were  not  in 
that  bundle. 

Q.  Now,  knowing  that  this  particular  person  who  makes  this  affidavit 
bad  been  dismissed  from  the  Pension  Ofiice  on  a  charge  that  he  had 
held  improper  relations  with  a  lady  in  the  Pension  Bureau,  do  you  think 
that  he  is  a  proper  witness,  unsupported,  to  turn  out  another  man  on  a 
a  similar  charge  f — A.  Well,  Secretary  Lamar  turned  him  out  and  then 
put  him  back.  I  do  not  know  what  ground  he  put  him  back  upon;  at 
least,  he  put  him  back  by  appointing  him  to  the  Patent  Office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  he  got  back  into  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  He 
was  appointed  by  Secretary  Noble  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Was  he  not  appointed  by  Mr.  Tanner,  or  recommended  for  ap- 
pointment by  him. — A,  You  know  the  Gommissioner  has  no  power  of 
appointment,  but  simply  recommends. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  as  a  rule,  does 
not  pay  much  attention  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioner, 
except  to  approve  them,  unless  somebody  prefers  charges  f — A.  In  look- 
ing over  a  portion  of  Mr.  Taylor's  files  on  Saturday  evening 

Q.  Yesterday  afternoon,  you  mean. — A.  I  beg  your  pardon — yester- 
day afternoon — I  found  a  letter  there  from  Secretary  Bussey  to  Oom- 
l  missioner  Tanner,  statiug  that  the  Secretary  had  declined  to  appoint 

Mr.  Ford  upon  his  indorsement,  but  he  seemed  to  have  reconsidered 
that  later.  I  supposed  from  that  they  had  considered  Ford's  case  pretty 
carefully. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  induced  him  to  reconsider;  upon  whose  recom- 
mendation it  was  donet — A.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any  additional 
papers  on  file  there. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  files  in  the  Secretary's  or  your  office  t — A. 
I  have  never  examined  the  files  of  the  Secretary's  office. 
X  Q.  Have  you  ever  been  informed  that  it  was  done  on  the  argent  so- 

licitation of  W.  W.  Dudley! — A.  I  have  been  told  that  he  and  Col. 
Dudley  were  friends,  and  I  have  been  told  also  that  Col.  Dudley  recom- 
mended him  for  appointment 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  letter  from  Col.  Dudley  in  which  he 
stated  that  Senator  Yoorhees  and  Gen.  Black,  when  they  procured  the 
discharge  of  Ford,  struck  a  blow  at  him,  because  a  blow  at  Ford  was  a 
blow  at  him,  or  words  to  that  effect  f 

Mr.  LiND.  Is  that  letter  on  file  T 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  letter  is  in  the  Department 

Mr.  Payson.  I  have  not  thought  to  interpose  an  objection  to  this,  but 
these  affidavits  and  letters  are  matters  of  record  of  the  Department, 
and  Gen.  Kaum  is  not  testifiying  to  any  personal  knowledge  he  has  of 
this.  I  do  not  want  to  be  technical  in  regard  to  this,  but  clearly,  to 
me,  it  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Enlob.  It  is  not  out  of  order  for  this  reason — that  it  is  wanted  to 
show  what  Gen.  Baum's  knowledge  of  this  was  at  the  time  he  accepted 
this  affidavit  of  Ford's. 

Mr.  Patson.  Were  you  familiar  with  all  these  details  at  the  time  yoq 
wrote  this  letter  about  Ford. 

The  WxTl^£s;s.  I  had  never  examined  Mr.  Ford's  flle^  at  all. 
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]^  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yoa  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Ford's  record  f-^A.  I  had 
heard  a  general  statement. 

Q.  What  did  yon  hear  of  him  f — A.  That  he  had  been  In  the  Pension 
Office  abont  twenty  years  and  that  he  had  been  occupying  a  position 
from  messenger  up  to  finally  chief  of  division. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  what  caused  him  to  go  out  of  office ;  what  caused  his 
removal  f — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  examined  that. 

Q.  Ton  stated  awhile  ago  you  heard  he  was  discharged  for  having 
some  relations  with  a  woman  t— A.  I  may  have  heurd  some  allusion  to 
that,  but  I  never  examined  into  that  matter  at  all. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  abont  what  you  heard  and  what  knowledge  you 
had  of  the  man's  character  at  the  time  you  accepted  his  statement;  that 
is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  out  of  yon. — A.  I  heard  Mr.  Ford  had  been 
there  a  great  many  years  and  that  he  had  occupied  various  positions, 
and  I  think  he  bears  a  very  good  character. 

Q.  Did  not  you  understand  he  was  appointed  to  that  office  at  the  in- 
stance of  Mr.  Dudley  because  he  was  Mr.  Dudley's  friend  T — ^A.  I  under- 
stood that  Col.  Dudley  recommended  his  appointment;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  is  a  telephone  in  the  office 
with  which  Mr.  Dudley  had  a  connection,  and  if  there  was  not  commu- 
nication going  on  between  Mr.  Dudley's  office  and  the  Pension  Office 
there 

Mr.  Payson.  Whenf 

Mr.  Enloe.  During  the  time  Mr.  Ford  was  occupying  a  position  in 
that  office. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Dnring  the  incumbency  of  Mr.  Baum  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

The  YiTiTNESS.  The  Pension  Office  has  a  telephone  service  and  each 
division  in  the  Pension  Office  has  a  telephone,  and  our  telephone  service 
\B  connected  with  the  outside  service  in  the  city  and  with  Baltimore, 
and  I  can  telephqne  from  my  desk  to  Baltimore  or  to  any  person  in  the 
city.  I  do  not  know  what  telephone  messages  are  received  or  sent  from 
the  rooms  of  the  various  chiefs  of  divisions.  There  is  probably  an 
average  of  two  or  three  messages  a  minute  going  over  those  wires. 
There  are  five  circuits  in  the  house. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  the  qnestion,  if  you  had  your  attention  at  any 
time  called  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Barker,  chief  of  that  division,  pro- 
hibited any  telephonic  commnnication  between  employes  of  the  office 
and  outside  parties. — A.  I  never  heard  of  snch  a  thing. 

Q.  Ton  never  knew  of  any  such  thing  being  done  T — A.  I  never  heard 
of  it^  It  is  not  unusual  for  persons  wishing  to  telephone  some  part  of 
the  city  to  get  connection  and  telephone. 

Q.  Did  you  transfer  Mr.  Engle  to  another  division  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  Maj.  Barker  as  chief  of  the  record  division  Y — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  the  exact  time  of  his  transfer,  bnt  he  was  transferred. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  on  the  report  of  Maj.  Barker,  chief 
of  that  division,  that  Mr.  Engle's  services  were  almost  indispensable  to 
that  division ;  that  he  was  returned  to  that  division  f — A.  I  do  not  rec- 
ollect as  to  that.  The  record  division,  a  few  months  after  I  went  in 
there,  became  exceedingly  large.  It  required  as  many  as  360  people  in 
there  at  that  time  and  I  never  kept  the  run  of  all  who  went  in  at  all. 
Mr.  Engle  was  assistant  chief  under  Ford  at  that  time,  and  finally  he 
was  removed  from  that  places  or,  at  leaati  assigned  to  the  special  exr 
amination  division* 


J 

If. 


338  PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  Have  any  complaints  ever  been  made  to  yon  tLat  Mr.  Ford  was 
borrowing  money  from  clerks  in  his  division  and  not  paying  them 
backY — A.  There  were  a  lot  of  complaints  on  file  there  when  I  went 
Uieref 

'  Q.  Have  yon  had  any  since  yon  have  gone  in  there  t — A.  I  have  not 
had  any. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether f — ^A.  Jnst  a  moment;  I  think  that 

Mr.  Ford  owed  some  money  when  he  went  in.  He  was  on  a  small  sal- 
ary in  the  Patent  Office  and  I  think  he  owed  some  money  when  he  went 
in  there  which  it  was  a  trouble  for  him  to  pay. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Newton  make  complaint  that  he  borrowed  money  firom 
her  and  did  not  pay  her  back  f^ A.  These  complaints  go  to  the  chief 
clerk ;  they  rariBly  come  to  me. 

Q.  Was  yonr  attention  called  to  itf — A.  K  it  was,  I  sent  her  to  the 
chief  clerk. 

Mr.  Patson.  He  is  asking  about  your  recollection. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  recollect  having  that  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion.   It  is  possible  it  may  have  been  done. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  there  was  an  anonymous  letter  written 
to  you  or  your  wife  in  regard  to  the  record  divisiou,  and  did  you  have 
any  investigation  of  such  a  letter  made  by  Mr.  Brooks,  special  exami- 
ner ? — A.  There  was  such  a  letter,  but  I  am  not  able  to  give  you  the 
outcome  of  that  now. 

Q.  You  ordered  an  investigation  to  be  made  into  it  Y — ^A.  I  can  not 
give  you  particulars  of  that.  I  had  forgotten  it  really  until  you  called 
it  to  my  mind.  There  was  some  sort  of  a  letter,  but  I  do  not  recollect 
now  what  sort  of  a  letter  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  letter  is  Y^A.  I  do  not;  but  if  there  is  any 
question  I  can  get  it.  A  great  many  anonymous  letters  are  received 
there. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Brooks  detailed  to  inquire  into  it  Y — A.  I  will  not  venture 
to  give  any  particulars  about  it.  There  was  some  sort  of  an  anony- 
mous letter,  but  I  would  not  be  able  to  give  you  particulars,  although 
I  will  hunt  it  up  and  see. 

Q.  I  questioned  you  Saturday  afternoon  in  regard  to  the  dismissal 
r  of  Mr.  Engle,  and  your  having  written  subh  a  letter  as  would  bring 

him  back  into  the  service  under  the  civil-service  rules.  Do  you  re- 
member thatY — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  that  time  you  stated  that  the  reason  why  you  wrote  that  letter 
was  he  was  drinking  Y — A.  Well,  he  was  drinking,  as  I  understood  it. 

Q.  Did  that  anonymous  letter  have  anything  to  do  with  that  Y — A. 
I  will  not  be  willing  to  make  any  statement  about  the  anonymous  letter, 
because  it  entirely  escaped  my  attention,  and  I  really  can  not  give  you 
the  particulars  about  it.  I  do  not  think  it  was  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance  now. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  Mr.  Engle  to  be  under  the  influence  of  liquor 
so  that  he  could  not  perform  his  duties  in  the  office  there Y — A.  No; 
1  have  not  had  a  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Engle,  but  I  have 
heard  his  habits  spoken  of  very  frequently. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
made  before  this  committee,  referring  to  these  communications,  these 
affidavits,  and  your  letter  Y  He  makes  the  statement,  <^  I  thought  it  was 
a  charge  and  a  countercharge,  and  as  I  balanced  up  the  affldavits,  I 
thought  one  was  about  as  strong  as  the  other."  Did  you  see  that  t — ^A. 
I  never  read  his  testimony,  except  as  I  saw  it  in  the  papers. 
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Q.  Then  his  jadgment  was  the  statements  of  Howard  and  Engle 
in  effect  were  entitled  to  as  much  credence  as  your  communication 

Mr.  Fayson.  That  is  altogether  a  matter  of  judgment,  Mr.  Chair 
man.  You  are  getting  at  the  acts  of  G^n.  JEtoum  and  not  at  Gren. 
Etaum's  judgment  of  what  the  Seci*etary  thought. 

The  Witness.  I  have  nothing  to  say  about  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask,  then,  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  did  not 
sit  in  the  capacity  of  a  judge  on  the  trial  of  these  issues  between  these 
gentlemen  and  Oreen  B.  Baum,  jr.,  Theodore  Smith,  Mr.  Lineweaver, 
Maj.  M.  D.  O.  Wright,  John  Welty,  C.  W.  Oakey,  and  W.  0.  Carroll ; 
did  he  not  sit  in  the  capacity  of  a  judge  on  them  t 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  that.  The  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  are  imposed  upoh  him  by  law,  and  what  he  has  done  he  has 
testified  to  fully. 

The  Witness.  I  will  make  a  statement  to  this  effect,  that  the  law 
imposes  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  power  of  appointment 
and  removal,  and  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  does  not  possess 
that  power.  What  he  does  is  simply  to  recommend,  and  it  is  for  the 
Secretary  to  act  upon  those  papers  as  he  sees  fit  to  act  upon  them. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  He  did  not  discharge  them  on  these  statements  t — A.  I  was  told 
that  he  asked  Mr.  Taylor  to  resign. 

Q.  They  were  not  charges  against  Mr.  Taylor  f — A.  They  were  all  in 
a  bunch. 

Q.  You  bunched  them,  and  shot  at  the  gang  f — A.  Tes,  sir ;  and  I 
think  I  hit  them,  too,  pretty  hard. 

Q.  That  is  a  question  we  will  come  to  in  time  f — A.  We  will  see  be- 
tbre  we  get  through  with  this  investigation. 

Q.  What  was  the  age  of  Mrs.  Fithian's  grandson f — A.  I  never  saw 
him  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Have  you  got  any  idea  Y — A.  She  told  me  she  had  a  grandson. 

Q.  Did  she  say  how  old  he  was  Y — A.  She  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  Y— A.  I  never  saw  him. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  he  was  a  boy  nine  or  ten  years  oldY — A.  I  said 
to  you  I  never  saw  him  and  I  do  not  know  his  age.  She  simply  told 
me  she  had  a  grandson  and  she  had  a  little  money  she  was  trying  to 
care  for  for  him. 

Q.  Did  she  say  it  was  his  money  or  her  money  ? — A.  She  said  it 
was  his  money. 

Q.  That  is  what  she  told  you  Y-^A.  That  is  what  she  said  to  me. 

Q.  When  we  were  on  the  Taylor  branch  of  this  case  Saturday  you 
said  that  there  were  certain  charges  against  Mr.  Taylor  in  connection 
with  the  Brown  case.  Tou  introduced  a  paper  in  that  case,  did  you 
not,  as  an  affidavit,  a  paper  which  Judge  Payson  pulled  out  of  his 
pocket. 

Mr.  Payson.  Which  I  got  out  of  the  drawer  here  to  be  accurate,  Mr. 
Enloe,  as  accuracy  seems  to  be  essential.  I  never  had  it  in  my  pocket, 
but  perhaps  I  had  in  my  hand  in  this  way  [illustrating]  when  I  passed 
it  to  Gen.  fiaum. 

The  Witness.  What  was  the  paper  Y 

Mr.  Payson.  It  was  the  original  report  of  Special  Examiner  Brooks. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Where  did  you  get  that  paper  Y 

Mr.  Payson.  I  got  it  from  the  Pension  Office. 

The  Witness.  I  will  account  for  that  if  you  wish. 

Mr.  Payson.  Do  you  want  to  know  how  I  got  it.  I  found  it  in.  tSx^ 
Pension  Office  among  a  lot  of  other  papers  in  couTV^i^t\OTim\Xi  \)q^&  ^s;Mbft^^ 
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and  I  took  it  in  my  hand  and  brought  it  up  here  nntil  I  shoald  see  fit  to 
use  it,  when  I  intended  to  prodace  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  did  not  get  it  from  the  Commissioner  f 

Mr.  Patson.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Enloe  (to  the  witness).  Bo  yon  know  how  it  came  to  be  in 
your  office  f 

The  Witness.  When  I  prepared  this  letter  to  the  Secretary  I  had 
the  original  copy  of  that  document  from  the  Post-Office  Department, 
and  I  suppose  a  copy  was  kept;  if  not,  one  was  obtained  later. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Enloe,  in  response  to  your  inquiry 
here,  a  little  more  fully,  so  that  you  may  understand  me,  when  I  was 
going  over  the  papers  in  connection  with  all  this  matter  that  I  was  in 
the  private  office  of  Gen.  Baum,  and  he  was  busy  with  some  mem- 
bers and  others  outside,  and  among  those  papers,  many  of  which  w«re 
copies,  I  found  it,  the  original,  and  I  brought  it  up  here  and  put  it  in 
my  drawer.    I  took  that  with  other  papers. 

Mr.  Enloe  (to  the  witness).  Where  did  you  get  thatt  That  is  what 
I  wanted  to  know. 

A.  I  do  not  know  really  whether  a  copy  was  sent  over  from  the  Post- 
Office  Department 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  not  the  paper;  it  is  not  that  paper  at  «»11.  I  am 
referring  to  the  report  of  the  special  examiner  who  was  sent  to  Iowa  to 
examine  a  lot  of  witnesses  to  know  what  had  been  done  by  Mr.  Taylor 
when  he  was  out  there  examining  the  Brown  case.  That  has  not  any 
connection  with  the  post-office  matter  at  all. 

The  Witness.  Beally,  I  suppose  that  paper  was  with — you  have  the 
Brown  papers  there  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  did  not  have  that  paper  in  the  case  at  all.  I  believe 
it  is  part  of  the  personal  files  of  Mr.  Taylor  in  the  Interior  Department, 
and  what  I  want  to  know  is,  how  you  got  possession  of  itY 

The  Witness.  I  really  do  not  know  how  it  came  to  my  office. 

Q.  Did  you  send  to  the  Interior  Department  for  that  paper  t — A.  I 
gave  directions  to  have  a  copy  made  of  that  report,  but  how  it  came 
there  I  can  not  tell  you. 
.^.  Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  those  directions  f — A.  I  told  Mr.  Line- 

'l  weaver  to  gather  up  these  papers  from  time  to  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Lineweav^r  brought  that  paper  to 
your  office  or  not  ? — A.  I  can  not  tell  you  as  to  that. 

Q.  It  was  brought  in  and  maile  part  of  this  record.    Did  you  take 
the  papers  out  of  the  possession  of  the  appointment  clerk  of  the  Inte- 
rior Department  without  his  permission  Y — A.  They  sometimes  loan  us 
papers  back  and  forth. 
ij  Q.  Do  they  take  a  receipt? — A.  1  really  can  not  tell  you. 

^  Q.  Do  you  understand  this  paper  was  taken  from  Mr.  Tenner's  pos- 

ll  session  t — A.  I  really  can  not  tell  you  where  it  came  from. 

'I  Q.  I  want  to  know,  as  you  ought  to  find  out. — A.  If  you  will  show 

I  me  the  paper  so  as  to  identify  it  I  will  take  a  memorandum  of  it  and 

J  try  to  find  out  all  about  it.     When  I  looked  at  it  the  other  day  I  sup- 

posed it  was  about  the  Brown  case. 

Q.  In  the  personal  files  of  Mr.  Taylor  in  the  Interior  Department 
there  was  an  original  application  with  indorsements ;  do  you  know 
where  that  paper  is  f — A.  I  never  examined  the  files  of  the  Secretary's 
!  office  in  the  Interior  Department,  and  do  not  know  what  it  contains. 

Q.  (To  Mr.  Payson.)  Do  you  know  where  this  is! 

Mr. .  Payson.  I  never  saw  it.   The  only  papers  I  saw  in  regard  to  Mr. 
;  Brown's  case  were  the  papers  Mr.  Touner  had  here. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  It  was  there  a  week  ago  and  there  is  a  jacket  on  file,  bat 
no  papers.  The  day  after  Mr.  Tonner  testified  here  I  went  to  him  and 
asked  him  to  show  me  the  envelope  he  had  there  and  to  give  some  dates 
from  that.  We  sat  at  his  desk  and  he  gave  me  the  dates  and  I  filled 
up  the  blanks  with  the  dates  I  needed.  He  told  me  no  one  had  been 
there  to  get  possession  of  the  papers  in  the  regular  way  and  no  one 
knew  how  they  got  out  of  there.  I  went  there  to  hunt  for  them,  so  yon 
see  the  reason  why  I  am  asking  this.  I  am  trying  to  find  out  what 
became  of  those  papers. 

The  Witness.  If  you  wish  I  will  telephone  tor  Mr.  Taylor's  files  that 
are  in  tbe  Pension  Office  and  you  can  see  tliem. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  the  matter  I  was  looking  after. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Taylor's  file  in  the 
Interior  Department. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  a  good  idea  to  telephone  Mr.  Lineweaver  to  come 
here  and  tell  how  he  happened  to  get  possession  of  this  paper  f — A.  He 
happens  to  be  out  of  the  city  at  the  moment,  but  he  will  be  here  in  due 
time  if  you  want  to  see  him. 

Q.  We  will  try  to  find  out  about  that  later.  Tou  said  in  your  testi- 
mony Saturday  you  would  try  to  find  out  who  it  was  who  gave  you  in- 
formation about  the  record  of  Mr.  Taylor  in  the  Post-Office  Department. 
Have  you  found  that  f — A.  No ;  I  left  that  with  Mr.  Lineweaver  to  find 
out.    I  sent  him  over  to  get  that  paper. 

Q.  Tou  do  not  know  anything  about  that  except  through  Mr.  Line- 
weaver! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  he  now! — A,  He  is  out  of  the  city. 

Q.  Where  has  he  gone  Y — A.  He  is  out  of  the  city. 

Q.  Are  you  aware  of  where  he  has  gone? — A.  I  am  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Oan  you  state  itf — No,  sir;  I  do  not  choose  to  state  it..  It  is  his 
business. 

Q.  Is  he  on  the  Pension  Office  business  f — ^A.  That  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  case. 

Q.  Is  not  he  an  employ^  of  the  Government  in  the  Pension  Office  t — 
A.  We  will  look  into  that  later. 

Q.  Let  us  have  an  answer  to  it  now;  it  is  not  worth  while  to  look 
into  a  thing  next  week ;  he  is  a  Government  employ^,  and  I  would  like 
to  know  where  he  is  now. — ^A.  As  Commissioner  of  Pensions  I  have  the 
right  to  send  people  out,  and  it  is  not  necessary  I  should  tell  where 
they  have  gone  and  what  they  are  doing. 

Q.  You  have  the  right  to  send  anybody  in  the  Pension  Office  any- 
where you  please  without  accounting  for  their  absence  and  what  busi* 
ness  the  men  are  on ;  is  that  your  construction  of  the  lawY — A.  If  I  see 
fit  to  detail  a  man  for  a  particular  service  and  I  do  so  and  the  Secretary 
approves  the  paper  I  send  over  there  for  his  signature,  I  can  send  him 
to  any  place. 

Q.  Did  you  detail  Mr.  Lineweaver  and  send  the  detail  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  his  approval,  and  send  him  out  of  the  cityY — A.  He  has  the 
necessary  papers  to  make  this  trip,  so  it  is  lawful  and  proper  for  him  to 
do  it. 

Q.  Is  he  sent  out  upon  your  request  for  a  detail  and  has  it  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Secretary? — A.  No,  sir;  the  Secretary  does  not  have  to 
confirm  the  detail. 

Q.  I  thought  you  stated  a  moment  ago  that  he  did  thatt — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  did  not. 
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Q.  What  did  yon  statef — A.  The  Secretary  certifies  the  kind  of  com- 
mission that  a  special  examiner  nses. 

'  Q.  Is  Mr.  Lineweaver  a  special  examiner? — A.  He  is  a  clerk  and  I 
have  detailed  him. 

Q.  Can  you  make  a  man  a  special  examiner  at  any  time  and  send 
any  clerk  outY — A.  I  can. 

Q.  Is  he  out  on  your  business  now  f — A.  He  is  out  in  the  service 
now. 

Q.  Is  it  in  connection  with  cases  pending  in  the  Pension  Office  f — ^A. 
It  is  in  connection  with  the  business  of  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Is  it  secret,  business  Y^A.  It  is  a  business  I  do  not  propose  to  tell 
the  committee  about  at  this  time  at  all. 

Q.  Is  it  secret  work  f  ~ A.  It  is  confidential  work. 

Q.  Does  it  relate  to  your  business  Y — A.  It  relates  to  the  business  of 
the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Does  it  relate  to  your  business  personally?  Answer  that  ques- 
tion ;  you  can  certainly  do  so.— A.  Ko,  sir;  it  does  not. 

Q.  Does  it  relate  to  this  investigation  t — A.  To  my  investigation  f 

Q.  To  this  investigation  which  is  going  on  today  in  which  you  are 
concerned  as  Commissioner  of  Pensions  Y — A.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  investigation  of  myself  at  all ;  it  may  have  something  to  do  with 
it  later  on.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that,  but  at  all  events  it  is  on 
proper  business. 

Q.  Is  he  sent  out  to  hunt  up  affidavits  to  be  used  in  this  investiga- 
tion of  the  Pension  Office  Y  You  can  certainly  answer  that  question. — 
A.  He  is  not  sent  out  to  hunt  up  affidavits  against  Mr.  Taylor  or  any 
of  these  men  at  all. 

Q.  Just  answer  the  question,  yes  or  no;  was  he  sent  out  to  hunt  up 
affidavits  to  be  used  in  this  investigation  Y — A.  It  may  or  may  not  be 
used ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Was  not  that  the  object  of  sending  him  outY  Was  it  not  with  a 
view  of  getting  affidavits  that  you  thought  you  might  use  in  this  in- 
vestigation Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  know,  and  it  seems  to  me  you  might 
have  answered  it  earlier. — A.  I  do  not  care  for  your  criticism. 

Q.  You  have  referred  to  the  Post-Office  matter  and  Mr.  Lineweaver, 
have  you  notY — A.  I  will  give  you  information  about  that. 

Q.  Has  he  gone  to  see  something  about  that  Y  That  is  what  we  want 
to  know  and  that  is  the  question  we  want  to  get  at. — A.  Ko,  sir;  not 
at  all,  not  at  all. 

Q.  That  is  not  connected  with  it  Y — A.  The  Post-Office  matter  t 

Q.  With  these  charges  brought  in  reference  to  the  Post-Office  matter 
here. — A.  Not  at  all. 

^  Q.  I  believe  you  stated  in  your  testimony  on  Saturday  that  thi^  mat- 

ter which  you  filed  here  was  an  official  matter  of  record  in  the  Post- 
'  Office  Department  Y 

I  Mr.  Patson.  The  witness  did  not  state  that;  he  said  it  was  sent 

J  over  from  the  Post-Office  Department,  and  he  believed  it  was  matter 

contained  there. 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  have  no  doubt 

Mr.  Enloe.  Let  us  see  what  he  did  say.  Here  is  the  question  and 
answer.  (To  the  witness.)  Eead,  commencing  right  there  [pointing] 
down  to  that  answer. 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  stick  to  that. 

Q.  Well,  read  it. — A.  (Reading.)  *'I  simply  knew,  or  rather  under- 
stood, that  a  Mr.  Taylor  had  made  application  for  transfer  to  the  Post- 
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Office  Department^  and  that  tlie  Post-Office  Department  authorized  an 
inqniry  to  be  made  as  to  Mr.  Taylor's  former  history,  and  I  learned 
afterwards  that  the  report  of  the  Department" 

Q.  Are  you  reading  from  that  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  used  the  word 
**  a  "instead  of ''the." 

Q.  W)ll  you  read  from  here  down  [pointing  out  on  paper]  t — A.  No, 
sir;  I  am  just  reading  that. 

Q.  I  will  read  then  [taking  paper,  reading] : 

^'Q.  Did  the  Post-Office  Department  furnish  these  papers  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  f — A.  They  were  furnished  to  me. 

'*  Q.  Did  the  Post-Office  Department  furnish  them  to  you  f — A.  Tes, 
sir." 

Q.  Do  you  stick  to  thatY — A.  I  sent  over  to  get  them  just  as  I  say. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  send  for  them  t — A.  I  sent  Mr.  Lineweaver  over 
to  the  Post-Office  Department  with  the  request  to  get  a  copy  of  any 
report  that  had  been  made,  and  my  understanding  is  that  he  went  to 
Mr.  Eathboue. 

Mr.  Patson.  He  was  formerly  chief  of  the  inspection  division,  and 
he  is  Fourth  Assistant  PostmasterGeneral  now  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  when,  he  brought  it  back  that  this  matter  which 
you  filed  here  was  sent  by  Mr.  Bathbone,  chief  of  the  post-office  in- 
spectors Y — A.  I  understood  him  to  say  it  came  from  Mr.  Eathbone's 
division,  of  the  PostOffice  Department.  I  presume  you  will  find  it 
there  if  you  send  for  it. . 

Q.  We  will  see  about  that  later. — A.  I  did  not  make  a  copy  of  it,  and 
I  never  examined  the  original  to  see  if  that  copy  is  correct,  but  I  have 
no  doubt  it  is,  because  it  was  sent  to  me  as  a  copy. 

Q.  It  was  sent  to  yon  through  Mr.  Lineweaver  from  the  PostOffice 
Department,  and,  as  you  understand,  from  Mr.  Eathbone  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lineweaver  state  to  you  when  he  brought  that  over  that 
Mr.  Eathboue  furnished  this  from  the  records  of  the  Post-Office  De- 
partment Y — A.  The  records  or  files. 

Q.  Files  or  records  Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand,  then,  that  this  matter  was  on  file  in  the  Post- 
Office Department ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  part  of  the  record. 

Q.  You  understood  that  from  Mr.  Lineweaver's  statement  to  you  Y^. 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  no  other  evidence  of  it  Y — A.  No.  I  sent  Mr.  Lineweaver 
over  to  the  Post-Office  Department  to  get  a  copy  of  that  report  that  I 
undiBrstood  had  been  made  and  he  brought  that  back  with  the  state- 
ment that  that  wa«  a  copy  sent  over,  as  I  understand,  from  Mr.  Eath- 
bone. 

Q.  There  was  no  letter  transmitting  it  which  accompanied  it  Y — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  sent  by  a  messenger  without  a  letter  of  transmission  Y — A. 
Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Lineweaver  brought  it  to  me.  If  you  have  any  doubt 
of  its  validity  I  advise  you  to  apply  to  him  for  a  certified  copy. 

Q.  You  did  not  have  any  doubt  about  it  Y — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  had  implicit  confidence  in  Mr.  Lineweaver's  statement  to 
you  about  it  Y — A.  1  have  no  doubt  the  copy  sent  there  was  all  right. 

Q.  Ilave  you  found  out  yet  who  called  your  attention  to  the  exist- 
ence of  this  matter  Y — ^A.  I  have  not  made  inquiry  as  to  that. 
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Q.  How  loD^  will  it  be  before  yoa  get  thatt — A.  I  will  make  an  in- 
quiry io  regard  to  it. 

Q.  Wheo  t — A.  In  the  oonrse  of  two  or  three  days. 

Q.  Oan  yon  tell  who  made  the  iuveatigaticm  for  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment to  procure  this  tcstimouy  Y — A.  My  recollection  now  is  that 
thiR  18  simply  a  copy  of  the  letters  and  not  of  the  report.  No,  sir ;  I 
do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  who  asked  for  an  investigation  T — A.  I  suppose 
that 

Mr.  Payson.  He  asked  if  yon  know ;  do  yon  know  who  started  it  in 
the  Post-Office  Department  f — A.  No ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  answers  the  question. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yon  do  not  know  what  post-office  inspector  made  the  investiga- 
tion Y — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  the  reports  of  the  post)-office  inspectors  are  pre- 
pared and  submitted  to  the  Department,  as  to  whether  or  not  they  show 
who  made  the  investigation  f — A.  I  never  examined  them.  I  presume 
they  dOy  though.  I  presume  they  make  their*  reports  as  do  the  agents 
of  other  departments  and  bureaus. 

Q.  You  stated  here  that  this  investigation  was  made  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  Mr.  Taylor  tor  a  position  in  the  Post-Office  Department  as  an 
inspector. 

Mr.  Payson.  He  stated  he  so  understood,  but  he  did  not  state  it  was 
a  fact,  and  it  is  not  fair  to  state  that  he  did  state  it  as  a  fact. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  To  put  it  that  way,  you  stated  you  understood  he  made  the  appli- 
cation. Who  gave  you  that  information  f — A.  Well,  I  got  it  at  the 
time  I  received  this ;  that  is,  Mr.  Taylor  had  made  an  application  for 
transfer.  1  got  it  verbally  at  the  time  I  got  these  papers,  that  he  had 
made  an  application. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  application  to  yon  for  that  transfer  t — ^A.  No, 
sir,  not  to  me. 
Q.  Was  he  not  in  the  Pension  Office  at  that  time  Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 
\\  Q.  How  could  he  ask  for  a  transfer  without  asking  you  for  it  f — A. 

%  I  He  had  asked  for  a  transfer  to  the  Post- Office  Department. 

\l\  Q.  Whom  did  he  ask  for  it  f — ^A.  He  might  make  a  verbal  reqaestto 

be  put  in  writing  later,  if  they  were  satisfied  to  make  the  transfer. 
This  is  often  done  at  the  Pension  Office,  and,  I  suppose,  at  other 
places.  Olerks  will  come  there  from  the  Departments  to  the  Pension 
Office  and  discuss  the  question  as  to  whetiier  they  could  be  transferred, 
and  if  it  is  satisfactory  all  around  I  may  say  to  them,  ^^  Well,  make  an 
■*i  application  to  me,  and  I  may  endeavor  to  have  yon  transferred,"  and 

;;  the  application  is  made;  however,  usually  to  the  party  to  whose  office 

•;  the  transfer  is  to  be  made. 

I  Q.  Look  at  that  matter  you  furnished  as  coming  from  the  Post-Office 

j  Department  and  see  if  it  bears  any  evidence  on  its  face  as  having  been 

in  the  Post-Office  Department. — A.  These  are  statements  purporting 
to  ha^e  been  made  by  two  persons  living  in  Belleville,  111. 

Q.  You  are  not  answering  the  question.-- A.  1  will  answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  on  it  to  show  it  has  ever  been  a  paper  in  the 
Post-Office  Department  f — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  does  not;  it  seems  to  have 
been  a  copy. 
Q*  I  ask  yon  a  simple  question  and  you  go  off  and  throw  a  fog  of 
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words  around  it. — A.  lam  not  tlirowing  any  fog  around  it;  lam  clear- 
ing it  away  like  the  noonday  sun. 

Q.  Tou  say  there  is  no  evidence  on  the  face  to  show  that  it  has  ever 
been  in  the  Post-Office  Department. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  papers  will  show  for  themselves,  as  well  as  Mr. 
Sanm's  statement ;  you  have  the  full  history  there. 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  I  do  not  understand  that  this  purports  to  be  the 
original  at  all. 

Mr.  Payson.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  purports  to  be  a  copy,  but  there  is  nothing  there  to 
show  that  they  have  ever  been  in  the  Post-Office  Department. 

Mr.  LiND.  How  is  that  material  unless  the  whole  thing  is  a  fabrica- 
tion 1 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  what  I  think  it  is. 

The  Witness.  Do  you  say  upon  your  word  as  a  member  of  Congress 
you  think  I  fabricated  itY 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  dislike  very  much  to  have  to  be  put  on  the  stand  as  to 
what  I  think  about  you ;  that  might  be  disagreeable  to  me  and  un 
pleasant  to  yoa. 

The  Witness.  No,  sir ;  I  think  it  will  be  agreeable  in  both  ways. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  had  better  wait  until  we  get  ready  to  conclude  this 
investigation. 

The  Witness.  If  there  is  any  doubt  about  the  validity  of  this  thing, 
send  to  the  Post-Office  Department  and  get  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  not  you  state  to  a  prominent  man  in  Washington  that  you 
beard  Taylor  was  an  applicant  for  a  place  in  the  Post-Office  Department 
and  that  you  would  take  good  care  he  would  not  get  itY 

Mr.  LiND.  Now,  Mr.  Enloe 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  know  what  you  are  going  to  say — did  not  you  make 
that  statement  to  Governor  Fletcher  t 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  or  not.  I  have  talked 
with  Governor  Fletcher  a  good  deal  and  a  little  about  Taylor.  I  chided 
Fletcher  about  the  interest  he  manifested  in  Taylor  and  I  told  him  I 
thought  he  was  unworthy  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  indorse  Taylor  for  a  position  Y — A.  I  did;  but  under 
a  great  misapprehension  of  the  man. 

Q.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  indorsing  people  without  knowing  any- 
thing al)out  themi — ^A.  I  thought  I  knew  enough  about  Taylor  to  war- 
rant that.   Senator  Gullom  had  indorsed  him. 

Mr.  Enloe.  tiave  you  got  a  list  of  the  indorsements  heref 

Mr.  Payson.  What  is  that  fort 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  propose  to  show  that  there  is  a  jacket  from  the  Pension 
Office  now  in  the  appointment  clerk's  office  in  the  Interior  Department 
containing  indorsements  on  the  baok  of  it  showing  who  were  Mr.  Tay- 
lor's indorsers.    . 

Mr.  Payson.  For  what  place,  and  when  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  For  the  position  which  he  occupied  in  the  Pension  Office, 
and  that  the  papers  themselves  are  not  in  the  jacket,  and  there  is  no 
paper  there  on  file  of  that  character. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  that  on  the  ground  that  it  is  improper  cross- 
examination. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  let  it  go  over,  then,  until  we  come  to  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  Payson.  There  may  come  a  time  when  it  may  be  proper,  but,  in 
my  judgment,  this  is  not  a  proper  time  for  it. 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  :  ^ 

Q.  Were  these  charges  which  yoa  filed  against  Mr.  Taylor  here  before 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  at  the  time  Mr,  Taylor  resigned  f — A.  1 
presented  one  letter  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  Mr.  Taylor's  resignation  f — ^A.  I  have  not 
the  date. 

Q.  Was  it  not  in  JnneY — A.  I  think  not;  jost  wait  a  miunte,  and  I 
think  lean  find  it.  I  think  his  time  expired  in  I^ovember;  that  is  my 
recollection  now.  I  know  that  the  last  letter  which  I  sent  in  with  that 
statement  here  was  written  before  Mr.Taylor's  resignation  took  effecc 

Q.  It  took  effect  when  f — A.  I  think  it  took  effect  the  15tb.  of  !N'ovem- 
ber. 

Q.  I  think  that  is  abont  right ;  I  think  it  was  the  16th. — A.  This  let- 
ter of  the  23d  of  October  was  written  before  his  resignation  took  effect 
Yon  will  observe  that  I  repeat  my  recommendation  in  that  letter. 

Q.  Now,  the  resignation  was  tendered  on  the  15th  of  October  to  take 
effect  on  the  15th  of  November  Y — A.  I  never  saw  his  resignation. 

Q  Yon  knew  it  was  tendered  t — A  I  was  told  it  was  t'Cndered,  but 
I  never  saw  it  tendered  directly ;  that  did  not  pass  through  my  bauds. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  file  this  letter  with  this  statement  here  before  tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  after  he  had  resigned  and  his  resignation  had 
been  accepted  to  take  effect  Y — A.  It  was  after  he  had  tendered  his 
resignation,  bnt  before  it  took  effect. 

Q.  After  it  was  accepted  Y — A.  But  before  it  took  effect. 

Q.  Was  your  object  in  filing  it  to  get  him  out  of  the  office,  or  was  it 
simply  to  put  on  record  charges  against  Mr.  Taylor  Y — A.  I  thonght  he 
ought  to  have  been  dismissed,  but  he  was  not. 

Q.  He  had  resigned  and  his  resignation  had  been  a-ccepted. — A  That 
could  have  been  easily  changed  if  the  Secretary  had  seen  fit  to  have 
done  it. 

Q.  How  conld  it  have  been  changed  Y — A.  The  resignation  had  not 
taken  effect. 

Q.  And  he  could  have  put  him  back  if  he  had  seen  proper  to  do  itY — 
A.  I  am  speaking  abont  the  resignation. 

Q.  So  am  I. — ^A.  The  letter  explains  fully  why  I  wrote  it. 

Q.  You  wrote  it  on  account  of  the  fiict  that  you  believed  that  Mr. 
Taylor  was  concerned  in  those  charges  that  Engie  and  Howard  made 
against  your  son  Y — A.  I  believed  they  with  others  were  trying  to  in- 
jure me  and  my  son. 

Q.  Was  it  not  now  for  that  reason  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  trying 
to  get  him  out  of  the  ofQceY — ^A.  Oh,  well,  my  aim  was  to  get  rid  of 
Taylor. 

Q.  You  had  already  accomplished  your  aim.  Was  not  that  the  rea- 
son why  yon  forwarded  these  letters  that  you  thought  he  was  engaged 
in  this  attack  on  you  and  your  family  Y — ^A.  Those  letters  explain  fully 
the  charges  I  preferred, 

Q.  They  explain  the  charges,  but  I  want  to  ask  yon  if  that  was  not 
the  reason  you  filed  the  letters  Y — A.  I  filed  those  letters  because  I 
did  not  believe  that  Taylor  was  acting  in  good  faith  as  a  subordinate 
in  that  of&ce  toward  me;  that  he  was  in  league  with  others  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring  me  and  destroying  my  character  and  forcing  me  oat 
of  that  office. 

Q.  In  league  with  whom  Y — A.  Engle,  Howard,  and  various  people. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. — A.  I  will  try  to  tell  yon  all 
about  it  if  you  will  give  me  a  chance. 

Q.  If  you  answer  my  questions  you  will  have  an  excellent  opporta- 
nity. — A.  All  right,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  DUNGiNr 

Q.  I  did  not  understand  one  thing  at  nil.  Did  I  understand  yon  did 
not  send  in  these  charges  until  after  you  learned  Taylor  had  tendered 
his  resignation  t — A.  I  recommended  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Taylor  in  a 
previous  letter.  The  Secretary,  however,  instead  of  acting  upon  that 
letter  and  dismissing  him,  asked  Mr.  Taylor,  as  I  was  inform^,  to  re- 
sign. When  I  heard  that  Mr.  Taylor  had  resigned  a  few  days  after- 
wards I  wrote  this  letter  of  the  23d  of  October. 

Q.  Sending  in  the  charges  t — A.  This  additional  charge. 

Q*  This  is  what  I  wanted  to  understand. — A.  And  I  had  two  reasons 
for  it,  first,  because  I  thought  he  ought  to  be  dismissed,  and  second,  I 
thought  if  he  undertook  to  be  reinstated  the  Secretary  would  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  character  of  this  man  and  he  would  not  get  back 
into  the  office.    That  is  the  ground  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  LiND.  When  you  asked  for  his  dismissal  did  you  make  any 
charges  against  him  f 

The  Witness.  The  letter  shows,  I  think. 

Mr.  LiNP.  These  additional  charges  were  made  afterwards  f 

The  Wi'j  NESS.  Tes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Let  me  quote  from  that  letter,  '^  I  also  forward  herewith 
copies  of  certain  papers  furnished  me  by  the  Post-Office  Department  in 
regard  to  Francis  M.  Taylor,  whose  resignation  has  lately  been  accepted 
to  take  effect  November  16, 1891,  and  whose  dismissal  I  earnestly  rec- 
ommend.'' 

The  Witness.  That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  LiND.  What  is  the  object  of  this  when  the  Commissioner  has 
testified  as  fully  as  he  has :  that  in  regard  to  the  object  of  this  second 
communication,  not  only  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  fact  that  the 
man  had  been  permitted  to  resign,  but  he  wanted  him  dismissed  and 
he  wanted  to  prevent  his  reinstotement.  Now,  if  he  was  justified  in 
that  feeling,  we  have  the  evidence  itself.  If  it  is  malicious,  why  we 
know  the  facts  as  we  have  the  fact«  before  us. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  stated  in  this  same  paragraph  here  that  these  papers  relating 
to  Mr.  Taylor  were  furnished  you  by  the  PostOffice  Department  t — A. 
I  have  stated  that  about  twenty  times,  I  think,  if  you  will  look  at  the 
record. 

Q.  I  want  to  connect  it  with  this.  Then  these  papers  were  not  be- 
fore the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  until  Mr.  Taylor's  resignation  had  been 
accepted  t — A.  From  the  Post-Office  Department Y 

Q.  From  the  Pension  Office.  These  papers  were  not  before  him  when 
he  accepted  his  resignation  t — A.  The  letter  was  written  on  the  23d  of 
October.  You  have  already  stated  the  date  when  the  resignation  was 
accepted. 

Q.  Then  can  not  you  say  whether  it  was  or  not  Y — A.  We  have  already 
had  that  half  a  dozen  times. 

Q.  Did  you  have  your  attention  called  to  the  letter  written  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Mr.  Taylor  dated  December  30, 1891,  in 
which  he  says :  '^  There  were  no  charges  deemed  to  affect  your  char- 
acter or  reputation  t" — ^A.  I  never  saw  that;  it  may  have  been  printed, 
but  I  never  saw  the  original  letter- 
Mr.  Payson.  This  was  in  December  long  after  this  occurred.  You 
asked  if  he  had  knowledge,  and  then  gave  the  date  of  a  letter  three 
months  afterwards. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  meant  if  he  has  knowledge  now. 
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Mr.  Patson.  But  that  is  not  what  you  are  asking. 

Mr.  LiND.  How  is  that  material  as  to  what  the  Secretary  thought 
about  it ;  we  are  not  investigating  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  understand  so  far  as  the  Secretary  has  anything  to  do 
with  the  Pension  Office  he  is  being  investigated  as  much  as  an^^body 
else. 

Mr.  LiND.  If  he  is,  the  Commissioner  is  not  the  judge  of  his  acts. 
Conceding  that,  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner  can  not  be  any  justi- 
fication or  condemnation  of  his  acts. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  him  if  he  has  knowledge  of  that  fact,  and  he  says 
he  does  not  know  anything  about  it.  (To  the  witness.)  You  have  not  seen 
in  his  testimony  where  he  swore  to  that  fact  t 

A.  I  have  not  seen  his  testimony  at  all. 

Q.  I  find  here  a  statement  in  this  testimony  to  which  I  want  to  call 
your  attention  if  I  can  get  my  hand  on  it.  It  is*  a  statement  to  the  Hon. 
John  W.  JS^oble,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  dated  October  21, 1891,  and 
signed  by  William  B.  Carroll,  Theodore  Smith,  Green  B.  Banm,  jr.,  and 
H.  E.  Lineweaver.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  statement  at  the 
time  it  was  made  f — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  consult  with  them  about  this  statement  before  it  was 
filed  Y — A.  I  knew  it  was  prepared  and  signed,  and  it  would  be  filed. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  before  it  was  forwarded  Y — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson.  Suppose  you  read  that  to  the  committee;  that  has  not 
yet  been  read  ;  and  if  you  go  on  to  the  testimony  in  reference  to  that 
matter  I  think  it  ought  to  be  read  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  is  the  Secretary's  testimony,  and  I  will  read  it  to  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Enloe  then  read  the  statement.  (See  testimony  of  Secretary  No- 
ble.) 

Mr.  Enloe.  Now,  I  find  connected  with  this  statement  an  affidavit  of 
Green  B.  Eaum,  jr. 

Mr.  Patson.  Just  read  that  a  bit,  Mr.  Enloe. 

Mr.  Enloe  read  the  affidavit  of  Green  B.  liaum,  jr.  to  the  committee. 
(See  Secretary  Noble^s  testimony.) 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Now,  did  you  see  this  affidavit  before  it  was  filed  ? — A.  I  handed 
that  to  the  Secretary  myself,  with  quite  a  number  of  other  papers,  but 
^1  not  the  first  paper  he  read.    If  you  will  observe,  the  dates  arc  probably 

1  from  three  to  four  weeks  apart. 

•'  Mr.  Enloe.  If  the  committee  will  ])ermit  me,- 1  will  suspend  the  ex- 

;^  amination  of  Gen.  Baum  and  put  Mr.  Wheeler  on  the  stand. 

Thereupon  the  examination  of  Mr.  Eanm  was  suspended,  and  Mr. 
,^i  Wheeler  was  put  on  the  stand. 

TESTIMOHT  OF  M.  B.  WHEELEK,  CHIEF  FOST-OFFCE  INSPECTOR. 

u 

M.  B.  Wheeleb,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  position  do  you  occupy  at  the  present  time! — A.  Chief 
post-office  inspector. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  your  attention  has  been  called  to  certain  charges, 
alleged  to  be  on  file  in  your  office,  relating  to  F.  M.  Taylor.  Here  is  a 
copy  of  what  purports  to  be  Ji  matter  of  record  in  your  office.  Have 
you  made  a  search  in  your  office  to  ascertain  whether  there  were  any 
such  charges  there  Y— A.  Yes,  sir. 

i 
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Q.  Do  ^oa  flndaoy  on  record  of  that  character f — A.  Nothing;  no, 
sir. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  on  file  there  in  the  nature  of  an  application  of 
Mr.  Taylor  for  service  as  a  post-office  inspector  Y — A.  That  I  can  not 
tell  you.  That  does  not  come  to  my  office,  but  goes  to  the  appointment 
clerk,  and  I  took  occasion  to  go  over  to  see  him,  and  I  went  to  his  office, 
bat  he  was  not  in.  There  might  be  such  an  application  without  com- 
ing to  my  notice. 

Q.  What  post-office  inspector  was  on  duty,  if  you  know,  in  the  ter- 
ritory in  which  Belleville,  III,  is  situated,  at  the  time  this  statement 
puri)orts  to  have  been  made! — A.  Mr.  Stewart  is  the  inspector  in 
charge  of  that  division — located  at  Chicago,  with  several  inspectors — 
some  fourteen  or  fifteen  under  him. 

Q.  Would  a  post-office  inspector  under  the  law  be  authorized  to 
make  an  inquiry  In  regard  to  the  private  character  of  a  citizen  at  the 
request  of  someone  not  connected  with  the  service  Y — A.  We  do  not 
do  that  business  generally ;  no,  sir.  We  have  to  make  inspections 
where  we  have  charges  preferred  against  a  man.  It  is  officially  made 
out  in  such  a  case  and  an  inspector  is  sent  to  investigate  him. 

Q.  If  there  were  no  charges  on  file  in  your  office  against  Mr,  Taylor, 
he  not  being  in  the  employ  of  the  Post-Office  Department,  would  it  be 
proper  for  any  post-office  inspector  to  hunt  up  evidence  like  thisY — 
A.  I  do  not  think  so ;  no,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  Suppose  a  man  was  an  applicant  for  a  position  in  the  Post-Office 
Department,  would  the  chief  of  inspectors  be  warranted  in  looking 
into  his  private  character Y — A.  He  would  have  the  right  to;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  'Who  was  chief  of  inspection  at  the  time  this  purports  to  have 
been  madeY — A.  This,  I  think,  was  in  August;  I  was  in  charge  at  the 
time. 

Q.  What  position  did  Mr.  Bathbone  hold  then  Y — A.  Fourth  Assist- 
ant Postmaster-Qeneral. 

Q.  When  did  he  go  into  that  position ;  do  you  know  Y — A'  My  im- 
pression is  about  July ;  I  think  so.  I  think  I  took  the  place  about  the 
1st  of  July  as  chief  of  the  post  office  inspectors. 

Q.  You  do  not  assume  to  say  there  may  not  be  papers  of  which  this 
purports  to  be  a  copy  in  the  office,  but  what  you  say  is  that  in  your 
search  you  have  not  been  able  to  find  them  Y — A.  I  have  not  found  them 
after  a  diligent  search. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  order  anyone  to  make  such  an  investigation  Y— A.  I  did 
not. 

*  Q.  If  a  post-office  inspector  had  made  an  investgation  of  this  char- 
acter as  an  official  of  the  Government,  would  it  not  be  his  duty  to  file 
his  report  in  your  office  Y — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  should  do  it. 

Q.  And  there  is  no  such  report  on  file  there  Y — A.  "So,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Do  you  say  the  date  of  that  paper  is  August  Y 

Mr.  Enloe.  August  8, 1891. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Is  that  the  date  that  transfer  was  made,  or  is  it  the 
date  when  the  examination  purports  to  have  been  made  Y 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  seems  to  have  been  sent  in  later ;  that  purports  to  be 
the  re];M)rt  of  an  examination  at  Belleville,  UL 
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TESmroXT  OF  OBEEH  B.  BAUM— Beramed. 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  was  going  to  ask  yon,  in  reference  to  this  affidavit  of  your  son : 
Did  he  consalt  you  about  this  affidavit  at  the  time  he  made  itf — A.  I 
stated  to  you  that  I  filed  that  affidavit  with  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Did  you  look  it  over  at  the  time  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  suggestions  to  him  as  to  what  he  should  put  in 
that  affidavit  t — ^A.  Probably  it  would  be  well  enough  for  me  to  explain 
to  the  committee  what  the  charges  were  that  these  four  gentlemen  un- 
dertook to  deny,  and  which  I  brought  to  their  attention.  They  were 
brought  to  my  attention  in  this  interview  with  Gen.  Bussey,  at  his  re- 
quest.   What  is  the  date  of  this  affidavit  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  24th  of  September,  1891. 

The  Witness.  Well,  this  occurred  two  or  three  days  before  that — 9 
couple  of  days,  probably,  before  that.  I  had  received  information  that 
certain  affidavits  had  been  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by 
Engle  and  Howard.  The  Secretary  had  not  furnished  me  copies  of 
them,  but  I  was  told  substantially  what  the  contents  of  those  affidavits 
were.  Oen.  Bussey  sent  for  me  to  discuss  certain  things  in  connection 
with  the  Pension  Office,  and  we  had  quite  an  extended  conversation  and 
quite  an  extended  discussion  of  matters 

Q.  You  need  not  testify  to  that ;  just  state  about  this,  please. 

The  Witness.  It  leads  up  to  this.  The  conversation  that  I  had  with 
Gen.  Bussey  was  such  as  to  bring  certain  charges  against  these  four  men 
undertaking  to  control  the  appointments  in  tiie  office,  and  it  also  had 
relation  to  this  charge  that  had  been  made  by  Engle  and  Howsurd.  It 
was  some  time  before,  probably  two  or  three  days  of  each  other,  about 
the  assignment  of  Stover  to  the  field  of  Harrisburg.  I  think  upon 
looking  at  the  affidavits  now  it  will  be  seen  that  they  did  not  try  to  im- 
plicate Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  in  that  Stover  matter,  but  I  understood  he 
was  spoken  of  in  the  affidavit  in  that  connection,  and^it  was  in  refer- 
ence to  that  he  filed  that  affidavit.  Two  or  three  days  after  I  saw  Sec- 
retary Bussey  I  called  upon  Secretary  Noble  with  certain  papers,  some 
two  or  three  affidavits.  This  was  one  of  them.  One  was  an  affidavit  of 
Maj.  Carroll,  and  another  of  Mr.  Smith,  and  some  letters,  etc.,  which 
Mr.  Smith  handed  me,  and  I  had  quite  a  long  interview  with  the  Sec- 
retary in  regard  to  this  matter. 

Q.  That  is  not  in  connection  with  this  matter  Y — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  leads 
up  to  that  letter  signed  by  these  four  men.  Mr.  Carroll  denied  in  that 
affidavit  having  anything  to  do  with  these  persons,  or  trying  to  control 
appointments  of  the  office  improperly.  Some  three  weeks  passed,  and  I 
said  to  Maj.  Carroll  and  Mr.  Lineweaver,  who  happened  to  be  off  on 
leave  for  some  days,  when  the  thing  came  up;  I  said,  ^'I  do  not  propose* 
you  gentlemen  shall  allow  this  matter  to  rest,  because  this  is  a  matter 
that  has  been  brought  to  my  attention,  and  I  want  you  to  have  a  com- 
plete settlement  of  it.  If  you  are  guilty  of  those  charges  yon  ought  to 
go  out,  and  if  you  are  not  I  want  you  to  make  it  so  appear  to  the  Sec- 
retary." So  they  wrote  this  letter,  and  it  was  forwarded  to  the  Secre- 
tary, and  in  a  day  or  so  there  was  a  reply.  I  do  not  know  whether  yoo 
have  got  that  or  not. 

Mr.  Payson.  Have  you  that,  Mr.  Enloe,  in  this  connection  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  not  asking  about  the  communication. 

The  Witness.  You  have  just  read  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  have  just  read  the  affidavit  of  Green  B.  Baum,  jr. 
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The  Witness.  I  think  there  was  a  letter  of  Gen.  Bassey  and  the 
Secretary's  indorsemrent  on  it. 

Q.  Then  yonr  son  talked  with  yon  aboat  this  affidavit  and  yon  con- 
salted  with  him  Y — A.  I  stated  to  him  what  I  understood  was  the 
charge,  and  he  denied  it,  and  I  told  him 

Q.  Did  yon  draw  np  the  affidavit  for  him  Y — A.  He  prepared  the  affi- 
davit, and  I  may  have  made  some  verbal  changes,  but  it  was  his  com- 
position. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  second  affidavit  filed ;  here  is 
another  affidavit  be  filed  Y — A.  I  filed  that  also  with  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  is  the  substance  of  it  Y 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  a  general  denial  of  the  charges  of  Howard  and 
Eugle. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  remember  that;  you  need  not  read  it  unless  you 
care  to. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  of  filing  this  subsequent  affidavit  Y — A.  It 
related  to  different  persons. 

Q.  They  were  both  sworn  to,  I  see,  on  the  same  day  Y — A.  Tes,  but 
the  Stover  matter  was  entirely  distinct  from  the  other. 

Q.  Now  you  state  he  did  not  know  at  the  time  he  filed  this  first  affi- 
davit what  the  charges  were  of  Howard  and  Engle  Y — A.  It  was  simply 
by  rumor:  I  had  not  been  furnished  copies  of  the  statements  of  How- 
ard and  Engle  by  the  Secretary. 

Q.  And  he  denied  the  Stover  charge  and  be  did  not  have  definite 
konwledge  of  this  when  be  made  a  denial  of  the  other  charges;  how 
did  he  find  out  what  were  the  other  charges  Y — A.  There  was  a  verbal 
statement  as  to  the  contents  of  the  affidavit. 

Q.  Did  he  not  get  that  information  through  you  Y — A.  Probably  he 
did ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  not  have  the  same  information  when  he  made  one  affidavit 
as  when  he  made  the  other ;  both  being  made  the  same  day,  did  you 
not  give  him  the  same  information  Y — A.  There  were  two  matters ;  the 
Stover  matter  relates  to  one  subject  and  the  other  to  another.  It  is 
just  as  easy  to  make  two  statements  as  one. 

Q.  The  charges  were  all  embraced  in  one  communication,  Howard 
and  Engle's  charges  Y — A.  I  think  probably  one  of  those  men  made  two 
affidavits ;  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  so.  I  think  if  you  will  look  you 
will  find  it  so. 

Mr.  Payson.  At  all  events  he  wanted  to  swear  to  and  wanted  to  put 
in  two  affidavits  for  reasons  believed  to  be  sufficient  at  the  time. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  One  was  a  denial  that  he  received  anything  for  assisting  in  secur- 
ing the  assignment  of  Mr.  Stover  to  the  field ;  that  was  the  subject- 
matter  of  one  Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  other  was  denying  the  charges  of  Howard  and  Engle  that 
he  had  attempted  to  render  either  one  of  them  assistance  in  regard  to 
their  promotion  or  assignment  Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  May  I  interrupt,  Mr.  Enloe  Y  I  suppose  it  will  take 
about  a  page  of  printed  matter  in  the  record  to  cover  the  inquiries 
which  you  have  just  made  in  relation  to  those  two  affidavits  Y 

Mr.  Enloe.  And  I  have  got  two  more  which  will  cover  another  page. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  I  only  desire  to  direct  your  attention  to  the  inauirY> 
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whether  it  is  of  any  importance  whatever  to  the  inquiry  whether  there 
were  one  or  two  affidavits.  You  have  got  two  on  the  record  already, 
and  you  haFe  repeated  the  questions  I  think  until  it  will  cover  one  page 
of  small  type.  I  do  not  mean  to  curtail  the  examination,  and  I  only 
mention  this  as  one  instance  in  many  instances  in  which  I  refrained 
from  interrupting,  but  now  I  am  constrained  to  say  a  word  owing  to  the 
fact  we  are  going  to  have  an  enormous  record  unless  some  pains  are 
taken  to  keep  it  down. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  suppose  generally  the  interruptions  consume  jost  as 
much  space  as  the  questions  would  if  they  were  allowed. 

Mr.  Bsosius.  If  there  is  no  attention  paid  to  the  interruptions,  I 
grant  that  that  is  so. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Then  I  want  to  ask  in  i*efercnce  to  the  affidavit  of  Theodore  Smith 
which  I  find  on  file  here.  Did  you  consult  with  Mr.  Smith  in  regard  to 
that  affidavit  before  he  swore  it  to  t — A.  Before  leaving  Secretary  Bus- 
sey  I  told  him  I  ^ould  send  for  Theodore  Smith  and  let  him  know  what 
had  been  stated  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and  I  did  so,  and  I  told  Smith 
exactly  what  my  information  was.  I  said  that  if  he  saw  fit  to  do  so,  he 
had  better  make  an  affidavit. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  suggestion  to  him  about  what  you  put  in  the 
affidavit  similar  to  those  you  made  to  your  son  t — A.  I  suppose  he  went 
to  his  office,  for  he  left  my  office*  and  prepared  the  affidavit 

Q.  Did  he  submit  it  to  you  before  he  swore  to  it  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  deliver  that  to  the  Secretary t — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  afterwards 
I  delivered  that  to  the  Secretary. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Carroll  about  his  affidavit  before  he  prepared 
itt — A.  I  told  him  verbally 

Q.  That  is  what  I  asked  you  1-r^A.  He  would  not  have  known  it  other- 
wise. 

Q.  Did  he  prepare  this  affidavit  in  your  office! — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was 
prepared  there. 

Q.  Did  you  assist  him  in  the  lAreparatlon  of  itt — A.  I  was  present 
when  it  was  prepared,  and  you  may  say  I  assisted ;  I  told  him  I  wanted 
him  to  cover  the  whole  case  fully,  which  he  did. 

Q.  I  find  here  the  affidavit  of  Cornelius  W.  Okey.  Did  you  see  that 
before  it  was  filed  f — A.  I  filed  that  affidavit  with  the  Secretary,  but  I 
did  not  see  it  before  it  was  sworn  to. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Kead  it  to  the  committee. 

The  witness  read  the  affidavit  to  the  committee.  (See  same  in  Sec- 
retary Noble's  testimony.) 

By  Mr.  EnlcIe: 

Q.  Now  did  he  prepare  this  affidavit  and  bring  it  to  you,  and  did  you 
talk  to  him  about  it  ? — A.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Okey 

Q.  Did  you  know  or  had  you  communicated  with  him  about  the  mat- 
ter f — A.  He  had  spoken  to  Mr.  Lineweaver  about  it  as  he  states  there. 

Mr.  LiND.  Who  is  Okeyf 

The  Witness.  He  is  a  lawyer  here  in  the  city. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lineweaver  confer  with  him  about  this  affidavit  f — A.  I 
told  him  to  see  Mr.  Okey,  and  if  Mr.  Okey  saw  fit  to  do  it  I  would  be 
glad  to  have  his  affidavit  covering  the  facts  which  he  did  and  sent  it 
to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry  in  regard  to  the  truth  of  the  charges 
made  in  Mr.  Okey's  affidavit  t-^A.  Well,  I  made  one  inquiry. 
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Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  it  and  the  result  of  itf — A.  Well,  I 
learned  that  the  gentleman  in  the  Pension  Office— this  gentleman  was 
employed  in  the  Pension  Office— the  one  spoken  of  here,  and  I  made 
some  inquiries  in  regard  to  the  relations  he  had  borne  to  these  pension 
claims,  etc.,  and  I  found  there  was  something  in  it,  and  his  partner  had 
gotten  hold  of  them,  etc.,  and  that  he  stated  that  he  had  never  author- 
ized Howard  to  make  any  transfi^r  or  negotiation  for  him,  but  Howard 
had  talked  with  him  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  What  was  done  in  regard  to  the  claims ;  was  the  right  of  this  part- 
ner to  his  interest  in  that  business  recognized  in  the  business;  and  was 
that  the  wrong  he  complained  oft — A.  He  never  made  a  contest  over  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  find  out  about  Mr.  Lineweaver's  connection  with 
itt— A.  Simply  that  this  gentleman  had  talked  to  him  about  it. 

Q.  Had  talked;  how  is  thatf — A.  The  attorney  had  informed  Mr, 
Lineweaver  of  the  fact  that  Howard  had  approached  him  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  having  him  make  a  trade  for  these  claims. 

Q.  This  affiant  says  in  his  affidavit  that  he  was  left  under  the  im- 
pression that  Lineweaver  was  cognizant  of  some  intrigue  of  Howard 
and  he  was  afraid  that  the  Commissioner  would  be  advised  of  the  fact, 
l^ow,  did  you  question  Mr.  Lineweaver  as  to  his  connection  or  knawledge 
of  that  t — A.  Mr.  Oakey  is  giving  the  impression  he  received  from  what 
Howard  said  to  him. 

Q.  I  understand  that,  but  I  asked  you  whether  you  inquired  into  it  to 
see  whether  Mr.  Lineweaver  had  any  connection  with  it  or  not. — A« 
What  connection  do  you  meant 

Q.  Any  connection  with  Howard  in  the  transfer  of  interest  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind  t— A.  He  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Did  you  inquire  into  itf^ — A.  Yes,  sir.  Of  course  there  is  no  im- 
putation that  Lineweaver  had  anything  to  do  with  the  transfer  of  the 
claims. 

Q.  Howard,  it  seems,  made  that  impression  t — A.  Bead  that  and  you 
will  find 

Q.  He  says  the  affiant  also  states  be  was  left  under  the  impression 
that  Lineweaver  was  cognizant  of  some  intrigue  t — ^A.  It  was  not  an 
intrigue  in  regard  to  the  transfer  of  these  claims. 

Q.  Then  what  intrigue  was  itt — A.  The  intrigue  I  have  accused  him 
of. 

Mr.  Patson.  Be  explicit ;  state  just  what  you  mean. 

The  Witness.  The  intrigue  of  securing  all  sorts  of  charges  against 
me  and  assisting  people 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  understand  he  was  afiraid  that  you  would  discover  that 
fact  t — A.  You  must  construe  that  affidavit  yourself;  I  did  not  make  it ; 
Mr.  Oakey  made  that  affidavit. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  this  fact.  You  say  your  impression  was  that 
the  intrigue  alluded  to  was  an  intrigue  agaifist  yout — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  Mr.  Howard  was  afraid  of;  that  his 
saying  that  to  Mr.  Lineweaver  would  involve  him  in  trouble  with  you; 
is  that  your  construction  of  itt — A.  I  think  so.  Mr.  Lineweaver  had 
been  in  the  office  some  years  and  I  suppose  knew  Howard  pretty  well ; 
I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  There  is  no  suggestion  to  me  that  Line- 
weaver  had  anything  to  do  with  the  claim. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  in  reference  to  the  appointment  clerk,  or  as- 
sistant chief  clerk  of  the  Pensioa  Q^Qe,  M^,  Hamilton  Beeye^,  j(v 

«3  PEN^ 
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Was  he  assistant  chief  clerk  when  you  went  into  the  office  f — A.  Tes, 
sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  remain  th^re  as  sacht — A.  A  few  weeks. 

Q.  Why  did  he  resign  t — A.  Well,  I  wanted  his  place.  I  did  not 
think  he  was  very  well  qualified  for  the  place.  I  tendered  him  another 
position,  which  he  declined. 

Q.  What  position  did  you  tender  him  t — A.  I  tendered  him  the  po- 
sition of  superintendent  of  the  building. 

Q.  Did  not  yon  tell  him  you  would  give  him  the  position  of  private 
secretary  if  he  would  resign  t — A.  I  do  not  recollect  as  to  that. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  t — A.  He  seemed  to  be  a  very  nice  man,  and  I 
was  disposed  to  do  something  for  him  if  I  could,  and  I  recollect  very 
distinctly  I  tendered  him  this  place. 

Q.  Did  not  you  promise  to  tender  him  a  position  as  private  secretary 
if  he  would  resign  t — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  At  the  time  I  went  in 
there  was  a  young  lady  who  was  in  that  place  as  confidential  clerk,  and 
she  remained  there  until  I  selected  another  position,  and  I  had  arranged 
to  get  her  out  as  easily  as  I  could.  I  did  not  want  to  hurt  her,  so  1  had 
her  transferred  to  another  place,  and  I  had  Mr.  Bidgeway  put  in  there, 
and  I  ^ndered  Mr.  Beeves  the  place  as  superintendent  of  the  building, 
and  he  declined  that. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  o£fer  him  the  position  of  private  secretary  t — A 
I  do  not  think  so. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  you  did  not  t— A.  I  say  I  do  not  recollect  that  I 
did.  I  do  not  think  I  offered  him  that  place,  because  it  was  not  vacant 
at  the  time,  and  I  had  not  made  arrangements  to  make  it  vacant.  I 
did  o£fer  him  a  place  there  very  sincerely,  and  would  have  been  glad  to 
have  had  him  take  it,  because  I  think  he  was  competent  for  that. 

Q.  If  you  had  offered  him  a  position — had  promised  him  that  posi- 
tion— would  not  you  be  likely  to  remember  itt — A.  I  should  think  so. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  offer  him  the  position  as  superintendent  of  the  build- 
ing as  a  compromise  after  having  tendered  him  the  other  position  ? — ^A 
He  was  not  disposed  to  be  turned  out  of  ,the  place  he  was  in,  but  he 
was  not  regarded  as  competent  for  that  place  by  those — by  Mr.  Tanner, 
even,  who  put  him  in — and  in  looking  over  the  situation  of  the  office  I 
thought  he  was  not  fitted  for  that  place,  and  I  was  anxious  to  get  him 
out. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  you  did  not  offer  him  the  position  of  superintend- 
ent of  the  building  in  lieu  of  the  other  place  ? — A.  Well,  I  offered  him 
that  place  with  all  sincerity,  because  I  thought  he  was  very  well  fitted 
for  that  place,  but  I  do  not  recollect  having  offered  him  the  place  of 
private  secretary. 

Q.  Did  you  promise  itf — ^A.  Well,  I  say  it  is  the  same  thing. 

Q.  No ;  a  promise  not  kept  is  not  an  offer  ? — A.  He  never  accepted 
that  or  any  other  place. 

Q.  Well,  yon  say  you  did  not  promise  to  give  him  the  place  t— A.  I 
do  not  think  that  I  did. 

Mr.  Patson.  Let  us  regard  that  as  testified  to  for  the  rest  of  the 
afternoon. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  am  perfectly  willing,  if  you  are  satisfied  you  have  got  a  direct 
answer  to  it. — A.  I  was  desirous  of  having  this  man  stay  in  there  as 
superintendent  of  the  building  because  I  thought  he  was  a  good  man 
for  that  place. 

Q.  Who  was  tbo  superintendent  of  the  building  t— A,  A  mmi  by  the 
mme  of  £ang« 
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Q.  Is  he  related  to  3^oa  l)y  marriage  or  otherwise,  or  any  of  year 
family  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  is  no  other  relation  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  Was  this  offer  of  the  saperintendency  of  the  building 
made  to  him  before  or  after  he  resigned! — ^A.  No,  ^ir;  I  was  anxious 
to  satisfy  Mr.  Eeeves.    I  regarded  him  as  a  very  good  man. 

Mr.  Payson.  Had  you  notified  him  at  the  time  of  his  resignation  t 

The  Witness.  Oh,  yes.  I  did  not  think  he  was  suited  to  that  place, 
but  I  was  desirous  of  retaining  him  in  some  place  that  he  would  be  sat- 
isfied with,  and  I  offered  him  tiiis  place. 

By  Mr.  Little: 

Q.  As  far  as  you  remember,  this  is  the  only  place  yon  offered  himf— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  as  far  as  I  remember. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  that  an  inducement  you  offered  him  to  resign  the 
position  he  had  to  save  the  trouble  of  making  him  get  oatt 

TJie  Witness.  I  am  quite  sincere  in  stating  that  I  thought  he  was 
well  qualififid  for  the  one  place  and  not  qualified  for  the  other. 

Mr.  Dungan.  This  is  the  place  your  son  took  afterwards  t 

The  Witness.  YeB»  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  wanted  the  place  for  your  son  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Gen.  James  Dugant — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
know  Mr.  Dugan. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  dismissed  from  the  Pension  Office! — 
A.  Yes:  I  do. 

Q.  what  was  the  reason  t — A.  Well,  he  talked  too  much. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  t — A.  I  will  state  for  the  benefit  of  the  committee 
that  the  grounds  upon  which  Mr.  Dugan  was  retired  from  the  service 
were  stated  in  a  letter  I  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  the 
letter  contained  the  facts.  I  suppose  you  have  a  copy  of  it.  If  yon 
have  not,  I  recommend  you  to  get  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  If  we  can  get  the  substance  of  it 

Mr.  Payson.  No;  I  object  to  his  stating  the  substance  of  it. 

The  Witness.  I  stated  the  grounds  upon  which  he  went  out  in  the 
letter  in  writing,  and  I  submitted  the  facts  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Secretary  without  making  any  recommendation  at  all,  and  the  Secretary 
acted  on  the  matter  and  turned  the  man  out 

Mr.  Patson.  Well,  the  letter  is  the  best  evidence  of  it  itself.  Have 
you  got  a  copy  of  that,  Mr.  Enloe  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  saw  a  copy  of  it  this  morning,  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  win  be  there  afterwards  or  not.  I  will  ask  the  clerk  to  summon  Mr. 
Tonner  to  come  here  and  bring  the  papers  in  that  case.  Now,  I  want 
to  ask  you  about  the  dismissal  of  Ivan  Summerlin.  ' 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  can  not  tell  you  when  he  went  out. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  went  out  on  the  6th  day  of  February,  1890.  He  was 
a  special  examiner  in  the  field.  However,  I  will  excuse  you  from  an- 
swering that  question  and  I  will  call  for  the  letters  in  that  case.  There 
is  one  other  case  here  and  I  will  get  Mr.  Tonner  to  bring  the  letters  in 
regard  to  that  also. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  your  hostility  to  Mr.  Taylor  did  not  originate 
with  his  bringing  those  charges  against  Theodore  Smith  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  there  been  any  unpleasant  feelings  between  you  and  Mr. 
Taylor  before  that  time  t — ^A.  The  letters  that  I  have  ^yo&m^^  \k.^\^ 
atate  the  exact  grounds  upon  whiob  I  proceeded  Va  ^e  t&»X\/^x% 
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Q.  Did  not  you  fall  oat  with  him  about  char^res  he  filed  against 
Theodore  Smith  t — A.  I  thought  Mr.  Taylor  acted  a  very  nngeneroas 
part  in  that,  in  the  manner  in  which  he  conducted  himself  with  refer- 
ence to  it,  but  I  acted  upon  what  he  did  and  brought  it  to  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  *the  Interior. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  personal  files  of  Theodore  Smith  f — A.  I 
do  not  think  I  have. 

Mr.  Patson.  Which  file,  please ;  we  have  been  speaking  about  two 
files  here  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  files  of  the  Pension  Office  and  the  files  of  the  ap- 
pointment division  of  the  Interior  Department. 

The  Witness.  I  have  never  looked  at  the  files  of  the  appointment 
division  of  the  Interior  Department* 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  had  been  in  the  service  of  the 
Pension  Bureau  before  you  came  to  the  office  f—r A.  I  think  he  had. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  had  been  removed  ? — A.  I  think 

he  had. 

Q.  Do  you  know  upon  what  grounds  he  was  removed  f — A.  No,  sir ; 
I  never  examined  as  to  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  he  was  removed  for  making  a  disrespectful  re- 
mark or  a  vulgar  remark  about  the  President  and  his  wife  t — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  thatt — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  state  to  the  committee  there  are  no  papers  on  file 
containing  those  charges ;  the  charges  seem  to  have  gotten  out  of  the 
papers. 

The  Witness.  I  certainly  would  not  justify  a  thing  of  that  kind  my- 
self. 

Mr.  LiND.  Which ;  the  removal  or— ^ 

The  Witness.  I  mean  any  improper  remarks  against  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  his  wife.  I  suppose  that  was  a  remark  against 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Cleveland.  I  do  not  think  any  gentleman  in  the  United 
States  would  venture  to  make  an  improper  remark  about  her,  because 
she  was  regarded  as  a  lady  of  very  high  character  and  standing  while 
here,  and  she  had  the  respect  of  everybody. 


u  By  Mr.  Enloe: 


Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  paper  and  see  if  it  is  a  copy  of  the  same  charges 
which  were  filed  before  you  by  Mr.  Taylor  in  regard  to  Theodore  Smith!— 
A.  I  would  not  be  able  to  identify  this  as  being  a  copy.  Mr.  Taylor 
brought  to  me  a  printed  record,  or  at  all  events  he  brought  to  me  a 
document. 

Q.  What  was  the  document  which  he  brought  to  you;  what  did  it 
purport  to  be?— A.  Well,  it  was  a  statement  in  regaid  to  a  trial  before 
a  court  martial. 

Mr.  Payson.  Make  it  as  specific  as  you  can. 

The  Witness.  Weil,  I  said  it  ]>urported  to  be  a  trial  of  Theodore 
Smith  alias  Bansom  A.  Davis  before  a  court-martial. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  record  at  the  timet — A.  Oh,  yes ;  I  looked 
over  it. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  received  that  record  from  Mr.  Taylor  before 
you  called  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to  itt — A.  I  think  I  sent  for 
Mr.  Smith  the  next  day. 

Q.  Bat  bow  long  was  this  before  you  called  the  attention  of  the  Sec- 
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retary  to  itt — A.  Then  I  sent  him  right  over — Mr*  Taylor  brought  my 
attention  to  this  matter  at  my  house  at  night. 

Mr.  Payson.  Against  Theodore  Smith  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  said,  ^^  Ton  go  to  the  War  Department 
and  see  if  you  can  find  the  proceedings  there,"  and  he  did  that,  and 
brought  them  in,  aud  as  soon  as  I  received  them  I  sent  for  Theodore 
Smith,  who  was  then  chief  of  the  special  examination  division,  and  I 
stated  to  him  what  I  had*  Then  he  told  me  his  story,  which  it  would 
hardly  be  proper  for  me  to  tell  here,  1  suppose.  When  he  got  through 
with  his  story  I  said  to  him,  ''I^ow,  Mr.  Smith,  if  you  desire  to  remain 
in  this  office,  why,  you  must  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  lay 
this  matter  fully  before  him,  because  this  is  a  matter  of  very  consider- 
able gravity  and  I  shall  want  the  Secretary's  full  concurrence  for  your 
retention  here."  He  told  me  afterwards  he  went  to  the  Secretary's  of- 
fice, and  there  saw  the  Secretary  in  person  and  Assistant  Secretary 
Bussey.  I  talked  the  matter  over  with  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey  and 
the  matter  was  discussed  back  and  forth,  and  in  the  course  of  time 
Theodore  Smith  tendered  his  resignation. 

Mr.  Payson.  In  the  course  of  how  longt 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  recollect,  but  it  was  some  little  time.  Ton 
will  unders  tand  that  these  proceedings  occurred  in  1873,  and  while  he 
was  in  theregular  Army  under  an  assumed  name  as  a  young  man :  and 
for  the  act  of  desertion  he  was  arrested  and  taken  back  and  tried. 

Mr.  LiND.  Was  that  the  only  ofiense  charged  against  him  t 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  do  not  recollect  [looking  over  t>he  paper].  I 
know  I  thought  his  story  was  quite  a  pathetic  one. 

Mr.  Enlob.  I  will  ask  it  the  charges  do  not  also,  embrace  desertion 
with  the  wife  of  another  man  * 

The  Witness  (looking  over^aper).  There  is  nothing  here  about  it, 
and  I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  found  in  that  or  not. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  That  p^per  is  an  exhibit  in  the  case  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Is  it  of  any  importance  to  have  the  witness  repeat 
what  is  in  the  records  and  an  exhibit  in  the  case  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  wanted  to  know  what  his  knowledge  of  the  man  was 
at  the  time  I  speak  of. 

Mr.  LiND.  He  can  not  get  that  knowledge  out  of  the  record,  any- 
how. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  can  refresh  his  memory  with  it,  and  that  is  why  he 
is  looking  at  the  paper  now. 

The  Witness.  The  charge  here  is  desertion,  and  I  do  not  see  any- 
thing else  there,  and  they  fbund  him  guilty. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  they  not  investigate  another  man  at  the  time,  in  that 
connection,  whom  he  had  persuaded  to  desert  t 

Mr.  Payson.  I  have  examined  that,  and  the  record  will  show  better 
than  Gen.  Eaum's  recollection. 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  to  the  committee  that  Mr.  Smith  told  me 
his  whole  story;  how  in  his  youth  he  ran  away  from  home  and  enlisted 
in  the  Army. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  run  away  with  another  man's 
wifet 

Mr.  Payson.  He  will  come  to  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  But  now  I  am  asking  him 

The  Witness.  I  presume  Mr.  Smith  wiU  be  present  after  awhile  and 
will  want  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  very  material  he  should  be. 
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The  Witness.  How  his  father  took  him  out  of  the  s^rvioe  and  how 
he  ran  away  and  enlisted  under  an  assumed  name,  etc.^  and  after  the 
war  was  over  he  reeolisted  in  the  regular  Army,  and  having  become 
tired,  he  deserted  and  was  arrested  and  taken  back  and  punished,  and 
that  he  came  on  here  and  went  into  the  Signal  Service  and  served 
there. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  unnecessary  to  go  into  his  whole  record. 

The  Witness.  I  stated  to  him:  '^Now  you  go  to  the  Secrefary's 
oflSce  and  lay  that  whole  matter  before  the  Secretary.  I  do  not  feel 
willing  to  have  you  remain  in  this  service  without  the  full  concurrence 
of  the  Secretary.''  And  he  went  over  there  and  told  his  story,  and  in 
due  course  of  time  he  was  asked  to  resign  or  permitted — well,  askecl  to 
resign.  He,  however,  tendered  his  resignation  to  me  before  this  thing 
came  up. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  not  that  record  show  that  Fred.  Buhl  was  tried  at  the  same 
time  for  desertion  f — A.  It  shows  just  what  it  does  show. 

Q.  Did  not  you  know  from  an  examination  of  this  record  that  this 
man  Buhl  plead  guilty  to  the  charge  of  desertion  and  stated  the  fact 
that  this  man  had  ran  away  with  his  wife,  and  the  judgment  of  the  court- 
martial  was  that  Mr.  Buhl  should  not  be  punished  t 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  identified  this  as  the  document  t 

The  Witness.  I  have  not. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  deny  it  t 

The^WiTNESS.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  an  exact  copy  or  not. 

The  Ghaibman.  Well,  is  that  the  paper! 

A.  I  presume  it  is. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :  * 

Q.  Was  it  your  understanding  from  the  paper  which  was  filed  befbre 
yon  at  the  time  by  Mr.  Taylor,  of  which  this  purports  to  be  a  copy,  that 
this  man  had  deserted  with  another  man's  wife  t — A.  He  denied  that 
to  me. 

Q.  He  denied  that  to  you  t — A.  He  was  not  tried  for  that. 

Q.  You  have  heard  of  that  story  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  There  is  nothing  in  the  record  about  that  here. 

*By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  If  you  stated  he  was  a  good  man  and  an  excellent  man,  etc.,  in 
connection  with  the  organization  of  that  Bureau,  did  you  think  so 
then  f — A.  I  thought  so. 

Q.  Do  you  think  so  yetf— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  With  a  knowledge  of  these  facts  did  not  you  try  to  prevent  him 
from  being  dismissed  from  the  service?  Answer  that  question;  it  is  a 
very  simple  question. — A.  I  did  not  think  it  was  proper  to  dismiBS  Mr. 
Smith  from  the  service,  because  he  had  done  nothing  in  the  service  to 
justify  his  dismissal.  I  did  not  know  the  Secretary  intended  to  dis- 
miss him. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  the  Secretary  removed  him  without  your  recom- 
mendation !— A.  He  was  called  upon  to  resign,  and  resigned. 

A. 

resignmg.    xne  met  is,  as  i  stawsu  lae  ocner  u»y,  mr.  Smith  had  anmft 

traits  of  character  which  unfitted  him  for  the  position  of  supervteing 
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special  examiner.    He  is  rather  too  severe  in  his  dealing  with  people, 
bat  I  think  he  is  a  good,  square  man. 

Q.  Answer  the  qaestion,  please;  is  it  cnstomary  for  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  demand  the  resignation  of  a  clerk  in  your  office  without 
yonr  having  any  commanication  with  him  on  the  sabjectt — A.  Well, 
no ;  not  usually. 

Q.  Do  not  you  usually  recommend  that  the  resignation  of  such  and 
such  a  man  be  called  for,  or  that  he  be  dismissed  in  every  other  case 
except  in  this  man  Smith's  t — A.  Usually. 

Q.  You  did  not  desire  it  in  Smith's  caset 

Mr.  LiND.  He  says  he  did  not,  and  he  has  said  it  half  a  dozen  times. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  the  question,  and  he  does  not  seem  inclined  to  • 
answer.    Would  the  Secretary  remove  him  without  your  consent  t 

The  Chaibman.  The  record  shows  he  wrote  to  the  Secretary  and 
said  he  was  a  good  man,  and  he  says  that  the  record  was  before  him ; 
and  the  record  further  shows  that  the  Secretary— — 

The  Witness.  He  resigned.  I  did  not  ask  his  recfignation  and  the 
Secretary  did ;  that  is  all  there  is  about  it 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  So  you  favored  Smith  in  this  matter  t — ^A.  Not  at  alL 

Q.  Was  not  he  an  intimate  friend  of  yours  and  your  son's  t — ^A.  Not 
at  all. 

Q.  Was  he  not  an  intimate  associate  of  your  son  ?-^A.  They  were 
together,  I  have  no  doubt,  because  they  were  at  the  office  every  day, 

Q.  Were  not  they  together  a  great  deal  outside  of  the  office  t — A.  I 
do  not  know. 

Q.  Was  not  yonr  attention  called  to  the  fact  that  they  were  a  great 
deal  together  outside  of  the  office  f — A.  Not  greatly,  but  they  met  occa- 
sionally I  presume.  My  son  did  not  live  at  my  house,  but  lived  in  an- 
other part  of  the  city,  and  I  only  saw  him  when  he  happened  to  be  at 
my  house  or  I  at  his  after  office  hours.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Smith  was 
associating  with  him  much  after  office  hours,  for  my  son  had  been  but 
recently  married. 

Q.  That  is  your  opinion  t — A.  I  think  so.  I  never  knew  Mr.  Smith 
until  I  went  to  the  Pension  Office,  and  of  course,  he  being  the  head  of 
a  division,  I  saw  him  almost  every  day  and  sometimes  two  or  three 
times  a  day. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Smith  been  in  your  office  frequently  since  this  investiga« 
tigation  has  been  going  on  t — A.  He  has  been  there  two  or  three  times. 

Q.  Has  he  been  there  on  business  connected  with  the  administration 
of  the  office  t — A.  How  do  you  mean  t 

Q.  Has  he  been  there  on  his  private  business! — A.  I  presume  so;  he 
has  business  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  had  been  coaching  Mr.  Lineweaver 
in  regard  to  this  investigation  of  your  office  t — A.  I  do  not  suppose  he 
has.    Mr.  Lineweaver,  I  do  not  think,  needs  any  coaching. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  has  been  talking  to  Mr.  Lineweaver 
about  what  is  necessary  to  show  in  this  investigation,  do  you  t — A.  I 
can  not  tell  as  to  that. 

Q.  Ton  have  no  knowledge  of  it  t — A.  It  is  highly  probable  he  and 
Mr.  Lineweaver  have  had  some  conversations  in  regard  to  it,  because  if 
Mr.  Smith  knew  of  anything  that  would  be  to  my  {Mlvantage  I  have  no 
doubt  he  would  tell  it. 

Q.  Would  not  he  be  a  proper  person  to  do  the  swearing  instead  of 
Lineweaver  if  he  told  Lineweaver! — A.  Lineweaver  has  not  been 
brought  as  a  witness  yet. 
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Q.  Not  yet-  A.  If  that  is  the  case,  he  will  be  called  upon  to  tell 
what  he  knows. 

Q.  Did  yoa  write  that  letter  [handing  the  letter]  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  that 
is  to  say,  I  wrote  the  original  and  this  is  a  copy  of  it.  I  have  not  gone 
through  it,  but  I  presume  it  is  a  complete  copy.  I  see  Mr.  Tonner  certi- 
fles  it  is  a  copy.    It  is  about  the  Bogy  book. 

'     Q.  Did  you  read  that  book  1 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  glanced  over  it  pretty 
carefully. 

Q.  Will  you  read  that  letter  to  the  committee  t — ^A.  Let  the  clerk 
read  it 

The  letter  was  read  to  the  committee. 
.  Mr.  Enloe.  The  letter  having  been  read  to  the  committee  I  will  now 
withdraw  my  request  to  have  the  letter  go  into  the  record.    (To  wit- 
ness.)   I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  read  a  book  entitled,  '^  What  Woman 
Wouldn't'^ 

A.  I  have  not,  sir;  I  read  two  or  three  chapters  of  the  book.  The 
lady  brought  one*to  my  desk  and  I  read  two  or  three  chapters  of  it 

Q.  Who  wrote  that  book  t — A.  A  woman  by  the  name  of  Smith. 

Q.  Was  she  an  employ^  of  the  Pension  Office! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q*  Did  you  read  enough  of  that  book  to  get  an  idea  of  the  character 
of  the  book  t — A.  Well,  yes;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Did  she  present  you  with  a  copy  of  it  t — A.  Yes,  sir* 

Q.  Did  you  express  your  appreciation  of  it  when  she  presented 
iti — A.  Well,  I  always  endeavor  to  be  polite  to  a  lady.  The  book  was 
a  very  nice  book  in  its  appearance,  so  I  thanked  Mrs.  Smith  for  the 
copy. 

Q.  If  you  examined  two  or  three  chapters,  have  you  formed  an  idea 
as  to  the  contents  of  the  book  f — A.  Well,  I  did  not  think  the  book  was 
such  a  one  as  I  would  like  to  take  to  my  family  at  all. 

Q.  Was  it  any  better  in  morals  than  this  book  just  described  1 — A. 
It  did  not  deal  with  Pension  Office  people  or  Government  people. 

Q.  She  made  it  more  general! — A.  Yes, sir;  it  dealt  with  Congress- 
men, however. 

Q.  You  were  more  interested  in  protecting  the  reputation  of  the  Pen- 
sion Office  employes  than  the  reputation  of  Congressmen  t — A.  I  think 
they  can  take  care  of  themselves  generally  as  a  rule. 

Q.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  this  book  t — A.  I  think  tl\^  Secretary  is  cognizant  of  that 
book. 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  letter  asking  for  her  dismissal  t — A.  I  did  not. 
PI  Q.  Why  did  you  nott — A.  Well,  this  book  did  not  deal  with  Pension 

k  Office  people  and  did  not  hold  up  to  public  view  the — it  is  not  a  vulgar 

book,  that  is  in  language,  but  the  allusions  are  somewhat  suggestive. 

Q.  Was  that  based  upon  a  feature  of  social  life  in  Washington,  Con- 
j  gressional  life  f — A.  Which,  sir! 

1  Q.  The  last  book,  "What  Woman  Wouldn't"— A.  I  have  stated  I 

,  only  read  two  or  three  chapters  of  the  book.    The  movement  of  the 

!!  book,  however,  was  so  rapid  I  got  somewhat  into  the  merits  of  it  in  the 

two  chapters,  but  I  did  not  ref^  it  all  the  way  through. 

i  By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  You  did  not  regard  that  of  sufficient  importance  to  write  the  Sec- 
retary in  regard  to  it? — ^The  Secretary  knew  about  the  book. 

Q.  But  I  am  asking  you  what  you  didt — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary.    May  I  make  a  statement  at  this  juncture? 

Q.  Yes. — ^A.  An  employ^  of  the  Pension  Office  addressed  a  letter  to 
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the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  compl&ining  that  this  book  '^In  Office'' 
was  a  ^ross  reflectiou  upon  her.  That  letter  was  referred  to  me  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  a  copy  of  the  book  sent  to  me  with  a 
request  I  look  into  that  matter  and  make  a  report  upon  it.  I  did  make 
a  report  upon  it,  and  the  Secretary  acted  upon  that  report  and  dis- 
missed this  man ;  the  lady  has  since  married  a  member  of  Gonfi^ress. 

Q.  You  are  speaking  now  about  Bogy's  book  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  In  the  case  of  the  other  book,  when  your  attention  was 
brought  to  it  and  you  had  an  opportunity  to  examine  it  and  know  the 
character  of  the  book,  would  you  not  have  taken  such  action  as  seemed 
to  be  proper  without  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  calling 
your  attention  to  itf  If  you  had  seen  the  second  book,  ^^  What  Woman 
Wouldn't,"  could  not  you  have  taken  action  and  asked  for  her  dismissal 
if  you  thought  proper  to  do  so  T 

The  Witness.  Well,  gentlemen,  I  do  not  profess  to  be  a  censor  of 
warm  literature.  I  read  very  little  of  it  myself  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  whether  or  not  this  book  of  Mrs.  Smith 

Mr.  LiND.  I  do  not  see  that  this  cuts  any  figure,  and  I  ask  that  all 
the  evidence  relating  to  these  two  books  and  tlie  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioner be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  have  the  right  to  insist,  and  will  insist,  that  as  the  let- 
ter gave  reasons  for  the  dismissal  of  Bogy  on  account  of  that  book 

The  Witness.  I  will  say  Mrs.  Smith  is  an  acquaintance  of  the  Secre- 
tary and  he  knows  all  about  that  book,  and  I  had  some  conversation 
with  Gen.  Bussey  about  the  book ;  but  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  I 
do  not  set  myself  up  as  censor  in  regard  to  that  kind  of  literature. 

Mr.  LiND.  Well,  I  repeat  my  motion  to  strike  out  that  portion  of  the 
testimony. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  through  with  that  now,  and  the  question  of  strik- 
ing out  can  come  up  in  executive  session. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  there  are  any  charges  against  Mrs.  S.  B.  Foss 
and  Mrs.  Friend  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  you  recommended  the  removal  of  Mrs.  Foss  or  called 
for  her  resignation  since  you  have  been  in  office  t — A.  I  prepared  let- 
ters addressed  to  the  Secretary  recommending  the  retirement  of  those 
two  women  and  presented  them  to  the  Secretary,  and  upon  considering 
them  he  said;  ^^I  do  not  wish  to  encumber  the  records  of  the  Depart- 
ment with  these  matters  and  I  authorize  you  to  have  them  tender  their 
resignation."  I  called  on  them  for  their  resignation.  They  both  were 
very  anxious  to  have  a  little  time,  and  upon  consultation  with  the  Sec- 
retary's office  a  little  time  was  given.  Jt  was  thought  the  public  service 
would  not  be  prejudiced  by  a  few  weeks,  they  being  people  dependent 
upon  their  salaries  for  the  time  being,  and  the  matter  did  not  go  to 
their  ability  as  clerks,  etc.;  so  the  matter  has  stood  over  for  a  few  weeks. 
One  of  those  parties  has  already  tendered  her  resignation  and  the* 
other  will  probably  deliver  her  resignation  to-day  if  she  is  at  the 
office.  It  would  have  been  done  yesterday,  but  she  was  away  sick,  or 
at  all  events,  abseiit. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  they  have  ever  been  called  upon  to 
resign  before  thist — A.  Not  by  me.  This  is  simply  a  matter  of  verbal 
statement  to  me,  one  of  them  Mrs.  Friend,  was  I  think,  recommended 
to  be  dismissed  by  Mr.  Tanner,  but  she  made  such  representations  to 
the  Secretary  that  instead  of  her  being  dismissed,  why  the  gentleman 
against  whom  she  preferred  charges  was  dismissed  and  she  was  re- 
tained. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  know  whether  or  not  any  Inflaences  were  brought  to  bear 
to  prevent  them  from  being  forced  out  of  the  Pension  Officd  T — A.  Well, 
I  think  there  were  some  two  or  three  friends  spoke  about  it.  I  know 
that  Governor  Stone,  the  assistant  commissioner  of  the  Land  Office^ 
came  to  the  Pension  Office  stating  that  he  had  received  several  letters 
in  February  about  one  of  the  ladies  with  a  view  of  having  her  trans- 
ferred to  the  Land  Office,  and  he  came  over  to  inquire  as  to  her  quali- 
fications, etc.  I  stated  as  far  as  her  qualifications  were  concerned  that 
they  were  good  and  after  saying  that  in  speaking  of  the  persons  whose 
place  she  would  have  to  take,  etc.,  I  told  him  that  I  could  not  allow 
him  to  leave  the  office  without  stating  that  this  woman  had  been  re- 
quested to  tender  her  resignation,  and  I  was  rather  inclined  to  think 
the  Secretary  would  hardly  transfer  her  to  another  Bureau  in  the  same 
Department.  Well,  he  said  he  would  see  about  it,  and  that  ended  that^ 
but  it  caused  a  certain  amount  of  delay. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  you  recommend  their  removal  1 — A.  Well, 
I  have  not  the  date  of  this  letter,  but  I  presume  I  can  find  the  date. 

Q.  That  is  within  the  last  few  months  t — ^A.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  renewed  your  efforts  to  have  them  dismissed  in  the  last 
day  or  two  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  called  the  attention  of  the  Secretary's 
office  to  the  fact  that  I  thought  they  ought  to  go  out.  I  have  not 
changed  my  mind  about  it  at  all ;  I  thought  they  ought  to  go  out. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  other  parties  intervened  to  pre- 
vent them  being  removed  from  the  office  after  you  recommended  it  T— 
A.  Well,  I  thiuk  that  they  had  a  great  deal  to  do  over  at  the  Secre- 
tary's office,  as  the  women  were  absent  from  my  office  every  now  and 
then.  I  know  that  Geu.  Bussey  came  over — he  is  over  there  every 
three  or  four  days — and  we  were  discussing  matters  and  he  said  to  me 
that  these  women  were  trying  to  be  tiausferred  to  some  other  place,  and 
he  thought  under  the  circumstances  it  would  not  be  improper  to  give 
them  a  few  weeks'  time  to  look  around  and  see  if  they  could  find  any 
other  employment,  etc. ;  so  I  authorized  the  appointment  clerk  to  say  to 
them  that  the  thing  would  drag  along  for  a  short  time.  It  has  done  so 
until  I  thought  the  time  had  come  when  they  ought  to  be  retired. 

Mr.  LiND.  Let  me  ask  you  about  how  long  these  women  had  been  in 
the  office,  if  you  know  t 

A.  About  three  years ;  probably  three  or  four  years.  I  can  look  and 
give  you  the  exact  dates. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  near  enough  approximately. 
i  Mr.  LiNB.  Well,  I  would  like  to  know. 

^  The  WiTNBSS.  I  will  get  the  exact  date  later. 

;  Mr.  DuNGAN.  You  found  them  there  when  you  went  there  t 

The  Witness.  I  found  them  there.    I  never  saw  them  before. 


\  By  Mr.  Littlb  : 

Q.  Who  made  these  charges  against  these  women  f — A.  They  made 
them  against  each  other ;  that  is  the  way  it  came  out. 

Q.  What  were  the  nature  of  the  charges  ? — A.  I  do  not  say  that  they 
made  them  against  each  other  exactly,  because  that  is  not  accurate,  bat 
it  was  through  their  instrumentality. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  charges  f — A.  Well,  that  they  were 
not  proper  women. 

Q.  Immoral  f — A.  Immoral  women. 

(j.  Did  you  investigate  that  there,  or  did  you  take  simply  the  state- 
ment of  each  against  the  other  to  verify  the  facts. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  explained  in  the  executive  session  on  Sat- 
ordaj. 
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ByMr.ENLOE: 

Q.  I  called  od  the  office  to  examine  the  flies  and  I  want  to  ask  yon  if 
those  charges  were  in  that  filet — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  are  not  part  of  the  records  of  the  office  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Mn  LiND.  I  want  to  ask  yon  one  question  in  this  connection.  In  re« 
i:ard  to  these  charges  against  these  women,  are  they  delinquencies  of 
recent  occurrence  or  something  in  the  past  conduct  of  these  women  t 

The  Witness.  It  is  in  their  past  conduct. 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  You  do  not  mean  by  that  that  it  is  something  that  occurred  before 
they  were  in  the  service  there  t — A.  It  was  before  I  went  in  there. 

Q.  But  during  their  service  t — A.  Probably  during  their  service,  but 
before  I  went  in  there.  I  am  not  sure  really  but  what  the  matter  came 
to  the  attention  of  Gen.  Black  at  one  time,  but  it  never  was  brought 
out  in  such  a  glaring  position  as  since  these  women  fell  out.  The  fact 
is  Oten.  Bussey  told  me  yesterday  that  the  record — did  you  see  the  files 
of  the  Department  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  I  saw  the  files. 

The  Witness.  Did  you  see  anything  about  these  women ;  because 
Gen.  Bussey  told  me  it  had  come  up  during  Oen.  Black's  administra- 
tion, but  I  do  not  suppose  it  came  up  in  the  same  way  exactly  as  it  has 
this  time. 

Q.  The  charges  are  not  in  the  filet — A.  I  have  the  papers ;  they  are 
not  in  there. 

Q.  There  are  some  papers  showing  what  influence  was  brought  to 
bear  to  keep  them  from  being  turned  out  on  record  t — ^A.  Well,  these 
women  were  very  respectable  women.  They  are  both  very  intelligent 
women,  and  one,  I  understand,  is  quite  a  highly  educated  woman,  and 
the  father  of  one  them  was  in  the  Pension  Office  for  twenty  years. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  more  question.  Whether  in  the  ex- 
ecutive session  on  Saturday  you  stated  the  charges  in  full  which  were 
made  against  these  women  t 

Mr.  LiND.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Little  :  ^ 

Q.  How  can  you  answer  for  the  general  t  Did  you  state  to  the  com- 
mittee all  the  charges  which  were  made  against  these  women  in  the 
executive  session  on  Saturday  f — A.  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  is  nothing  you  know  other  than  what  you  stated  to  the  com- 
mittee in  the  executive  session  t — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  stated  fully  what  was 
brought  to  my  attention.  You  know  if  a  woman  goes  asti'ay  generally 
it  gets  out,  and  if  there  is  much  fuss  made  about  it  it  is  all  in  a  flame 
presently.  I  found  these  women  in  that  office  when  I  went  there.  As 
&r  as  their  official  conduct  is  concerned,  why,  it  is  quite  satisfactory 
and  one  is  one  of  the  smartest  clerks  in  that  office. 

Q.  I  simply  questioned  you  to  know  whether  you  stated  all  yon  knew 
in  regard  to  it.— A.  I  suggested  the  committee  should  go  into  executive 
session  so  I  could  stat«  fully  everything  connected  with  it,  and  I  made 
a  full  statement.  Of  course  I  have  the  private  papers  there  in  regard 
to  this  matter  which  I  can  show  to  the  committee  if  they  wish  to  see 
them. 

Mr.  Enloe.  We  will  let  that  rest,  then.  Why  did  you  dismiss  Samuel 
McGuUongh,  who  was  an  examiner  and  an  old  soldier! 

Mr.  Payson.  Is  that  in  writing! 
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The  Witness.  1  think  so. 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  us  see  the  paper. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  say  I  have  recently  recommended 
his  reinstatemeni. 

Q.  What  reason  did  yon  give  Mr.  Enochs,  a  member  of  Oongress, 
about  dismissing  him  t — A.  I  do  not  recall  what  I  said  to  him,  but  I 
stated  I  had  no  doubt — and  to  Senator  Faulkner,  who  appeared  to 
certify  to  his  truthfulness — that  I  thought  Mr.  McGullough  was  en- 
gaged with  a  lot  of  people  to  injure  me  and  break  down  the  office.  That 
was  the  reason.  I  stated  that  very  explicitly  to  Mr.  McCullough  and 
wrote  a  letter,  which  if  you  desire  information  upon  the  subject  I  think 
it  would  be  proper  to  have  Mr.  Tonner  give  you  a  copy  of. 

Mr.  Payson.  On  what  points  was  itt 

The  Witness.  He  admitted  his  conduct  was  such  as  to  justify  me  in 
coming  to  the  conclusion  I  did.  He  admitted  that,  but  he  said  I  was 
mistaken  as  to  what  he  did. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  And  you  accepted  that  statement! — A.  And  recommended  his 
reinstatement. 

Q.  You  dismissed  at  the  time,  or  about  the  same  time,  quite  a  num- 
ber of  other  persons — I  had  a  list  of  their  names  somewhere,  and  I 
wanted  to  ask  a  question  about  them.  I  believe  you  dismissed  about 
seven  persons  at  the  same  time  on  the  same  sort  of  idea,  or  same  reason, 
did  you  not;  men  who  were  examiners  in  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  I 
made  recommendations  for  the  retirement  of  several  persons ;  the  papers 
themselves  will  show. 

Q.  Did  any  of  these  men  come  to  you  and  offer  to  make  a  showing 
that  you  were  under  a  misapprehension  regarding  them  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  make  any  such  statement  to  you  f — A.  Mr.  Fawcett 
there.had  a  short  verbal  interview  with  me  once  or  twice,  and  finally 
wrote  me  a  letter. 

Mr.  Payson.  Have  you  that  letter  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  I  have  that. 

Mr.  Payson.  Let  us  see  that  if  you  are  going  to  read  it.  Ih  Faw- 
cett one  of  the  seven  referred  to? 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson  :  Let  us  get  through  with  him  now. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hodson  say  or  write  to  you  about  his  dismissalf — A.  I 
"  do  not  recall  the  correspondence,  but  I  will  hunt  it  up  if  yoa  want  it. 

Q.  I  will  ask  if  he  told  you  you  had  done  him  an  injustice  in  dismiss- 
ing him  on  that  accountf — A.  I  do  not  romembor  the  interview  with 
him.  If  I  had  it,  I  do  not  recollect  it.  However,  I  will  hunt  up  the 
entire  correspondence  if  you  wish  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Hodsou  in  a  conversation  soon  after  his  dismissal 
that  you  dismissed  him  because  he  associated  with  newspaper  men  and 

that  if  you  had  done  him  any  injustice  you  were  sorry  for  itf A.  I  do 

not  recollect  having  an  interview  with  Mr.  Hodson. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  write  a  letter  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior in  regard  to  his  clerk  J.  Jolly  Jones  interfering  with  the  business 
of  the  Pension  Office? — A.  I  wrote  him  a  letter  in  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  Mr.  Jones  was  having  business  transacted  there,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Here  are  copies  of  the  correspondence  on  that  subject  between 
you  and  Judge  Chandler,  which  was  produced  in  evidence  in  the  ex- 
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amination  of  General  Bassey,  I  believe.  Do  yoa  remember  that  cor- 
respondencet — A.  Yes,  sir,  I  famished  you  that  copy;  at  least  I  fur- 
nished that  copy.  I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  sent  f^om  my  ofSce  or 
the  Secretary's,  probably  the  Secretary's.  Yes,  sir,  this  is  the  corre- 
spondence.   This  is  already  in  evidence,  I  believe. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  year  information  on  which  yon  based 
yoar  letter  to  Secretary  Ohandlert — A.  Well,  Deputy  Commissioner 
Lincoln  came  to  me  and  said  that  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  manner 
in  which  Mr.  Jones  was  managing:  the- correspondence  &om  Assistant 
Secretary  Chandler,  and  he  stated 

Q.  Anybody  else  ? — A.  I  don't  think  that  the  other  deputy  commis- 
sioner did.  I  might  state  that  the  two  deputy  commissioners  have  the 
greater  part  of  the  work  to  do  in  connection  with  calling  up  cases,  giv- 
ing information,  etc.  Upon  a  personal  request  from  him  stating  that 
Mr.  Jones  insisted  upon  having  the  deputies  put  their  stamp  upon  these 
communications,  and  being  directed  to  take  these  communications  to 
the  chiefs  of  divisions,  the  proper  divisions,  and  leaving  them  there  so 
he  could  get  an  early  reply,  and  then  he  would  return  and  get  the  reply 
afterwards.  I  stated  to  Col.  Lincoln  if  he  was  not  pleas^  with  that 
way  of  doing  businesn  to  just  decline  doing  it,  which  he  did. 

Q.  Did  any  one  else  besides  Mr.  Lincoln  call  your  attention  to  itt — 
A.  I  don't  think  Deputy  Commissioner  Davidson  did. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  clerks  f — A.  I  don't  recall  that  they  did.  Mr. 
Jones  came  to  my  desk  and  stated  that  he  had  been  sent  there  with 
these  communications,  and  that  Judge  Chandler  thought  it  was  Uie 
easiest  way  of  doing  it  and  he  desir^  that  it  should  he  done  in  that 
way.  Then  I  addressed  a  letter  to  the  judge,  of  which  you  have  a  copy, 
and  in  due  course  I  received  his  reply. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  putting  the  stamps  of  the  deputy  commis- 
sioner upon*  these  slips  that  he  brought  there! — A.  It  was  to  have  an 
early  answer  to  them. 

Q.  Did  that  advance  their  adjudication  f — A.  I  don't  know  that  it 
would  have  that  efiect  in  very  many  cases.  Usually  it  was  in  regard 
to  the  status  of  a  case.  A  reply  to^the  Secretary  would  have  the 
same  effect  as  a  reply  to  a  member  of  Congress  would  have  had.  The 
claim  would  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  an  examiner  and  if  the  case  was 
found  complete  it  would  have  been  briefed  and  sent  forward ;  that  is, 
until  I  issued  an  order  recently,  so  that,  if  a  claim  is  taken  up  out  of  its 
order  or  turn  of  adjudication  for  status,  it  should  have  a  card  placed 
upon  it  indicating  that  fact,  and  although  the  case  should  be  complete 
it  should  be  sent  back  to  the  files  to  await  its  turn. 

Q.  Sent  forward  to  where  f — A.  The  claims  are  briefed  in  what  is 
known  as  the  adjudicating  division ;  that  is  our  corresponding  division. 

Q.  Would  it  send  a  case  to  the  completed  files  if  found  ready  t — A. 
If  it  was  briefed  it  would  then  go  forward  to  the  board  of  review.  The 
^board  of  review  is  what  you  might  call  a  supreme  court. 

Q.  As  a  case  is  found  complete  wouldn't  it  go  into  the  completed 
files  ? — A.  Well,  it  would  have  been  briefed  and  at  that  time  would 
have  gone  forward. 

Q.  To  the  completed  files  f — A.  No ;  not  to  the  completed  files. 

Q.  If  found  complete  and  ready  for  adjudication.  Yon  saj'  it  was 
given  the  same  effect  as  members  of  Congress.  Now,  before  you  issued 
your  late  order,  wasn't  the  efiect  of  a  call  for  the  status  of  a  case  by  a 
member  of  Congress  that  the  case  was  taken  out  and  examined  f — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  found  complete  it  went  on  the  completed  &te^\— K«^^x 
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sir;  it  was  briefed  and  sent  forward  for  adjudication.    The  completed 
files  are  what  you  might  call  the  docket.  , 

Q.  That  woold  give  it  the  advantage  of  a  ease  on  the  oompleted  files! 
— A.  It  wo'nld  be  taken  np.  For  example,  if  yon  have  a  great  court 
docket  and  yon  go  way  iforward  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  motion; 
here  are  fifty  cases  which  have  precedence,  bnt  yon  mn  over  the  case& 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  motion  and  the  jndge  says^  Go  ahead  and 
try  yonr  case,  of  conrse  that  would  give  it  pre^dence  over  the  otbei 
cases  which  were  ahead  of  it.  And  that  is  the  effect  that  it  would 
have  with  a  Congressional  call  and  did  have;  it  would  pat  it  forward 
if  complete. 

Q.  In  other  words  it  hastened  the  a^ndication  of  cases  out  of  their 
regular  order  1 — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  found  complete  and  in  every  case  just 
as  a  Congressional  call,  if  the  status  was  given,  it  gave  the  elaimant 
an  opportunity  to  furnish  evidence  to  complete  his  case  as  soon  as  be 
could  hunt  it  up. 

Q.  You  received  a  reply  from  Judge  Chandler,  did  yon  then,  restrictr 
ing  J.  Jolly  Jones  in  his  movements  about  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  The 
number  of  cases  that  Mr.  Jones  brought  over  would  not  be  more  than 
three  or  four  a  day,  sometimes  five  a  day,  and  for  a  short  time  I 
acquiesced  in  the  suggestion  of  the  judge,  but  presently  I  had  a  record 
book  for  these  cases  in  my  own  room,  and  I  found  that  be  was  calling 
up  a  great  many  cases,  a  great  many  more  cases  than  seemed  proper  in 
that  way,  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Jones,  '<  I  am  not  satisfied  with  this  method. 
I  don't  think  you  wish  to  do  anything  wrong  at  all,  bnt  I  think  that 
Jndge  Chandler's  correspondence  should  be  directed  precisely  as  the 
Secretary  and  Assistant  Secretary's." 

Q.  State  what  the  effect  was  of  yonr  conversation  with  Mr.  Jones.— 
A.  The  effect  was  that  the  correspondence  was  sent  there  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  the  same  as  the  Secretary's. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Jones  has  not  aince  that  time  been  interfering  with  the 
adjudication  of  cases  t — A.  I  don't  think  he  intended  to  do  anything 
wrong. 

Mr.  LiND.  Did  he  at  any  time  interfere  with  the  adjadication  of 
cases  1 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  seems  he  was  interferring  when  he  had  them  stamped 
with  the  deputy  commissioner's  stamp. 

Q.  Did  anybody  call  your  attention  to  Mr.  Jones  in  this  way,  saying 
that  he  was  paying  particular  attention  to  cases  involving  large  sums 
of  money  t — A.  No,  sir ;  not  at  all. 

Q.  Did  anybody  call  your  attention  to  the  superintendent  of  the 
building  and  say  that  he  was  looking  after  i)ension  claims  for  attor- 
neys?—A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  King  is  an  old  soldier 

Mr.  LiND.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question  in  regard  to  Mr.  Jones 
right  there. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  manner  in  which  Jones  did  execute  thesct 
commissions,  wouldn't  it  take  less  time  than  it  would  for  the  clerk  in 
charge  of  that  particular  work  to  write  a  letter! — A.  The  memorandum 
was  made  upon 

Q.  For  a  verbal  statement  t — A.  Not  a  verbal  statement.  It  was  a 
memorandum  made  upon  paper. 

Q.  A  slip!— A.  Yes,  sir;  they  usually  brought  the  letters  over  with 
some  sort  of  a  wrapper,  and  then  an  indorsement  made  upon  it. 

Q.  It  didn't  delay  the  work  of  the  oflBce  as  much  as  to  reply  to  a  letter 
with  a  formal  lettert — A.  It  is  just  about  the  same  thing.  The  case 
bad  tQ  be  drawn  from  the  tiles  aud  taken  oat  for  examiuatioiiy  and,  of 
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coarse,  the  examiner  had  to  look  over  it  to  anderstand  what  was  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  case,  and  make  a  memorandam  on  the  same  paper 
to  show  what  was  necessary,  and  he  coald  do  it  about  as  quick  one  way 
as  another. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  And  you  objected  to  it  t — A.  Yes,  8ir« 

By  Mr.  Little: 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  after  yon  spoke  to  him  about  that, 
it  was  thereafter  done  in  the  ordinary  way  f — ^A.  O,  yes,  sir ;  I  was 
quite  earnest  about  it,  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Jones  that  that  was  not  the 
proper  way  to  carr>'  on  the  correspondence  between  the  Secretary  and 
the  Bureau;  while  there  was  nothing  wrong  about  it,  it  was  not  the 
regular  way  of  doing  business. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  did  it  stopf — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  don't  think  thc^ 
fellow  meant  to  do  anything  wrong  about  the  case  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  still  think  it  was  wrong  f — A.  I  think  it  was  not  the  regular 
and  proper  way  of  transacting  the  business. 

Q.  And  you  say  Mr.  Jones  has  not  been  doing  it  since  that  time  f — 
A#  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  mean  by  that  answer  that  he  has  not  been  t — A.  fTo,  sir;  he 
has  not  been. 

Q.  In  regard  to  Mr.  King,  superintendent  of  the  building.  Did  you 
ever  hear  any  statement  or  rumor  to  the  effect  that  he  was  looking  after 
pension  cases  in  any  way  and  furnishing  information  to  your  son,  John 
Baum,  the  attorney  f — A.  There  was  some  such  statement  brought  to 
my  attention,  and  I  sent  for  Capt.  King,  and  he  said  there  was  nothing 
in  it,  and  I  knew  there  was  not,  because  my  son  is  an  honest  man. 

Q.  Did  you  investigate  it  any  further  than  that  t— A.  I  had  the  state- 
ment from  Mr.  King. 

Q.  And  from  himf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  my  son.  They  are  both  honor- 
able men.  Capt  King  is  a  good  man,  and  his  woid  would  be  taken. 
I  have  no  doubt  he  gets  letters. 

Q.  You  think  there  is  no  wrong  in  a  Pension  Office  employ^  to  look 
after  an  attorney's  business  in  the  office  and  receive  letters  from  himf — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  say  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  case  of  Mr.  Martin  f — A.  Yes, 
sir;  of  Mr.  Martin,  if  that  is  the  name  of  the  man,  and  I  presume  it  is. 
If  I  am  mistaken  as  to  the  name  I  want  to  correct  it. 

Q.  He  is  a  man  who  is  charged  with  being  associated  with  a  pension 
attorney  at  Topeka,  Kans.,  by  the  name  of  Legg.  Do  you  know  any- 
thing about  that  case  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  made  some  examination  in  re- 
gard to  to  that. 

Q.  What  did  you  find  out  about  it? — A.  This  is  the  state  of  facts  as 
I  understood  it:  ThatMr.Legg  had  some  office  correspondenceaddressed 
to  him  here  in  Washington  city,  and  that  this  man  Martin  took  the 
correspondence  out  of  the  box  at  the  post-office  as  long  as  he  kept  a 
box  there  and  forwarded  it  to  Legg  at  Topeka,  Kans. ;  that  is  the  state- 
ment made  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  report  of  the  special  examiner  in  the  Pension 
Office  who  investigated  thatt — A.  I  don't  recall  about  seeing  that. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  that  is  the  report  in  the  case  [hands  paper  to  wit- 
ness] f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  original. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  Mr,  Martin's  case ! — A,  I  «iftft«^\fc^^\^'^«^- 
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tin's  Btatement  that  be  had  no  interest  in  that  matter.  The  fact  Ap- 
peared that  Mr.  Legg  had  been  an  attorney  here  in  this  city  and  bad  a 
lot  of  pension  correspondence  here  in  Washington,  and  he  conclnded 
to  move  his  office  to  Topeka,  Kans.,  and  as  a  lot  of  his  correspondence 
would  for  a  time  come  to  Washington,  he  requested  Mr.  Martin  to  go 
to  the  office,  where  he  had  a  box  at  the  time,  and  get  the  mail  from 
there  and  send  it  to  him  at  Topeka,  Kans.,  and  he  did  that,  and  he  tes- 
tified that  he  had  no  interest  whatever  in  the  business,  and  that  was 
all  he  did;  simply  took  the  mail  out  of  the  box  and  then  forwarded  it 
to  him. 
Q.  Did  you  examine  that  report  before  passing  upon  itf — A.  Oh,  yes, 

sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  find  that  the  special  examiner  contradicted  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Martin  in  regard  to  what  he  didt — A.  He  didn't  agree 
with  him  fully. 

Q.  Didn't  he  state  that  Mr.  Martin  made  a  misstatement  in  regard  to 
what  he  did  for  this  man  f — A.  Martin  declared  that  he  had  no  interest 
in  the  matter,  and  that  he  simply  sent  thQ  mail  on.  I  think,  uiaybe^ 
Mr.  Brooks  said  that  he  saw  him  with  the  envelopes. 

y.  Was  he  taking  them  out  of  the  envelopes  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  riglt 
here  is  the  point  that  they  differ  on.  It  seems  he  took  some  of  thosie 
letters  out  of  the  envelopes  and  put  them  into  a  larger  envelope  i^d 
sent  then  forward,  as  he  supposed,  to  save  postage. 

Q.  That  is,  Mr.  Brooks  stated  that? — A.  That  is  what  is  m  his  re- 
port. 

Q.  Does  Mr.  Brooks  state  that  f — A.  That  is  in  the  report. 

Q.  That  is  what  Martin  said  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  does  he  say  he  saw? — A.  He  says  this,  "  while  I  believe  Mr. 
Martin  is  entirely  innocent  of  any  wrong  intention,  I  do  believe  that 
Mr.  Legg  should  be  called  upon  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be 
disbarred  from  practice." 

Q.  He  says  somewhere  in  there  about  what  Martin  said  to  him  he 
did  with  the  mail  ? — A.  He  says,  ^'  his  memory  is  at  fault  when  he  says 
he  never  opened  any  of  the  mail  while  riding  on  car  No.  97  from  the 
Pennsylvania  Junction  on  the  evening  of  the  20th  day  of  last  May, 
after  calling  at  the  post-office  for  Legg's  mail  on  an  occasion  when  he 
got  several  letters  all  addressed  to  Legg,  or  Legg  and  Davis.  He  was 
seen  to  take  those  letters  from  his  inside  pocket  and  select  one  large  one 
and  one  small  one,  which  he  opened  and  read,  and  he  has  evidently  for- 
gotten that  when  he  says  he  never  opeued  any  of  the  letters."  But  as 
I  told  you,  Mr.  Martin  testified  under  oath  that  he  had  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  business  and  did  not  undertake  to  conduct  any  of  the 
business,  and  Mr.  Brooks  states  that  he  was  entirely  innocent  of  any- 
t  thing  wrong. 

'<  Q.  Didn't  Mr.  Brooks  in  the  examination  of  Mr.  Martin  himself  give 

;  Mr.  Martin  every  opportunity  of  correcting  himself,  to  make  a  correct 

'  statement  about  that,  and  didn't  he  know  that  when  he  made  the  state- 

*  ment which  Mr.  Brooks  contradicts? — A.  He  says  he  has  forgotten 

that  case. 

Mr.  LiND.  Do  you  want  to  introduce  that  case  ? 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  avoid  introducing  it  at  all. 

A.  He  simply  said  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it;  that  it  was  simply 
a  matter  of  accommodation  to  Mr.  Legg.  Here  was  a  number  of  let- 
ters, and  Martin  was  seeing  that  they  were  sent  to  him. 

Q.  You  simply  took  Mr.  Martin's  statement  in  the  iaco  of  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Brooks  said  he  did  not  state  it  correctly  ?— 'At  Se  says  be  don't 
tbiok  he  ioteuded  to  do  ^wxoug. 
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By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  riow  long  was  he  located  beref — A.  I  don't  know,  sir. 
Q.  Was  he  ever  a  resident  heret — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

By  Jadge  Payson  : 
Q.  He  was  a  resident  at  one  time  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  one  time. 
By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Didn't  yon  have  a  special  examiner  examine  into  Mr.  Legg's  char- 
acter and  conduct  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  disbar  him  f — A.  I  don't  think  he  was  disbarred.  His 
standing  is  good  inTopeka;  anomberof  very  excellent  people  indorsed 
him  as  to  his  honesty  and  good  condnct,  and  so  he  wa8  not  disbarred. 

Mr.  Enlob.  I  think  we  had  better  undertake  to  brief  the  testimony 
in  this  case,  the  examination  of  Legg  and  Martin,  so  as  not  to  lamber 
up  the  record  with  the  whole  of  it. 

Judge  Payson.  All  right ;  that  will  suit  me. 

(See  M.  B.  Bailey's  testimony  as  to  this  report.) 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  yon  about  Mr.  Hopkins,  who  was  recommended  by 
Mr.  Bailey  for  dismissal  because  he  found  him  trying  to  get  into  his 
desk  t 

Judge  Payson.  Prying  around  his  desk,  I  believe,  was  the  expres- 
sion. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Did  you  dismiss  him  t 

Judge  Payson.  State  fully  about  that,  general. 

A.  Mr.  Bailey,  who  is  at  the  head  of  the  law  division,  quite  a  large 
division,  complained  to  me  at  one  time  that  Mr.  Hopkins,  who  is  one  of 
the  lawyers  in  his  division,  wasmousingaround  his  desk,  reading  papers 
upon  it.  Well,  I  was*  not  personally  acquainted  with  Mr.  Hopkins  at 
the  time.  Of  course  I  listened  to  Mr.  Bailey's  statement  about  it,  and 
told  him  that  Mr.  Hopkins  would,  of  course,  have  to  behave  himself, 
and  if  he  did  not,  we  must  apply  the  proper  remedy.  I  will  have  to 
elaborate  a  little  bit  in  order  to  get  at  this  thing.  In  a  short  time  I 
called  a  conference  of  a  number  of  the  principal  officers,  with  a  view  of 
having  someof  the  blanks  recast  and  for  the  preparation  of  some  sort  of  a 
blank  to  be  used  in  making  briefs  in  pension  cases,  so  that  when  the 
call  for  the  status  came  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  take  up  a  great 
mass  of  papers  [illustrating]  like  this,  and  have  a  man  work  two  or 
three  hours  on  it.  I  found  that  that  was  a  serious  thing  we  were  con* 
tending  with.  I  had  Col.  Lincoln,  Mr.  Van  Mater,  chief  of  the  board 
of  review,  and  two  or  three  other  gentlemen,  talking  about  it  back  and 
forth,  and  we  got  all  of  the  blanks  and  looked  it  over,  but  we  were 
making  very  little  headway.  At  one  time  I  had  prepared  a  record  card, 
but  that  had  not  been  printed,  and  I  concluded  that  we  would  have  to 
have  something  a  little  better ;  and  while  that  conference  was  going 
on,  the  gentlemen  coming  back  and  forth,  a  gentleman  came  into  my 
office  and  said  he  wanted  to  see  me  a  minute  or  two,  and  I  took  him 
into  my  private  room,  and  he  spread  out  this  paper  [showing  paper], 
which  has  been  cut  up  and  pasted  since.  It  was  a  very  long  concern, 
and  be  said  he  had  been  thinking  over  this  matter  of  the  preparation 
of  a  briefer  way  of  doing  that  work,  and  he  would  like  to  have  me  look 
this  over;  and  I  told  him  I  would  be  very  glad  to  do  it,  and  called  his 
attention  to  this  paragraph  of  an  order  I  h^  made  some  time  before 
about  having  a  record  card;  and  I  told  him  the  object  I  had  in  view 
was  to  prepare  some  sort  of  a  brief  that  could  be  used  by  tk^  ^^^^xs^vcv- 
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era,  ho  that  when  the  statas  of  a  case  was  reqaired  that  that  brief  ooald 
be  pulled  right  out  and  opeued  ap,  and  he  could  look  it  ov^r  and  8»y, 
*^  that  is  what  is  the  matter  with  the  case ; "  and  I  invited  Mr.  Hopkiiia  to 
call  at  my  house  that  evening,  when  we  could  have  a  more  lengthy  talk 
about  it;  and  by  the  time  he  came  there  I  had  this  all  cut  up  and  re- 
duced it  a  little  in  size ;  and  he  called  a  second  time,  and,  finally,  as  a 
result  of  that  I  worked  this  up.  Here  are  the  original  papers,  and  here 
is  the  examiner's  brief,  which  I  regard  as  a  very  good  document.  Well, 
Mr.  Hopkins  is  a  man  of  good  ability,  although  he  is  somewliat  ad- 
vanced in  years.  He  says,  ^'  I  don't  know  as  any  good  will  couu)  for  uie 
of  that."  I  said,  ^^  Hopkins,  I  never  allow  a  man  to  do  what  I  oonsider 
a  good  thing  in  the  office  but  what  I  try  and  recognize  him  ioY  it."  So 
when  this  had  been 

By  Judge  Payson: 

Q.  Has  that  been  adopted  and  in  use  in  the  office  f — A .  Tcs,  sir. 
When  I  had  this  all  fixed  up  and  ready  and  had  sent  it  over  to  the 
printing  office,  one  morning  Mr.  Bailey  came  in  with  a  letter,  easing 
that  Mr.  Hopkins  ought  to  be  dismissed  from  the  service;  ana  I  then 
recalled  that  this  Hopkins  was  the  same  man  that  Bailey  had  made  iiis 
complaint  against,  and  I  said,  ^^ Bailey,  I  am  sorry  about  thift,  and  i 
must  consider  this  very  carefully.  I  have  promised  Hopkins  promo- 
tion," and  I  showed  him  these  papers.  I  said,  '^How  is  this,  you  are 
charging  him  with  mousing  around  your  deskf  "  He  didn^t  charge  him 
with  breaking  into  his  desk,  and  I  don't  think  he  will  state  that  when 
he  is  called  to  explain. 

Mr.  Enlos.  Let  me  show  yon  his  testimony.  (Gounstfl  reads  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Bailey  on  this  subject.) 

A.  I  said,  ''Now,  Bailey,  let  me  see  exactly  what  you  have  against 

Hopkins,"  and  then  he  spoke  about  these  other  gen  Uomen,  what  they 

had  said,  and  I  took  their  names  and  sent  for  Mr.  Lyon  and  some  others— 

ij  I  don't  recall  who  they  were  now — and  I  had  a  talk  with  them  and 

they  said  that  Mr.  Hopkins  was  a  man  of  excellent  ability ;  he  is  a  little 
curious  at  times,  and  he  wants  to  know  a  great  deal  about  the  division, 
etc.,  but  we  regard  him  as  an  honest  man.  I  then  sent  for  Mr.  Hopkius 
and  presented  the  case  to  him,  and  he  said  that  all  he  had  done  witb 
r  -^  Mr.  Bailey's  desk  was  to  read  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

He  did  not  have  them  on  his  desk,  and  read  them  there;  and  under 

these  circumstances  I  recommended  the  promotion  of  Mr.  Hopkins, 

t'j  having  no  more  interest  in  him  than  any  other  clerk.    I  thought  he  did 

a  good  service. 

By  Mr.  LiNB : 
Q.  Is  Bailey  in  the  service  now  t — A.  Tes,  sir. 

^J  By  Mr.  Enlos  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  accepted  the  statement  of  Mr.  Hopkins  as  to 
what  he  was  doing  at  that  desk  as  against  Mr.  Bailey's,  supi>orted  by 
his  assistants  t — A.  I  called  his  assistant  chiefs,  and  those  two  men  be 
referred  me  to  made  the  statements  that  he  was  not  using  a  jimmy  at 
that  desk,  bat  was  simply  a  little  curious,  going  around  looking  things 
over. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  pretense  that  he  was  burglarizing  or  trying  to 
break  the  desk  open  t — ^A.  None  at  alL 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  there  anything  improper  in  a  subordinate  going  to  your  desk 
and  trying  to  open  it f — ^A.  I  have  no  key  to  my  desk  5  everything  is  ojien. 

Q.  How  about  the  desk  of  a  chief  of  division? — A.  1  sup[N>se  most 
people  lock  their  desk.  Of  conrse  it  is  not  proper  for  a  man  to  be  open- 
ing people^s  desk ;  of  coarse  it  is  iifiproper.  Bufe  then  I  see  no  im- 
propriety in  a  man  in  my  immediate  neighborhood  there  going  in  and 
reading  a  paper  on  my  desk. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  yon  promoted  him  because  of  the  promise 
you  had  made  him  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  because  Mr.  Hopkins  had 
rendered  valuable  service  in  the  preparation  of  that  blank. 

Q.  Now,  if  he  had  not  done  that  work,  and  it  had  been  another  em- 
ploy6  of  the  office,  would  you  have  promoted  him ;  would  yon  have 
promoted  another  employ^  of  that  office  who  had  not  rendered  yon  this 
personal  service 

A.  It  was  not  a  personal  service.    It  was  an  official  service. 

Q.  If  it  had  been  an  employ^  of  the  office  who  had  not  rendered  any 
such  service  as  that,  and  who  was  asking  for  promotion  and  coining  up 
for  promotion,  and  his  chief  had  come  in  and  instead  of  disking  for  his 
promotion,  asking  for  his  dismissal  because  of  his  having  tri^  to  get 
into  his  desk,  would  you  have  dismissed  or  promoted  him  f — A.  I 
should  have  made  an  investigation.  I  don't  like  to  dismiss  people 
uuless  there  is  some  cause  for  it  Mr.  Hopkins  is  a  respectable  gentle- 
man and  a  very  good  lawyer.  He  has  had  the  friendship  of  some  of 
the  most  distinguished  gentlemen  in  the  country 

Q.  Does  that  excuse  his  actions  because  of  his  associations  with 
prominent  men  t — A.  l^o,  sir ;  but  he  is  a  good  man.  I  was  sorry  to 
disagree  with  Mr.  Bailey. 

Q.  Do  you  ordinarily  promote  men  in  the  office  who  are  asking  for 
promotion  when  the  chief  asks  for  their  dismissal? — A.  No,  sir.  I  have 
just  remarked  that  I  was  sorry  to  difi^er  with  Mr.  Bailey  because  he  was 
at  th:'  head  of  the  division,  but  the  services  were  such  that  I  had  to  do 
it 

Q.  It  was  this  exceptional  service  that  caused  you  to  make  this  pro- 
motion notwithstanding  the  charges  Bailey  had  made  against  him f — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did.  I  was  not  acquainted  with  Mr.  Hopkins  until  he 
Ciime  into  my  room  with  these  papers. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Lind  the  committee  went  into  executive  session. 

Further  taking  of  testimony  in  this  investigation  adjourned  until  to- 
morrow morning  at  10:30  o'clock  a.  m. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  O.,  Thursday^  March  24, 1892, 

The  committee  met  at  11  a.  m. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  and  Messrs.  Brosius, 
Little,  Dungan,  and  Lind,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon.  L.  E.  Payson. 

Mr.  Enlob.  In  the  temporary  absence  of  Commissioner  Kaum  we 
will  examine  Mr.  Tonner. 


TESHMOHT  OP  MS.  A.  C.  TOA  NER— BecaUed. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  You  have  with  you  the  papers  of  thePeTiB\OTi'B\i't^«QL^\i\^'^^ 
called  for,  and  I  in/il  ask  you  to  refer  to  the  &le&  loi  \^\v^  ct»^^  ^'i  1^.^^« 
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Taylor.    It  is  a  report  of  a  special  examiDer  who  made  charges  ag^ainst 
Mr.  Taylor  in  connection  with  the  case  of  a  soldier  named  Brown,  in 
Iowa. — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that  particular  case }  bat  I  sapx>ose 
yon  want  a  copy  of  the  testimony  in  Mr.  Taylor's  case. 
Q.  State  the  date  of  those  letters  [handing  witness  some  papers].^ 

A.  Here  is  a  letter  under  date 'of  June  20,  1891,  signed  by  Thomas 
Fletcher. 

Q.  That  is  a  recommendation  purporting  to  be  signed  by  Thomas 
Fletcher. — A.  Here  is  a  letter  of  Senator  OuUom,  of  September  21, 
1891. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  What  is  the  indorsement  t — ^A.  The  indorsement  is  signed  by  Sec- 
retary Noble. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  It  is  not  necessary  to  read  Mr.  Taylor's  statement ;  but  I  want  to 
I  get  the  date  of  the  indorsement. — A.  The  date  of  the  indorsement  is 

September  25, 1889,  and  it  is  signed  by  Taylor  himself. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  shall  insist  that  all  these  papers  shall  go  in. 

The  Witness.  Here  is  the  first  communication.  The  dat«  of  the 
next  is  March  8, 1889,  signed  by  F.  M.  Taylor.  It  is  indorsed  by  James 
S.  Martin,  chairmq.n  Illinois  State  committee;  John  B.  Thomas  ;  Green 

B.  Baum ;  John  M.  Farqnhar,  a  member  of  Congress  from  the  Thirty- 
second  district  of  New  York ;  A.  W.  Edwards,  editor  of  the  Fargo 
(Dak.)  Argus ;  S.  M.  OuUom,  and  O.  B.  Farwell ;  and  also  W.  H.  Powell. 

Q.  It  contains  the  indorsement  of  Mr.  Edwards,  editor  of  the 
Argus  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  Was  this  the  paper  which  was  missing  yesterday  or 
which  was  claimed  to  be  missing  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  can  you  explain  the  fact  that  it  was  not  in  the  papers  yes- 
terday t — A.  For  the  reason  that  it  may  have  been  in  one  of  those  pack- 
ages in  which  we  did  not  look. 

Q.  Yon  had  all  the  papers  t — A.  We  had  all  of  which  you  wanted 
certified  copies,  and  they  were  all  in  that  bunch  until  the  copies  were 
ready.  Then  they  were  placed  upon  the  desk  and  left  lying  there,  per- 
haps, and  had  not  been  put  in  the  proper  place. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 
^  Q.  They  were  in  your  custody  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  now  ask  you  for  the  record  of  W.  T.  Ford.  I  want  the  letters 
^  written  by  W.  W.  Dudley  in  reference  to  the  positions  held  by  Ford. 

Will  you  identity  these  letters  [handing  papers  to  witness]  t — A.  I 
suppose  you  want  them  in  the  order  of  their  dates.  Here  is  the  first 
letter,  and  this  is  the  order  in  which  they  came.  The  first  one  is  dated 
July  28,  and  the  next  is  August  29, 1885 ;  the  next  is  April,  1889. 

Q.  Here  is  a  communication  to  Oen.  Bussey  that  I  also  want 
copied. — A.  It  does  not  appear  to  have  any  date.  It  is  addressed  to 
Gen.  Bussey,  and  it  is  without  date  or  signature. 

Q.  I  offer  these  copies  to  go  Into  the  record  from  the  Pension  Office 
files.  They  are  transmitted  by  the  Commissioner. — A.  Do  you  want 
certified  copies! 
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Q.  I  do.  You  will  please  look  at  the  papers  of  Ivan  Summerlin.  I 
want  the  reason  for  his  dismissal.  The  Commissioner  said  he  had  written 
a  letter  on  the  sabject.  I  have  it  here,  and  I  want  copies  of  those 
[Handing  papers  to  witness.] 

Mr.  Payson.  Please  identify  those. 

The  Witness.  February  6, 1890,  signed  by  Green  £.  Baum,  jr.,  ap- 
pointment clerk. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yoa  want  copies  of  those  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  We  will  now  take  the  Hodgson  case.  Yon  will  please  make  copies 
of  those. — A.  I  will  do  so. 

Q.  The  next  case  is  that  of  Gen.  James  Dngan. — A.  Here  is  a  his- 
tory of  his  case.    The  date  is  January  26, 1891,  when  he  was  dismissed. 

Q.  That  contains  everything  we  want. — A.  This  is  the  paper  you 
asked  for  yesterday. 

Q.  That  is  the  recommendation  for  transfer! — A.  Yes,  sir;  transfer 
from  one  classification  to  another. 

Q.  The  next  is  a  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
dated  January  21, 1890, with  accompanying  papers.  The  other  papers  are 
indorsed  by  Cyrus  Bussey,  Assistant  Secretary,  dated  December  28, 
1891.  The  next  case  is  that  of  Theodore  Smith.  The  stenographer 
will  note  the  fact  that  the  Commissioner  will  certify  these  papers  to  be 
sent  in  here  in  relation  to  Dugan. 

(To  the  witness^  Examine  these  papers  and  see  if  you  find  in  them 
any  charges  relating  to  Theodore  Smith's  resignation,  in  1888.  I  want 
to  imt  those  papers  in  evidence. — A.  There  would  have  to  be  an  anterior 
date  to  them.  I  will  have  to  examine  the  papers  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  see  anything  that  antedates  that  in  the  nature  of 
charges. 

Q.  Here  are  two  other  papers  that  belong  in  the  case. — A.  He  tenders 
his  resignation  as  a  special  examiner  in  the  Pension  Bureau. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  t— A.  August  10, 1888. 

Q.  Take  the  other  papers  and  tell  me  what  they  are. — A.  This  paper 
[indicating]  appears  to  be  a  reinstatement. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  itt — A.  It  is  a  civil  service  examination, 
dated  April  13, 1889. 

Q.  We  will  offer  in  evidence  that  paper,  and  I  want  a  copy  of  all 
those  papers. — A.  You  want  a  copy  of  this  one  paper  and  the  Ballard 
paper. 

Mr.  Payson.  In  the  case  of  Theodore  Smith,  I  will  offer  in  connec- 
tion a  letter  dated  August  9, 1889,  addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions,  and  sigued  by  T.  W.  Mitchell,  acting  chief,  with  indorsement 
thereon  of  James  Tanner,  Commissioner.  Please  make  a  copy  of  that 
[handing  paper  to  witness]. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  want  to  offer  a  letter  of  Gen.  Bussey,  dated  July  29, 1891,  and 
in  connection  with  that  please  let  us  see  the  papers  of  Mr.  Lincaweaver ; 
we  want  copies  of  those.— A.  This  letter  relating  to  Linea weaver  is 
dated  August  4, 1891,  and  signed  by  Green  B.  Baum. 

Q.  Now  here  are  the  papers  of  Mr.  McEl fresh.  I  will  ask  you  to 
state  what  papers  those  are,  and  I  want  you  to  read  the  indorsements 
on  them. — A.  Mr.  McElfresh  seeks  the  position  of  messenger.  He  is 
recommended  by  Hon.  W.  W.  Dudlej^,  Albert  Small,  J.  S.  Clarkson, 
John  C.  New,  and  Judge  A.  Wylie. 
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Mr.  Payson.  In  connection  with  that  let  these  papers  with  prior  in- 
.   dorsements  go  in  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Bnlob.  Very  well. 

The  Witness.  February  12,  1889,  the  Oommissioner  of  Pensions 
recommended  the  promotion  of  Harry  E.  Linea weaver.  Mr.  Yilas  was 
then  Secretary.  Febrnary  12. 1889,  a  letter  was  addressed  to  theCk>in- 
missioner  of  Pensions  by  W.  S.  Brock  and  John  W.  Lawrence.  Here 
is  a  paper  from  the  Commissioner  relating  to  the  promotion  of  Henry  E. 
Lineaweaver  from  class  1  to  class  2,  dated  April  23,  1889.  The  next 
paper  is  dated  December  27, 1889,  and  is  signed  by  Hiram  Smith. 

Q.  I  now  hand  you  the  papers  of  John  M.  Welty. — A.  This  paper  is 
dated  June  27, 1888.  It  is  the  dismissal  of  John  M.  Welty,  and  is 
signed  by  John  G.  Black,  Commissioner. 

Q.  There  is  no  cause  assigned  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  see-  the  date  of  his  reinstatement. — A.  It  was  recom- 
mended May  15, 1889,  by  James  Tanner,  Commissioner.  The  reinstate- 
ment is  recommended  also,  by  Col.  W.  W.  Dudley. 

Q.  The  next  papers  are  those  of  Alexander  B.  P.  Toncray.  There  is 
nothing  here  except  the  receipt  for  papers.  Please  read  it. — A.  (Read- 
ing.) <'  Washington,  June  24, 1889.  Beceived  from  the  Secretary  oi  the 
Interior  five  papers  in  support  of  A.  B.  P.  Toncray  for  reinstatement 
in  Pension  Office.  Signed:  B.  B.  Butler,  member  of  Congress  from 
Tennessee." 

Q.  Is  it  customary  to  let  a  member  of  Congress  take  papers  from  the 
files  f — A.  In  all  probability  he  took  them  to  use  them  for  the  purpose 
of  procuring  reinstatement  for  Mr.  Welty. 

Commissioner  Baum.  That  does  not  identify  the  papers. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  wish  to  understand  what  the  point  is  in  regiftrd  to 
these  papers.  Mr.  Enloe  offers  the  receipt  of  papers  showing  the  re- 
appointment of  Mr.  Toncray.  That  in  itself  does  not  amount  to  any- 
thing^ but  I  think  it  is  just  that  Mr.  Enloe  should  state  what  they 
amount  to. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  what  I  want  to  get  hold  of  those  five  papers  for. 

The  Witness.  Here  they  are,  and  they  show  for  what  they  were  with- 
drawn. They  were  never  returned,  and  consequently  we  held  the  receipt 

Commissioner  Baum.  (To  Mr.  Touuer.)  Suppose  you  return  those 
papers  ]  you  take  the  receipt  and  I  will  take  the  papers,  and  you  make 
a  memorandum,  *'  These  five  papers  returned.'' 

The  Witness  complied  with  this  request. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Here  are  the  papers ;  George  W.  Tanner  tenders  his  resignation  as 
copyist  under  date  of  May  15, 1889.    Signed  " «)  ames  Tanner.'' 

Q.  There  is  no  paper  found  in  the  files.  See  if  there  is  anything  re- 
^  lating  to  dismissal. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  is  the  object  of  this  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  see  the  grounds  for  his  dismissal.  That,  how- 
ever, did  not  occur  under  Commissioner  Baum's  administration. 

Mr.  Payson.  These  papers  are  being  put  in  here  in  a  blind  sort  of 
way.  I  do  not  object  to  it,  but  it  is  under  Mr.  Tanner's  administration, 
and  was  done  long  ago.    The  consequence  of  it  ought  to  be  stated. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  was  appointed,  as  I  understand  it,  into  the  classified 
service,  and  was  dismissed  without  any  reason  being  given  for  it. 

Conmiissioiier  Baum.  That  was  not  while  I  was  in  the  service. 

]Mr.  E^•LOK.  This  investigation  is  not  limited  to  your  administration. 

Couiiiiissiouer  Baum.  I  would  be  very  glad  to  have  that  fact  noted. 


••V 
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Mr.  Enloe.  Yoar  couDsel  took  note  of  the  fact  that  we  examined 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  regard  to  that. 

Mr.  Patson.  Is  the  point  made  that  the  dismissal  of  George  W. 
Tanner  was  irregular  by  the  Commissioner  T 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes;  bat  I  do  not  know  whether  the  committee  will  ex- 
Affline  him. 

The  Witness.  There  are  no  charges  here  that  I  find  preferred  by 
anybody.    There  are  letters  here  from  Mr.  Tanner  himself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  after  his  dismissal.  There  is  nothing  there, 
except  that  slip  accompanying  the  letter. 

The  Witness.  No;  I  do  not  find  anything  here. 

Mr.  Patson  (reading  the  slip).  '^Inefficient;  no  nse  whatever.'' 

The  Witness.  He  was  a  special  examiner. 


TEBTIMOirT  OF  0.  P.  HALIAK. 

O.  P.  Hallam,  assistant  chief  derk  Pension  Office,  sworn  and  ex- 
amined. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  is  yoar  position  t — A.  I  am  assistant  chief  clerk  in  the  Pen- 
sion Barean. 

Q.  Are  those  papers  which  yon  have  brought  with  yon  papers  from 
the  personal  files  of  the  Bureau  and  relating  to  persons  whose  names 
api)ear  on  the  jackets  t — ^A.  They  are.  [Prefacing  a  large  bundle  of 
papersJ 

Mr.  Patson.  In  connection  with  the  case  of  Gen.  Dngan,  I  offer  these 
papers,  copies  of  which  will  be  made  by  the  Commissioner  and  furnished 
to  me. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Those  can  go  in  in  connection  with  G^n.  Dugan. 

The  Witness.  The  letter  of  Mh  Dugan  himself  is  dated  January 
29, 1891. 

At  this  point  the  committee  took  a  recess  until  1:30  p.  m. 

The  following  are  copies  of  the  letters,  etc.,  referred  to  in  the  testi- 
mony of  Messrs.  Tonner,  Hallam,  and  Gen.  Eaum,  given  this  24th  day 
of  March,  1892. 

Exhibit  A. 

Bloomfield,  Iowa,  May  7, 1889. 

Hon.  CoMinssioinER  of  Pensions, 

WoMmgion,  D,  C. : 

Sir  :  In  oompllanee  with  yonr  letter  of  instrnctions  of  the  22nd  ult.,  hereunto  at- 
tached, in  the  matter  of  charges  preferred  against  Special  Examiner  F.  M.  Taylor,  I 
have  the  honor  of  submitting  the  accompanying  testimony  of  prominent  citizens  of 
this  place  whose  reputations  for  truth  is  beyond  question.  I  submit  same  without 
an  expression  of  opinion  or  recommendation. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  J.  Brooks, 

l^pedal  Examiner, 

DXPARTMBNT  OF  THB  InTBRIOR,  OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY, 

Washington,  March  29,  1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  Tonner, 
Ckitf  itf  Appoinimeni  IHvi8U>m» 


u 
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Exhibit  B, 

Dkpartmknt  of  ths  Intkrioii, 

Washington,  April  Aik,  189. 
Hod.  Jamxs  Tannsb^ 

Commissioner  of  PensUms  : 

Sir  :  I  forward  a  letter  from  Dr.  J;  W.  Tonng,  of  Bloomfield,  Iowa,  ooDceraiDj^  tk 
pansion  claim  of  Lient.  J.  M.  Brown,  No.  165671.  Lieut.  Brown  was  a  member  of  my 
regiment  and  lived  in  the  same  town  with  roe  several  years.  He  is  a  thoroogblj  re- 
liable man  and  was  a  gallant  soldier.  Dr.  Young  was  also  in  my  regioieot,  and  is  one 
the  most  reliable  men  I  know. 
I  think  Francis  M.  Taylor's  services  should  be  dispensed  with. 
Very  reapeotfully, 

Cyrus  Bussby, 
Assistant  Seorstarjf, 


DXFABTMKHT  OF  THB  INTBKIOR.  BURSAU  OF '  PXNSIOirS, 

Washington,  D.  C,  ApHl  22,  1889. 

Mr.  W.  J.  Brooks, 

Special  Examiner,  Des  Moines,  Iowa : 

Sir:  Enclosed  please  find  the  papers  relating  to  the  conduct  of  Special  Examiner 
F.  M.  Taylor  during  the  investigation  of  case,  certf.  No.  165671,  of  J.  M.  Bruwo. 
Yon  will  proceed  to  Bloomfield,  Iowa,  and  make  the  necessary  inquiries  tending  to 
establish  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the  charges  therein  made. 

Let  your  investigation  be  thorough  and  discreet,  and  in  no  manner  reflect  unneces- 
sarily npon  Mr.  Taylor's  character  as  a  gentleman  and  as  a  special  examiner. 

Render  this  report  as  soon  as  possiltfe  and  mark  the  same  for  the  personal  eon- 
of  sideration  of  the  acting  chief  ot  the  S.  £.  division. 
Very  respectfullyi 

Jaicxs  Tannkr, 

Commissi4mer. 


Dkposition  C. 

On  this  7tb  day  of  May,  1889,  at  Broomfleld,  county  of  Davis,  State  of  Iowa,  be- 
fore me,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
James  M.  Brown,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interroga- 
tories propounded  to  him,  deposes  and  says :  My  age  is  55  years;  post-office  address, 
Bloomfield,  Iowa ;  no  occupation  at  present.  I  was  a  pensioner  under  certificate 
No.  165671,  at  the  rate  of  $17.00  per  month,  up  to  the  early  part  of  this  present  year, 
on  account  of  injury  to  left  leg,  incurred  while  in  line  of  duty,  about  twolve  miles 
from  Helena,  Ark.,  in  fall  or  winter  of  1862  or  1863,  while  serving  as  1st  lieut.  in 
3i§  command  of  Company  A,  3rd  Iowa  Cavalry. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Francis  M.  Taylor,  a  special  examiner  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  ex- 
amined my  claim ;  said  he  had  been  ordered  to  examine  into  the  nature  of  my  claim. 

Q.  Did  he  not  a£ford  you  all  right  and  privilege  of  being  present  in  person  or 
by  attorney  during  the  examination  f — A.  He  notified  me,  and  that  day  took  the  tes- 
timony of  one  witness  (Mr.  Taylor)  in  my  presence,  and  that  was  the  only  testimony 
that  I  heard  during  the  entire  examination.  I  heard  through  others  that  he  had  taken 
adverse  testimony  in  my  case.  John  Taylor  told  me  that  Special  Examiner  Taylor 
had  told  him  of  others  that  had  testified  adversely  in  my  case ;  but  Special  Examiner 
Taylor  never  read  that  testimony  to  nie  or  told  me  anything  about  it  or  oflered  me 
a  chance  to  rebut  it.  F.  M.  Taylor's  manner  to  me  was  very  lArupt  and  overbearing; 
appeared  to  think  he  knew  a  little  more  than  anyone  else. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Special  Ex.  Taylor  use  disrespectful  language  about  your- 
self or  anybody  elsef — A.  I  never  did,  because  I  never  had  no  conversation  with  him 
other  than  giving  my  statement,  except  one  night  since  my  claim  was  examined,  I 
saw  him  in  Carl's  grocery  store.  I  told  him  I  *'  wanted  to  talk  with  him  a  bit,''  and 
be  replied  that  **  he  did  not  want  to  talk  to  me,"  and  he  went  off,  and  as  be  was 
going  out  I  told  him  that  I  wished  to  make  some  changes  In  my  affidavit;  that 
there  were  things  that  at  the  time  he  took  my  statement  that  I  could  not  then  think 
of  that  I  wanted  inserted,  and  I  think  he  said  that  he  could  not  do  it,  and  that  if  I 
vrauted  a  change  I  would  have  to  do  it  through  the  Pension  Office. 

I  only  know  of  him  making  his  brags  about  hoisting  me  out  of  the  pension  rolls, 
and  of  **  all  soldiecs  swearing  to  lies"  from  what  others  told  me,  among  others  Dr. 
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Tonmct  «iid  I  think  Father  Allender,  alao  to  Col.  Moore.    That's  abont  all  I  know 

My  aaswen  are  oonectly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Jahss  M.  Bbowk, 

Deponent, 

Sworn  to  and  sahscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  and  I  certify  that  the 
contents  were  fally  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W   J.  Brookb, 
Sp€43ial  Skcaminer, 

(Indorsed:)  Department  of  the  Interior.    3d  Pens.  Appeals.    Received  Apr.  2, 1889, 

Drpt.  of  thk  Intkrior,  Apr.  2, 1889. 

Bespectfally  referred  to  the  Comr.  of  Pensions,  for  consideration. 

Cyrus  Bussbt, 

AmU  SeoreUirjt. 
Pension  Office,  Apr.  5, 1889. 

U.  S.  Barean  of  Pensions,  Apr.  17, 1889.    Special  ex.  division. 
Kecord  division.    Apr.  6,  1889.    Bureau  of  Pensions. 


Exhibit  D. 

Bloohvikld,  Marek  29, 1889. 
General  Ctrus  Buaset: 

DXAR  Sir,  and  comrade  of  the  Third  Iowa  Cavl.: 

I  have  been  drawing  a  pension  for  a  number  of  years  for  injuries  to  left  leg  which 
was  received  while  in  line  of  duty  at  or  near  Lagrange,  Arkansas,  in  the  fall  or  win- 
ter or  1862  or  '63 ;  can  not  give  the  exact  date.  I  was  in  command  of  Comp.  A  as 
first  lient.  when  injured,  as  is  set  forth  in  affidavits  forwarded  this  day  to  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions. 

Last  fall  during  the  political  campaign  there  was  sent  from  here  by  some  of  my 
political  enemies  that  i  was  disabled  when  I  went  into  the  army. 

There  was  sent  here  a  special  examiner,  who  notified  me  that  he  was  going  to  take 
evidence,  and  that  I  had  a  right  to  be  present  with  an  attorney ;  was  present  at  the 
examination  of  one  witness*  He  then  left ;  I  told  him  that  I  wanted  to  be  present 
at  all  of  them.  He  made  his  brag  that  he  would  hoist  me  out,  and  that  all  of  the  sol- 
diers would  swear  to  lies. 

I  was  notified  by  the  pension  agent  at  Des  Moines  that  he  had  orders  not  to  pay  my 
voucher.  I  am  now  asking  for  a  restoration  of  and  an  increase  based  on  the  evidence 
sent  this  day  to  Commissioner,  and  would  take  it  as  a  personal  favor  if  you  would 
see  that  my  case  is  acted  upon  as  soon  as  can  be,  as  times  are  bard  here  and  I  need 
my  pension,  as  I  am  confident  if  justice  is  done  will  have  it  restored. 
'  As  yon  were  personally  acquainted  with  me  before  the  war  yon  will  know  the 
charges  are  false. 

Allow  me,  general,  to  congratulate  you  on  your  promotion  ;  am  glad  to  see  the  blue 
on  top  again. 

If  any  more  evidence  is  wanted,  can  send  hundreds  of  them  as  to  my  soundness 
before  the  war. 

Please  excuse  the  length  of  this  letter,  but  it  is  of  great  importance  to  me,  as  I  am 
unable  to  do  any  manual  labor  and  have  not  been  for  ten  years. 
Yours  in  F.,  C,  and  L., 

Lieut.  James  M.  Brown, 

Co,  Af  '6d  Segimeni,  Iowa  Cal. 


Deposition  E. 

On  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  at  Bloom  field,  county  of  Davis,  State  of  Iowa,  before 
me,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared  John 
W.  Young,  M.  D.,  who  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interroga- 
tories propounded  to  him  deposes  and  says :  My  age  is  48  years ;  post-office  address, 
Bloomneld,  Iowa;  physician  of  eighteen  years' practice. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  one  Francis  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner  of  the  Pension 
Office  f — A.  About  March,  1889,  Mr.  Tavlor  called  on  me  for  evidence  in  tho  pension 
claim  of  John  Elliott,  a  resident  of  this  county,  whose  company  and  regiment  I 
forget. 

Q.  What  conversation,  if  any,  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Taylor,  ou  that  occa&vQ\!^ 
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forei^ni  to  the  claim  In  which  he  wished  year  evidence  t — ^A.  I  askad  bim  In  lehilim 
to  J.  Al.  Brown's  pension  claim.  He,  Taylor, told  me  that  ''Brown  was  a  perfond 
man  and  that  he  would  be  ousted  from  the  pension  rolls  as  soon  as  his^  Btowh'bi,  papsn 
(in  which  Taylor  had  been  talcing  testimony)  reached  Washington,  D.  C,"  and  ba 
was  too. 

I  said  to  Taylor,  "  Yon  can  not  make  tbe  citizens  of  Bloomfleld  or  the  soldiers  or 
comrades  believe  that  Brown  woald  be  guilty  of  perjury  under  any  cireaoistattefls.' 
Taylor  then  said,  *'  I'il  tell  yon  all  soldiers  will  swear  to  lies  to  help  comrades  get 
pensions."    Then  I  remarked,  *'  That  being  the  case,  J.  M.  Brown's  comrades  would 
furnish  evidence  sufficient  to  reinstate  bim." 

Taylor's  remarks  in  general  were  made  in  a  public  place  j  in  Gibbon's  and  McAths- 
ran's  drug  store,  in  the  presence  of  Rev.  Allander,  Mr.  Gibbons,  and  others,  whom 
I  do  not  recall  now. 

His  talk  in  general  in  regard  to  the  soldiers  was  unbecoming  that  of  an  officer  and 
a  gentleman. 

Q.  Was  his  offensive  remarks  made  while  under  excitement  f — ^A.  I  think  he  wai 
a  little:  he  was  sober,  thongh. 

Mr.  Taylor  seemed  prejudiced  in  all  pension  claims  he  had  anything  to  do  with  and 
by  his  general  remarks  as  to  any  soldier  getting  a  pension. 

Q.  Were  there  any  remarks  in  particular  that  you  heard  him  make  other  than  that 
which  you  have  already  stated,  that  led  you  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  prejudiced  f 
— A.  He  repeatedly  made  use  of  the  expression  that  **  soldiers  obtained  pennions  on 
perjured  affidavits,"  which  he  said  to  me  at  that  time.  From  his  conversation,  bad 
I  not  known  better,  I  would  have  thought  that  Mr.  Taylor  was  '*  Uncle  Sam  "  him- 
self, or,  like  **  Doc  Quixote,"  fighting  an  imaginary  foe.  I  make  this  statement  with 
an  honest  conviction  that  Mr.  Taylor  should  not  occupy  that  office,  and  only  gentle- 
men should. 

My  answers  are  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

J.  W.  Young,  M.  D., 

Dfpiment 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  Brooks, 
Special  JSxamhur, 


Exhibit  F« 

[PhytiolsB  and  surgeon,  offloe  over  Gibbou  &  Mo  Aokran's  drog  store ;  oflloe  hoan,  10  to  12  a.  m.  ind 

2  to  i  p.  m.] 

Bloomfibld,  Iowa,  March  31,  1889. 
Cyrus  Bussbt, 

My  Dbar  Gbnrral:  Tour  kind  letter  of  March  21  was  received  in  dne  time  and 
*       greatly  appreciated. 

All  the  members  of  your  old  rej|[iment  (no  exceptions)  whom  I  have  spoken  to  feel 
honored  and  gratified  and  wild  with  enthusiasm  that  our  commanders  in  the  late 
war  have  been  chosen  for  the  high  positions  which  you  and  Col.  Noble  now  occupy, 
and  myself  with  the  rest  feel  you  will  acquit  yourselves  with  honor  as  yon  have  ever 
done  in  the  past. 

I  know  you  are  busy  and  would  not  intrude  letters  for  your  consideration  without 
cause.    The  case  is  this : 

J.  M.  Brown,  lient.  of  Co.  A,  3rd  Iowa  Cav^  received  a  pension  for  a  number  of 
years.  Lately  a  special  examiner,  Francis  M.  Taylor,  was  sent  here  to  investigate 
charges  that  J.  M.  Brown  obtained  his  pension  through  fraud  and  perjury.  Mr. 
Taylor  lacks  the  instincts  of  a  gentleman  and  by  hook  or  crook  had  Brown's  pension 
cease. 

n  The  facts  are :  J.  M.  Brown  had  an  iignry  to  one  leg  when  a  boy,  and  was  lame  for 

^  awhile,  but  had  fully  recovered  when  he  entered  the  Army.    In  line  of  duty  he  had 

a  horse  to  run  against  the  other  leg,  from  which  he  never  walks  without  a  cane  or 
crutch  since  he  was  discharged  the  service  for  disability.    Brown  was  and  is  an  active 
'^  partisan,  a  bad ''  black  Republican,"  and  I  am  well  assured  that  **  offensive  partisan  " 

was  the  foundation  of  his  dismissal  from  the  pension  rolls.  My  affidavit,  with  others, 
will  further  explain  his  case,  and,  if  yon  have  a  moment's  time,  look  over  his  ease  at 
the  Pension  Office  and  help  him  to  get  justice. 

You  and  all  of  us  know  well  that  Lieut.  ''Morg.  Brown"  would  not  stoop  to  swear 
falsely  for  any  pension  the  Government  could  give. 
Again  thankiog  you  for  past  kindness,  I  subscribe  myself| 
Your  friend, 

J.  W^  Young. 


L 
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P.  8. — ^This  special  examiner,  Francis  M.  Taylor,  whose  home  is  in  son  them  Illinois 
Bomewhero,  is  a  bad  lot,  and  his  case  ought  to  be  attended  to  by  the  Department. 
He  says  all  soldiers  will  swear  to  lies  to  nelp  comrades  with  their  claims:  talks  this 
openly  anywhere. 
Respectfully. 

J.  W.  Y. 


Deposition  G. 

On  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  at  Bloomfield,  connt^  of  Davis,  State  of  Iowa*  before 
me,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
Daniel  C.  Greenleaf,M.  D.,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all 
inteiTogatories  propounded  to  him,  deposes  and  says :  My  age  is  66  years ;  post-office 
address,  Bloomfield,  Davis  Co.,  Iowa;  physician  of  nearly  40  years  practice. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Francis  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner  of  this  Bureau : 
if  so,  when  and  under  what  circumstances  did  you  form  his  acquaintance  f — A.  1 
became  acquainted  with  F.  M.  Taylor  in  February,  1889,  by  him  coming  to  take  my 
testimony  in  the  pension  claim  of  J.  M.  Brown,  of  this  place. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Taylor  make  any  remarks  relative  to  Mr.  Brown's  claim  on 
that  occasion ;  if  so,  what  were  theyt — A.  Mr.  Taylor  stated  tome  that  he  '*had 
testimony  to  show  that  Mr.  Brown  was  disabled  long  before  he  went  into  service," 
mod  further,  "  that  Mr.  Brown  was  the  damndest  liar  in  the  connty  or  State"  (I  don't 
remember  which  place  he  said),  and  that  *' Brown'»  affidavit  for  itension  was  not 
true,"  and  that  his  pension  would  last  Just  about  as  long  as  **  it  took  those  papers  to 
get  to  Washington."  He  made  other  remarks,  but  I  don't  remember  hearing  him 
make  any  other  remarks  inimical  to  soldiers.  I  heard  him  talking  to  Dr.  Toung,  but 
I  did  not  catch  the  drift  of  his  conversation.  Bev.  Mr.  Allander  was  present  at  the 
time.  Mr.  Taylor's  remarks  were  made  pnblicly  in  the  store  of  Gibbons  and  Mc- 
Athrans  (drug  store),  where  he  was  taking  testimony. 

Q.  Have  you  heai^  the  reputation  of  Mr.  Brown  disonsaed  f — ^A.  Yes,  sh- ;  by  his 
neighbors  and  acquaintances ;  and  so  far  as  I  know  it  is  good,  in  every  way.  I  have 
known  him  intimately  since  about  1854  or  1856.  I  have  no  feelings  of  animus  or 
enmity  against  Mr.  Taylor,  and  regarded  him  at  first  as  a  gentleman,  until  this  mat- 
ter of  Brown's  came  up;  then  I  thonght  he  was  making  himself  too  officious  and 
fresh.    My  answers  are  correctly  reconied  in  this  deposition. 

Danibl  C.  Grbjenijeaf,  M.  D., 

Deponent. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  18^9,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  Brooks, 
Special  Examiner, 


Depobitiok  H. 

On  this  7th  dav  of  May,  1889,  at  Bloomfield,  county  of  Davis,  State  of  Iowa,  before 
nie,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
Bichard  B.  Allender,  who  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interrog- 
atories propounded  to  him,  deposes  and  says:  My  age  is  73  years;  post-office  address, 
Bloomfield,  Iowa;  minister  of  the  gospel  and  formerly  chaplain  of  the  22d  Rcgm't, 
Iowa  Inf  t'y  Vols. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Francis  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner  of  this  Bureau, 
and  if  HO,.when  and  where,  and  under  what  circumstances  did  yon  form  his  acquaint- 
ance f — A.  About  or  near  February,  last ;  I  was  in  Gibbons  and  MoAtbran's  drug 
8toi*e,  of  this  place,  when  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  whom  I  learned 
was  Taylor,  was,  as  he  said,  here  for  the  purpose  of  examining  Couirade  J.  M.  Brown's 
claim  to  pension  ;  I  was  sitting  in  the  rear  part  of  the  store,  reading  a  newspaper, 
and  Special  Examiner  Taylor  was  sitting  where  you  now  sit,  and  Dr.  Young  right 
opposite  him,  and  my  attention  was  arrested  by  a  profane  remark  made  by  Mr.  Taylor 
relative  to  Mr.  Brown's  claim  for  pension ;  that  remark  was — he  said,  as  I  remember 
it  now,  *'That  Brown  had  sworn  a  damned  lie  to  get  his  pension."  And  then  Dr. 
Young  and  Taylor  got  into  an  argument  about  it,  Dr.  Young  saying  that  there  was 
other  testimony  besides  Brown's,  and  Taylor  remarked  that  **he  would  be  damned  if 
comrades  would  not  all  swear  to  lies  in  order  that  they  get  a  pension ; "  that  boiled 
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my  blood ;  md  at  another  time,  bat  on  the  same  case,  I  heard  him  say  to  Dr.  Graea* 
leaf  that  ''Mr.  Brown's  pension  wonid  end  Jnst  as  soon  as  the  papers  reached  Wash* 
ineton." 
Mr..  Taylor  certainly  manifested  a  disposition  to  beat  Mr.  Brown. ' 
Q.  Do  yon  know  Mr.  Brown's  general  repntation  for  truth  and  Teraoity ;  if  so, 
what  is  itf — ^A.  I  have  known  Mr.  Brown  intimately  for  the  past  fifteen  or  sixtesn 
years  and  his  reputation,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  good.    I  have  no  reason  for,  nor  have 
1,  any  feelings  of  enmity  against  Mr.  Taylor,  whateynr. 
My  answers  are  correetly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Richard  B.  Allkndkb, 

DepouemL 

Sworn  taand  subscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  and  I  eertify  that 
the  contents  were  fnlly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  Brooks, 
SpeokU  Sxamimer, 


Depobitioh  I. 

On  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  at  Bloorafield,  county  of  Davis,  State  of  Iowa,  before 
me,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  OflBce,  personally  api>eared  Ar- 
ther  D.  Gibbons,  who,  beinj?  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interrogatories  pro- 
pounded to  him,  deposes  and  says:  My  age  is  55  years;  post-office  address,  Bloom- 
field,  Davis  County,  Iowa.  I  am  the  senior  member  of  the  firm  of  Gibbons  and 
McAlhran,  druggists.  I  formed  Francis  M.  Taylor's  (special  examiner)  acquaintance 
abonf>  February  or  March  last,  as  he  came  to  take  my  testimony  in  the  oase  of  John 
Elliott,  a  claimant  for  pension ;  he  wanted  to  obtain  testimony  as  to  when  I  sold  El- 
liott the  first  truss. 

Q.  WhHt  remarks,  if  any,  did  yon  hear  him  (Taylor)  make  foreign  to  the  claim  he 
was  then  examining  f — A.  I  heard  him  talking  to  Dr.  Greenleaf  about  J.  M.  Brown's 
pension,  during  which  I  heard  Taylor  say  *'  that  Brown  was  a  damned  perjured  vil- 
lain, and  that  his  pension  would  stop  as  soon  as  these  papers  went  in,"  and  he  used 
other  profane  expressions  which  I  would  not  make  use  of.  And  it  surprised  me,  as  I 
had  known  Mr.  Brown  so  long  and  well,  and  I  know  that  he  would  not  be  guilty  of 
perjury.  Brown  might  make  a  mistake  in  stating  what  he  believed  to  be  true,  but 
would  not  commit  peijury. 

He  made  a  great  many  remarks  disrespectful  of  Mr.  Brown  and  the  soldiers  gen- 
erally, and  the  impression  that  I  got  from  his  remarks  was  that  his  opinion  was  that 
soldiers  would  swear  to  anything  in  order  to  get  a  pension. 

He  made  so  many  disrespectful  and  profane  remarks  that  I  can  not  recall  them,  as 
I  never  expected  to  be  called  on  to  testify  to  them. 

He  seemed  to  be  deliberate  while  making  those  offensive  remarks,  but  did  seem 
to  be  a  little  excited  when  he  and  Dr.  Young,  who  had  been  present  during  the  con- 
verHation,  went  out  of  the  store. 

At  the  time  he  made  those  disrespectful  remarks  he  was  taking  Dr.  Greenleaf's 
testimony  in  Brown's  claim  to  pension. 

I  have  no  feelings  of  enmity  against  Mr.  Taylor  whatever. 

My  answers  are  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Arthbr  D.  Gibbokb, 

Deponent, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  and  I  certify  that  the 
contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  Brooks, 

Special  JSxaminer, 


Deposition  J. 


/ 


On  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  at  Bloomfield,  countyof  Davis,  State  of  Iowa,  before 
me,  W.  .1.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  llio  Peusiou  Oflice,  personally  appeared 
William  Van  Bentkusen,  who,  being  by  ine  fiiHt  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  inter- 
rogatories propounded  to  him,  deposes  and  says : 

My  age  is  70  years ;  post-office  address,  Bloomfield,  Iowa ;  no  occupation. 

I  was  capt.  of  Co.  A,  3rd  Iowa  Cav'y,  and  Lt.  J.  M.  Brown  served  under  me,  and 
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80  &r  as  I  know  he  was  a  soond  man  at  enlistment,  and  was  as  good  a  man  as  we 
had,  and  was  always  ready  to  do  his  dnty  while  I  was  with  the  company,  which  was 
np  to  abont  March  21,  1862. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Francis  M.  Taylor  t  If  so,  when  and  nnder  what  cir- 
cumstances did  you  form  his  acquaintance  f — A.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Taylor  until  March 
last.  I  met  him  at  the  hotel  at  Monlton,  of  Apanwose  County,  this  State,-  where  he 
was  examining  some  old  gentleman's  claim.  I  don't  know  whose.  He  got  to  telling 
in  the  hotel  office  abont  how  soldiers  would  swear  for  one  another  to  get  pensions, 
and  then  told  me  his  name  and  who  he  was,  and  his  remarks  riled  me  and  I  denied 
the  truth,  of  his  assertions,  and  he  asked  roe  to  what  company  and  regiment  I  be- 
longed, and  when  I  told  him  he  said  that  *'  Mr.  Brown,  of  my  company  would  be 
relieved  of  his  pension,  as  he  had  testimony  to  show  that  Brown's  disability  had  not 
been  incurred  in  service."  Spoke  of  having  secured  testimony  adverse  in  character 
in  Brown's  old  neighborhood. 

I  told  Mr.  Taylor  how  I  had  drilled  the  company  from  organization  in  July  until 
abont  the  last  of  August,  and  knew  that  if  there  had  been  anything  the  matter  with 
Mr.  Brown  I  would  nave  known  of  it  then,  but  Special  Examiner  Taylor  did  not  seem 
to  want  my  testimony,  so  I  did  not  give  it.  I  have  known  Mr.  Brown  since  18(il, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  his  general  reputation  for  truth  and  voracity  is  as  good  as  any 
man's  in  the  county.  I  know  that  from  having  heard  him  spoken  of,  and  having  been 
CO.  judge  and  auditor  for  eight  years  I  had  opportunity  of  knowing. 

My  answers  are  correctly  recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Wm.  Van  Benthuskn, 

Deponent. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  folly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

W.  J.  Brooks, 
Special  Examiner. 


Deposition  K. 

On  this  7th  day  of  May,  1689,  at  Bloomfield,  county  of  Davis,  State  of  Iowa,  before 
me,  W.  J.  Brooks,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personallv  appeared 
Samuel  A.  Moore,  who^  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  alP interroga- 
tories propounded  to  him,  deposes  and  says : 

M}'  fkne  is  67  years ;  post-office  address,  Bloomfield,  Iowa ;  at  present  no  occupa- 
tion ;  was  formerly  mayor  of  the  town  and  was  It.  col.  of  the  45th  Iowa,  and  capt. 
G,  '^nd  la. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Francis  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner  of  this  Bureau  f 
If  so,  when,  where,  and  nnder  what  circumstances  did  you  form  his  acquaiotaiicef— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  in  January  or  February  last*  I  met  him  at  my  home,  where  he  came  to 
take  my  testimony  in  the  pension  claim  of  Waldo  J.  Medaris,  of  G,  2nd  Iowa  Infty. 

Q.  Had  yon  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Taylor  aside  from  giving  your  testimony  f — 
A.  In  speaking  of  Madaris's  case  I  told  him  of  some  of  the  men  being  mustered  out 
at  same  time  Madaris  was  on  account  of  disability,  among  them  one  Stuart,  who  did 
not  want  his  discharge ;  he  was  ruptumed,  but  he  was  discharged  and  he  afterwards 
reenlisted  in  the  21st  Mo.  Infty.,  and  Taylor  remarked  that  '*  he  supposed  that  he 
was  drawing  a  pension  somewhere  at  this  time."  I  said  I  don't  know  about  that. 
Taylor  said  *'  There  would  be  no  difficulty  about  that,  as  the  soldiero  will  all  swear 
for  one  another,"  and  I  replied  "  That  is  not  true,  sir;  they  will  be  just  with  each 
other."  I  have  no  personal  feelings  against  Mr.  Taylor.  My  answers  are  correctly 
recorded  in  this  deposition. 

Samuel  A.  Moore, 

Deponent, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1889,  and  I  certify  that 


the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 


J.  Brooks, 
Special  Examiner^ 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  C,  September  25<A,  1889. 
Geni  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Dear  Sir  :  Regarding  my  case,  to  which  your  attention  was  called  yesterday  by 
Mr.  Ki chard  Roman  and  myself,  I  have  to  make  the  following  statement  for  yout  U^- 
fofmatiou,  as  suggested  by  yourself: 
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S«rvio9  in  the  Pension  Bureau, — I  was  appointed  to  a  clerkship  In  tbe  Penskn 
Bnreau  in  October,  1881,  at  the  reqoest  of  Gen'l  John  A.  Logan.  I  served  in  ihe 
office  ao  an  examiner  for  two  years,  when  I  was  detailed  to  examine  canes  in  the  field. 
I  served  as  special  examiner  in  the  field  nntil  tbe  end  of  Mr.  Cleveland's  adniiuistn* 
tion,  in  March,  1889,  when  I  came  to  Washington,  and  upon  application  and  at  tbe 
request  of  M%jor  Farqnhar,  member  of  Congress  from  the  Buffalo  (N.  Y. )  district,  I  waa 
assigned,  April  1st,  1H89,  to  duty  in  the  District  of  Columbia  as  a  special  examiner, 
which  position  I  now  hold.  I  was  away  from  the  Pension  Burean  in  the  field  4m 
special  examiner  abont  six  years.  While  stationed  in  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  during  tbe 
Democratic  Administration,  idl  Republican  special  examiners  were  ordered  out  of 
New  York  State.    I  was  sent  to  Iowa. 

Upon  coming  to  Washington  last  March  I  filed  an  application  for  one  of  tbe  super, 
visorsbips  of  the  Pension  Bureau.  A  copy  of  said  applicatiou,  with  my  endorsements- 
is  herewith  attached.  I  did  not  got  the  position,  but  in  lieu  thereof  was  assigned  to 
duty  in  the  District. 

Militaiy  record, — I  enlisted  from  Belleville,  IHsm  April  26th,  1861,  when  17  yenmof 
age,  as  a  private  in  Co.  K,  1st  Mo.  Vol's,  Qen'l  Frank  Blair's  regiment,  and  served 
continuously  from  that  time  until  June,  1865,  when  honorably  mustered  out  of  tbe 
service.  At  the  battle  of  Chickasaw  Bayou  (Vicksburg),  December  29,  1862, 1  wss 
the  orderly  of  Gen'l  Blair,  who  promoted  me  on  the  field  for  gallant  conduct,  and  I 
was  given  a  2nd  lieutenant's  commission  in  tbe  29th  Mo.  Vol's  (Col.  Cavender*s  regi- 
ment). In  November,  1864,  Gen'l  P.  J.  Osterhaus,  then  in  command  of  tbe  15tb 
Army  Corps  (Logan's),  had  me  detailed  with  mj  company  for  escort  duty  at  his  head- 

Suarters.    When  Gen'l  Logan  returned  and  assumed  command  of  the  corps^  I  was 
etacbed  from  my  command  and  placed  on  his  staff  as  acting  aide-de  camp.    I  re- 
mained at  the  headquarters  of  Geu'l  Logan  until  tbe  war  closed. 

I  was  taken  prisoner  directly  after  the  battle  of  Chickasaw  Bayon,  and  was  a 
prisoner  of  war  for  six  months.  I  rejoined  my  regiment  Just  in  time  to  participate 
in  tbe  capture  of  Vicksburg.  Upon  my  return  to  my  regiment  from  rebel  prison,  I 
found  I  bad  been  made  1st  lieutenant. 

I  was  slightly  wounded  in  tbe  head  at  tbe  battle  of  Ezra  Church,  July  28th,  1864. 
I  have  never  asked  a  pension,  hence  have  never  been  **  rerated." 

Reasons  for  making  tbe  foregoing  statement : 

While  in  the  line  of  duty  as  special  examiner,  in  Iowa,  the  case  of  J.  Morgan 
Brown;  Certificate  No.  165671,  a  lieutenant  of  tbe  3rd  Iowa  Cav'y,  was  referred  to  me 
for  investigation.  Brown  was  a  pensioner  for  injury  to  left  knee  and  hip,  alleged  to 
have  beealeceived  at  La  Grange,  Ark.,  by  a  horse  running  under  his  leg  or  between 
his  horse  and  his  leg. 

There  is  no  record  of  tbe  alleged  disability.  Tbe  record  shows  said  Brown  to  have 
enlisted  August  30,  Ic^l,  in  3rd  Iowa  Cav'y;  promot«^d  to  2nd  llentenant,  April 2, 
1862;  resigned,  March  9, 1863.  The  following  extract  is  from  tbe  report  of  the  sur^ 
geon  who  made  the  examination  upon  which  the  said  Brown  based  his  reeignation: 

•  •  •  «  Find  that  he  is  suffering  from  an  obstinate  intermittent,  together  with 
rheumatism  of  lower  extremities  and  back ;  from  the  latter  affection  he  is  still  us- 
able to  walk  or  ride.  •  «  *  Has  suffered  with  rheumatism  since  leaving  Benton 
Barracks,  now  more  than  twelve  months."    Examination  dated  March  10,  1863. 

Tbe  investigation  of  Brown's  case  was  ordered  upon  the  report  of  Special  Examiner 
Carusi,  who  submitted  an  affidavit  of  one  E.  B.  Tressel,  wherein  it  was  charged  that 
the  injury  for  which  Brown  was  pensioned  was  received  before  tbe  war. 

From  testimony  I  obtained  in  the  vicinity  of  Bloomfield,  Iowa,  chiefly  relatives  of 
the  pensioner,  I  was  fully  satisfied  that  the  injury  for  which  he  was  pensioned  waa 
not  of  army  origin.    As  the  testimony  I  obtained  tended  to  show  the  injury  or  dis- 
'  ease  for  which  be  was  pensioned  was  incurred  in  Ohio  long  before  the  war,  I  made 

my  report  and  recommended  that  the  case  be  sent  to  Ohio  Tor  fnrther  examination. 
I  also  recommended  Brown's  pension  be  suspended  pending  said  examinatton,  whieh 
was  done.  After  taking  the  claimant's  statement  and  tbe  testimony  of  one  William 
Taylor,  I  became  convinced  that  the  claim  was  a  fraud,  and  from  that  time  made  my 
examination  ex  parte,  treating  tbe  case  as  a  criminal  one. 

From  papers  nled  in  the  case  since  I  made  my  report,  I  am  charged  by  claimant 
and  one  Dr.  J.  W.  Young  with  not  having  given  claimant  a  fair  show,  and  of  speak- 
ing disrespectfully  of  soldiers,  and  of  saying  that  all  soldiers  would  swear  falsely  fur 
each  other. 

As  to  the  first  charge,  I  gave  the  pensioner  the  benefit  of  all  privilegee  nsnal  in  crimi- 
nal cases. 

As  to  the  latter  charge,  it  is  false. 

It  looks  as  if  they  were  trying  to  prove  tbe  pensioner's  case  by  an  effort  to  break 
down  the  examiner,  but  fortunately  for  me  my  action  was  not  final  in  the  case.    Tbe 
case  upon  its  further  examination  passed  through  the  hands  of  four  other  special  ex- 
aminers, all  of  whom,  in  their  reports,  gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  case  is  a  fraud, 
^  and  the  last  examiner  who  handled  tbe  case,  F.  £.  Browuell,  recommended  that  th* 

f  pensioner  be  dropped  from  the  rolls. 
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I  am  flomewhat  proud  of  tlie  record  I  have  made  in  tbo  Pension  Bnreaa  dnrlng  the 
eight  years  I  have  been  connected  with  it.  This  is  the  first  time  that  I  have  ever 
heard  that  I  was  charged  of  ever  being  unfair  to  the  soiaiers. 

The  foregoing  in  tlie  case  as  briefly  as  I  can  state  it,  and  a  review  of  the  papers  in 
the  pensioner's^  case  will  show  tliat  my  opinion  as  therein  rendered  could  not  have 
been  otherwise  than  as  given. 
I  am,  very  respectfnlly, 

F.  M.  Taylor, 
Special  Examiner, 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Burkatt  ov  Pensions, 

Special  Examination  Division, 

Waehifigtan,  D,  C,  March  8,  1889. 
Hon.  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 

Waehingtonf  D,  C. : 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  ask  for  one  of  the  snpervisorships  of  the  Special 
Examination  Division  of  the  Pension  Burean.  I  have  been  in  the  Bureau  since 
October,  1881,  and  about  six  years  of  the  time  have  been  in  service  in  the  field  as  a 
special  examiner. 

I  was  appointed  as  an  examiner  at  the  request  of  Gen.  John  A.  Logan,  on  whose 
staff  I  was  serving  as  aide-de-camp  at  the  close  of  the  war. 

I  enlisted  as  a  private  in  April,  1861,  and  served  continuously  until  the  close  of  the 
war  in  1865.  Six  months  of  the  time  I  was  a  prisoner  of  war.  My  record  in  the 
Pension  Office  will  speak  for  itself.  For  ten  vears  prior  to  my  service  in  the  Pension 
Bureau  I  was  publisner  of  the  leading  Republican  newspaper  in  St.  Clair  County, 
111.,  and  was  postmaster  in  Belleville,  111.,  during  Gen.  Grant's  second  term. 
Very  respectfully, 

F.  M.  Taylor, 
Special  Examiner, 


[Badonements.] 
I  endorse  the  within  application. 


Jehu  Baker. 


I  have  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Taylor  for  a  nnmber  of  years ;  can  endorse  his 
statements,  and  hope  his  request  may  be  granted. 

Jas.  S.  Martin, 
Chairman  III,  State  Cenfl  Com, 

I  should  be  glad  to  see  this  done. 

John  B.  Thomas. 

I  eameaily  recommend  that  Mr.  Taylor  be  appointed  to  the  position  he  seeks.  His 
long  experience  well  fits  him  for  the  place. 

Oreen  B.  Baum. 

House  of  Bbpa., 
JfaBhingfony  D.  C,  ifarc^  12,  1889. 

I  have  known  Capt.  Taylor  for  years,  and  especially  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  and  I 
endorse  the  highest  reoommendation  that  may  be  needed  in  his  behalf. 

John  M.  Farquhar, 
if.  C,  32fl(i  N.  Y.  Diii. 

I  know  and  served  with  Capt.  Taylor  in  the  war,  a  brave  and  gallant  soldier.  I 
knew  him  as  a  brother  editor  in  III.,  a  staunch  Republican.  In  all  the  30  years  I 
have  ever  found  Capt.  Taylor  reliable  and  worthy.  His  appointment  would  be  a 
good  one,  and  none  deeerve  more  than  Capt.  Taylor. 

A.  W.  Edwards, 
Fargo,  Dakota,  Jrgiu. 

I  most  cheerfully  endoiae  Mr.  Taylor  for  the  position  he  seeks. 

8.  M.  Cullom. 
C.  K  Farweu^ 
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I  tHke  preat  plo.^nre  in  ondoreing  Mr.  Taylor  fw  the  position  he  »ppli««  for,  feeBng 
•Mured,  if  suocaMfol,  he  will  render  satisfactofy  aeryioe. 

W.  H.  PowwJ. 

BUBIIAU  OF  PMNIHOHS,  8.  B.^JVWJ^N.^ 

In  matter  of  charges  o«.  Francis  M.  Taylor,  special  examiner. 

• 

Complaint  made  to  Hon.  Cyrns  Bassey,  Asst.  Secretary,  by  Dr.  J.  W.  Toang, 
Bloomfield,  Iowa,  of  no  gentlemanly  condact,  profanity,  making  slanderous  remaro 
relative  to  old  soldiers,  Ac. 

Referred  to  the  Hon.  Commissioner  by  letter  dated  April  4,  1889.  Synopsis  of  re- 
port of  Special  Examiner  W.  J.  Brooksi  to  whom  complaint  was  referred  for  mvai- 
tigatioD. 

James  M.  Brown,  sworn,  says  was  1st  lieutenant  of  Co.  A,  3rd  Iowa  Cavy.,  pen- 
sioned nnder  certificate  No.  165171,  at  $17  per  mouth;  injury  to  left  leg. 

Special  Examiner  F.  M.  Taylor  notified  me  that  he  was  going  to  investigate  my 
case ;  same  day  took  testimony  of  one  Wm.  Taylor,  in  my  presence  ;  that  was  tw 
only  testimony  that  I  heard  during  the  entire  examination.  Heard  through  otheit 
that  he  (Taylor)  had  taken  adverse  testimony  in  my  case.  John  Taylor  told  me  thw 
Examiner  Taylor  had  told  him  of  other  adverse  testimony  in  the  case.  Testimony 
never  read  to  me  or  nature  of  it  told  me,  or  opportunity  afforded  me  to  rehnt  it 
Special  Examiner  Taylor's  manner  toward  me  was  very  abrupt ;  overbearing.  H» 
appeared  to  think  he  knew  more  than  anyone  else.  I  saw,  sometime  afterwards, 
Special  Examiner  Taylor  in  CarPs  grocery  store.  Told  him  I  wanted  to  talk  to  hiin 
a  bit.  He  replied  that  he  did  not  want  to  talk  to  me,  and  went  off,  and  as  he  wm 
going  out  I  told  him  I  wanted  to  make  some  changes  in  my  affidavit.  He  said  if  I 
wanted  a  change  I  would  have  to  do  it  through  the  Pension  Office.  Only  know  of 
his  making  his  brags  about  hoisting  me  off  the  pension  rolls,  and  of  his  saying  of  all 
soldiers  swearing  to  lies  by  hearsay. 

John  W.  Young,  M.  D.,  next  witness.     Sworn;  age,  48 ;  reside  at  Bloomfield,  Iowa; 
physician. 

About  March,  1889,  Special  Examiner  F.  M.  Taylor  called  on   me  for  evidence  in 
pension  claim  of  John  Elliott.     I  asked  him  in   relation   to  J.    M.   Brown's  pension 
claim.    Taylor  told  me  that  Brown  was  a  perjured  man,  and  that  he  would  be  ousted 
from  the  pension  rolls  as  soon  as  his  (Taylor's)  report  reached  Washington.     I  said 
to  Taylor  you  can  not  make  the  citizens  of  Bloomfield  and  the  soldiers  and  comrades 
believe  that  Brown  would  be  guilty  of  perjury,  under  any  circnmstancee.     Taylor  re- 
plied, **  I  will  tell  you  all  soldiers  will  swear  to  lies  to  help  get  pensions."     I  remarked 
that  that  being  the  case  comrades  would  furnish  evidence  sufficient  to  reinstate  hiin. 
Taylor's  remarks  were  made  in  a  public  store  (Gibbons  &  MoAorous,  druggists),  in 
the  presence  of  Rev.  Alexander  McGibbons  aud  others.     His  talk  in  general  in  re- 
gard to  soldiers  was  unbecoming  that  of  an  officer  and  gentleman.     Taylor  seemed 
prejudiced  on  all  pension  claims  ne  had  anything  to  do  with.      He  repeatedly  made 
use  of  the  expression  that  soldiers  obtained  pensions   on  perjured  affidavits,     l^^ 
hadn't  known  better  I  would  have  thought  Mr.  Taylor  was  Uncle  Sam  himself,  or  like 
Don  i^uixote,  fighting  an  imaginary  foe. 

Daniel  C.  Green  leaf,  M.  D. ;  age,  66;  residence,  Bloomfield,  Iowa;  ooonpation,  phy- 
sician ;  40  years*  standing.  Became  acc^uainted  with  P.  M.  Taylor  in  Pehmary,  1889. 
He  called  and  took  my  testimony  in  claim  of  J.  W.  Brown.  Mr.  Taylor  stated  to  ms 
that  he  had  testimony  to  show  that  Mr.  Brown  was  diseased  before  he  entered  the 
service,  and  further  that  Brown  was  the  '<  damnedest  liar  in  the  county  or  State,  and 
that  Brown's  affidavit  for  pension  was  not  true,  and  that  his  pension  -wonld  last  just 
about  as  long  as  it  would  take  the  papers  to  get  back  to  Washington.''  Made  other 
remarks  inimicable  to  soldiers,  but  do  not  remember  them  now.  Rev.  Dr.  AUender 
was  present  at  the  time.  Taylor's  remarks  made  in  public  store,  while  he  was  taking 
testimony.  Mr.  Brown's  reputation  is  Al.  Regarded  Mr.  Taylor  aa  a  irentleman 
until  this  Brown  case.  That  is,  I  thought  he  was  making  himself  too  officious  and 
fresh. 

Richard  A.  Allender:  age,  73 ;  residence,  Bloomfield,  Iowa ;  minister  of  the  Gospel ; 
was  chaplain  of  the  2^nd  Iowa  Infy.  About  February  laet  was  in  Oibbons  and  Mo- 
Achoran's,  druggists,  when  Special  Examiner  Taylor  was  examinine  comrade  J  M. 
Brown  in  relation  to  his(Brown*s)  pension  claim.  I  was  sittincr  i^  a  room  at  the 
store  reading  a  newspaper.  Special  Examiner  Taylor  was  taking  r>r  Yonnip's  testi- 
mony. My  attention  was  arrested  by  profane  remark  made  by  Mr  Tavl or  relative 
to  Brown's  claim.  It  was  that  Brown  had  sworn  to  a  "  damned  lie  to'  o-At  hsl  VJ^.Tnn  " 
Dr.  Young  and  Taylor  got  into  an  argument  about  it.  Yonng  remark*S  tiff?  th^e 
was  other  testimony  besides  Brown's.  Taylor  renliod,  •'  He  would  iSt  h^!««!S^ 
comrades  wouldn't  aU  swear  to  lies  in  order  that  they  might  ^t  a  pension  ™^i^ 
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boiled  my  blood.  At  another  time,  and  in  the  same  case,  I  heard  him  say  to  Dr. 
Greenleaf  that  Mr.  Brown's  pension  would  end  Jnst  as  soon  as  the  papers  reached 
Washington.    Taylor  continuously  manifested  disposition  to  beat  Brown. 

Arthur  D.  Gibbons;  age,  &5;  residence,  Bloomneld,  Iowa;  senior  partner  of  the 
flrm  of  Gibbons  A  MoAchoran,  druggists. 

About  February  last  Special  Examiner  Taylor  called  to  take  my  testimony  in  the 
case  of  John  Elliott.  Heard  him  talking  to  Dr.  Greenleaf  about  J.  M.  Brown's  pen- 
sion claim.  Heard  Taylor  ei^  that  Brown  was  a  '<  damned  perjured  villain/'  and 
that  his  pension  woold  stop  as  soon  as  the  papers  went  in.  Used  profane  expressions 
which  I  would  not  jnake  use  of,  and  it  surprised  me,  as  I  have  known  Brown  so  long 
and  well,  and  know  that  he  would  not  be  guilty  of  peijury.  Taylor  made  a  great 
many  remarks  disrespectful  of  Brown  and  soldiers  genex^ly,  and  my  impression 
from  his  remarks  is  that  his  opinion  was  that  soldiers  would  swear  to  anything  in 
order  to  get  a  pension.  He  made  so  many  disrespectful  and  profane  remarks  that  I 
can  not  recall  them. 

Wm.  Van  Benthusen;  age,  76;  residence,  Bloomfleld,  Iowa.  Was  captain  of  Co. 
A,  3d  Iowa  Cav'y.  Lieut.  Brown  served  under  me.  Saw  Mr.  Taylor  in  March  last 
for  the  first  time;  met  him  at  Moulton,  in  this  State,  where  he  was  examining  some 
old  gentleman's  claim.  He  got  to  telling  in  the  hotel  office  about  how  soldiers  would 
•wear  for  one  another  to  get  pensions;  told  me  his  name  and  who  he  was,  and  his 
remarks  riled  me.  I  denied  the  truth  of  his  assertions.  He  inquired  as  to  what  com- 
pany and  regiment  I  belonged.  I  told  him,  and  he  remarked  that  Mr.  Brown,  of  my 
company,  would  be  relieved  of  his  pension,  as  he  (Taylor)  had  testimony  to  show 
that  Brown's  disability  had  not  been  incurred  in  the  service.  I  told  Taylor  how  I 
had  drilled  the  company  fh>m  its  organization  until  the  last  of  August,  and  knew 
that  if  there  had  been  anything  the  matter  with  Brown  I  would  have  known  it,  and 
Special  Examiner  Taylor  didn't  seem  to  want  my  testimony. 

Sam'l  A.  Moore ;  age,  67 ;  residence,  Bloomfield,  Iowa ;  fient.  col.  45th  Iowa,  and 
captain  Co.  — ,  2nd  Iowa. 

In  January  or  February  last  Special  Examiner  Taylor  came  to  my  home  to  take  my 
testimony  in  the  pension  claim  of  W.  J.  Medaris.  In  speaking  of  Medaris  said  I  had 
not  seen  nim  since  discharge.  Taylor  remarked  that  he  supposed  that  he  (Medaris) 
was  drawing  a  pension  somewhere  at  this  time.  I  stated  I  didn't  know  about  that. 
Taylor  replied  tnere  would  be  difficulty  about  that,  as  soldiers  will  all  swear  one  for 
another.    I  replied,  "  That  is  not  true,  sir." 

(Indorsement on  envelope :)  Applicant,  F.  M.  Taylor,  Town,  Pension  Office ;  County, 

-^— ;  State ;  Position  sought :  Supervising  Examiner.  Recommended  by :  Hon. 

S.  M.  Cullom,  Hon.  (]lhas.  B.  Farwell,  Hon.  Jehu  Baker,  Hon.  J.  R.  Thomas,  Hon.  Jno. 
M.  Farquhar,  N.T.,  Hon.  Green  B.  Raum;  Gen.  J.  S.  Martin,  A.  W.  Edwards  (Editor 
Argus)  Gen.  W.  H.  PoweU.  Copies  with  the  letters  referred  to  above.  A.  C.  T. 
Action  taken. 


DsPAxncBiiT  OF  THS  Intbbior,  Officb  of  thx  Secrttart, 

WoBhington,  March  29, 1892. 
I  eertify  that  this  Is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original 

A.  C.  TONKEE, 

CkW  9f  AppainiiMnt  DivisUm^ 
Exhibit  B. 
In  relatfon  to  Wm.  T.  Fold  for  appointment  as  chief  of  div.  Pen.  Ofll 

Comrade  John  Bresnahan,  section  chief  in  the  Southern  Div.  Pension  Office,  can  givs 
you  light  on  this  subject  if  desired. 

Also  Comrade  Hamer  of  the  Record  Div.,  who  can  give  a  good  idea  of  the  utter  de- 
moralization of  the  force  in  that  div.  under  Ford's  administration.  - 

*  *  * 

Dkpabtment  of  THS  Inisbior,  Office  of  the  Seorbtary, 

WMhingion,  March  26, 1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  ooneot  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.   TONNER, 

Chirf  of  Ajppainimeni  DivMon. 
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Ckn.  BusBKT, 

JmI.  See,  of  the  Interior : 

Sir:  Rtsplyiog  to  yoar  verbal  request  for  facts  in  relation  to  Wm.  T.  Fori,  vImn 
name  bae  been  presented  for  chief  of  the  record  div.,  Pen.  Office,  I  deeire  to  nf  why, 
in  my  opinion,  this  would  be  a  most  unfit  appointment : 

let.  Mr.  Ford  has  always  resided  in  this  District,  and  has  no  vole. 

2d.  He  is  a  District  Democrat,  nnless  recently  converted. 

3d.  He  was  not  patriotic  enoagh  to  shoulder  a  musket  and  go  to  the  defenae  ef  hii 
tsonntry. 

4tb.  But  remained  in  a  safe  position  in  the  Interior  Department  with  a  aiingeaisry. 

6th.  He  did,  while  chief  of  tne  record  div.,  under  Mr.  l)ndleyy  try  to  liave  fsithfil 
clerks  who  were  ex- Union  soldiers  dismissed  from  office. 

6th.  Failing  in  which,  he  tried  by  marking  them  down  in  the  rsporto  then  in  vogii 
in  the  Pension  Office  to  keep  them  from  well-merited  promotion. 

7th.  He  did  not  recommend  the  promotion  of  a  single  ex-Union  soldier  or  the  widov 
of  an  ex-Union  soldier  during  his  four  years  as  chief  of  div.,  altboagh  they  wecefMd 
and  efficient  clerks  and  every  way  worthy. 

(His  reason  for  not  recommending  the  promotion  of  ex-Union  aoldlers  was  "  thtU  tk^ 
were  getting  big  peneione  and  ekauld  ie  eatiefled,'*  Statement  made  to  me  by  John  Bn»> 
nahan,  a  one-armed  soldier  who  belonged  to  that  div.) 

8th.  That  he  did  recommend  for  promotion  every  District  of  Colambia  Demoent 
and  every  Southern  woman  in  the  div.,  and  nearly  all  were  promoted. 

(His  system  of  marking  making  it  appear  that  these  persons  were  the  better  derki.) 

9th.  He  has  no  claim,  be  having  entered  the  departmental  servioe  when  ten  yean 
of  age,  in  1846,  and  remained  In  office  until  dismissed  on  charges  made  in  writing  bf 
Mr.Belford,  remaining  out  of  office  perhaps  two  years,  when  he  waa  given  a  $969 
place  in  the  Patent  Office. 

It  seems  to  me  that  be  is  drawing  at  this  present  time  all  he  is  entitled  to,  andthtk 
the  record  division  of  the  Pen.  Off.  should  be  given  to  some  man  who  was  and  if  t 
Republican,  and  who  went  to  the  front  and  came  out  with  a  good  record. 

I  believe  I  speak  the  sentiment  of  my  comrades  in  the  Pension  Office  when  Inj 
that  as  ex-soldiers  we  do  not  want  Mr.  Ford  for  anything  or  at  any  prioe. 

DXPARTMKNT  OF  TBK  IKTBRIOR,  OFFICB  OF  THK   SBCRKTART, 

Waehingion,  Mar.  26, 1891 
I  eertify  that  this  is  a  correst  copy  of  the  originaL 

Chief  of  Appaimimemt  IHMetL 


Washikotok,  D.  C,  Ma9  29, 1886^ 
Qenl.  J.  C.  BiJiCK, 

Commieeioner  of  Peneione  : 

Dkar  Sir  :  I  have  Just  learned  with  sincere  regret  that  Mr.  W.  T.  Ford  has  ben 
discharged,  and  that  he  is  charged  with  favoritism  in  recommending  promotiontin 
his  division.  I  an»  told  that  the  favoritism  complkined  of  is  the  promotion  of  Mia 
Scott  as  against  Mrs.  Young,  Miss  Fuller,  and  Miss  Neumeyer.  I  can  not  allow  Mr. 
Ford  to  Huffer  for  what  was  my  own  act  rather  than  his,  without  telling  you  tbi 
facts.    I  know  you  would  wish  to  act  Justly  toward  him.    As  chief  of  division  he  n- 

Sorted  four  names  for  promotion  from  $1,000  to  $1,200,  in  the  following  order,  I  Uunk: 
[rs.  Young,  MissNeumeyer,  Miss  Fuller,  and  Miss  Scott,  as  equally  worthy  on  the  soon 
of  clerical  abilities.  I  inquired  into  the  matter  and  found  that  his  recommendsUoa 
was  just  OS  between  those  four  and  other  clerks  of  same  grade,  and  I  then  inquired 
as  between  the  four.  I  found  that  Mrs.  Young  had  no  dependenta,  had  a  husband 
living  who  owned  considerable  property ;  that  Miss  Neumeyer  had  several  of  ker 
family  in  Government  service,  and  had  no  dependents;  that  Miss  Faller  had  no  ooe 
directly  dependent,  and  had  served  in  the  division  less  continuoaaly ;  that  Mia 
8cott  was  in  destitute  circumstances,  had  a  mother  and  small  brothera  and  aisterste 
support,  had  no  political  backing  or  other  influential  friends.  Mrs.  Yonug  vii 
backed  by  Ex-Gov.  Chas.  Foster,  of  Ohio ;  Miss  Neumeyer,  by  £x-Got.  N.  P.  Kellogg 
of  La.,  and  Miss  Fuller,  by  Senator  Anthony,  of  R.  I.  The  selection  of  Hiss  SeotX, 
therefore,  was  my  uwn  act,  and  because  1  believed  that  other  things  heinff  equal  her 
circumstances  best  entitleil  her  to  the  increased  compensation.  Ifyon  will  inverti* 
gate  thoroughly  you  will  find  that  I  did  as  I  believe  you  wonld  have  done  in  the 
premises,  even  at  the  risk  of  oflending  powerful  political  friends  yon  would  hare, 
as  I  did,  obeyed  the  dictates  of  humanity.  So  much  for  that. 
Now  a  word  about 'Mi.  ¥ot^.    ^\x«(i  \QaxnaV^\4%]iD\^^£tfs<^^^^a  last  year  of  tks 
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war,  being  an  Odd  Fellow,  I  visited  the  lodge  here  and  so  met  Mr.  Ford  who  was»  I 
think,  one  of  the  officers  of  the  lodge.  I  met  him  often  afterwards,  and  learned  to 
Jove  him  for  his  manly  traits.  I  was  taken  down  with  smalli-pox,  and  he  alone  of  all  m  v 
friends  came  to  my  relief,  risking  his  own  life  to  minister  tome.  He  is  a  Mason,  high 
in  the  order,  and  I  learned  to  appreciate  him  more  and  more.  He  was  then,  in  18&, 
a  olerk  in  the  Pension  Office.  When  I  came  back  in  1881  as  Commissioner,  he  was 
still  a  clerk  (second  class,  I  think).  He  had  been  in  the  office  continuously  since  boy- 
hood, abooi  thirty  years,  I  believe.  He  knew  the  office  thoroughly  and  I  selected 
him  for  chief  of  record  diYiriony  and  his  work  there  has  fully  Justified  my  choice. 
He  is  a  Republican  in  sentiment^  though  a  citizen  of  this  District,  but  has  never 
taken  any  part  in  politics. 

His  division  being  a  business  place,  and  thinking  you  would  want  a  new  man  there, 
I  advised  htm  to  tender  yon  his  resignation  and  ask  for  a  clerkship.  I  can  imagine  no 
adequate  canse,  that  could  be  truthfully  assigned,  why  he  should  not  be  retained  as  a 
clerk.  And  I  hope  his  friendship  for  me  will  not  be  regarded  as  constituting  an  im- 
passable barrier  to  your  good  opinion. 

Scrutinize  his  dally  life  with  a  microscope  and  I  am  sure  that  yon  will  find  nothing 
that  you  can  not  admire  and  approve.  He  is  a  true  hearted  gentleman,  chivalroua 
toward  all,  an  unimpeachable  Mason  and  Odd  Fellow,  and  a  faithful  public  servant. 

I  hope  you  will  withdraw  so  much  of  your  action  as  to  leave  him  a  living  in  the 
only  work  he  has  ever  known. 
Very  respectfully,  yoursy 

W.  W,  Dudley. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Decemhert  1889. 

Sir  :  As  self-respecting  citizens,  and  as  your  former  companions  in  arms,  we  beg 
leave  most  earnestly,  but  with  entire  deference,  to  submit  for  official  consideration 
and  action,  a  matter  which  has  long  engaged  our  attention,  and  has  at  last  become 
so  offensively  notorious  as  to  demand,  in  our  judgment,  prompt  and  peremptory  cor- 
rection. 

On  or  about  April 6,  1889,  one  W.  T.  Ford,  then  aspiring  to  the  position  of  chief  of 
division  in  the  bureau  over  which  you  now  preside,  occupied  himself  in  circulating 
the  report  that  his  candidacy  was  being  ''opposed"  by  £.  H. Harner.  John  Bresna- 
han,  and  E.  H.  Ripley,  one-armed  soldiers  employed  as  clerks  in  said  bureau.  Mr* 
Henry  T.  Hntton,  a  mutual  friend  of  all  the  parties  thus  named,  animated  by  a  natu- 
ral and  proper  motive,  came  to  Bresnaban  and  asked  him  in  definite  terms,  whether 
such  report  was  or  was  not  founded  in  fact,  and  was  assured  by  Bresnahan  that^  while 
the  latter  believed  that  the  selection  of  Mr.  Ford  for  so  important  a  place  would  be 
the  very  *' poorest"  within  the  range  of  possibility,  he,  Bresnuhi^n,  had  neither 
exerted  himself  nor  sought  the  influence  ot  anybodv  else  by  way  of  combating  Mr. 
Ford's  appointment.  And  during  that  interview  a  similar  assurance  was  given  Mr. 
Hntton  with  regard  to  Capt.  Ripley. 

On  the  same  day,  at  about  4  p.  m.,  near  the  comer  of  F  and  7th  streets,  n.  w.,  Hut- 
ton  met  Ford*and  communicated  the  result  of  the  conversation  thus  held  with  Bres- 
nahan, whereupon  Ford  avowed  that  he  would  not  believe  Bresnahan,  and  deliber- 
ately characterized  the  latter  as  a  '*  lying  one-armed  son  of  a  bitch,*'  lanjruage  which 
he  announced  his  intention  to  repeat  publicly,  coupling  that  menace  with  sneering 
and  contemptuous  allusions  to  the  word  '^  comrade."  This  indecent,  cowardly,  and 
brutal  outrage  was  perpetrated  in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  Heury  T.  Hutton, 
Geoige  W.  Smith,  W.  L.  Brook,  and  J.  M.  Davy,  all  now  or  then  employed  in  the  Pen- 
siou  Office.  And  in  a  subsequent  conversation  between  Ford  and  Hutton  the  former 
denounced  Captain  Ripley  alio  as  '^  a  lyin|(,  hypocritical,  one-armed  sou  of  a  bitch,*' 
to  which  effect  Hutton  himself  can  bear  witness,  he  being  a  man  of  the  highest  repu- 
tat  on  for  veracity. 

Furthermore,  ever  since  Ford's  appointment  as  chief  of  the  record  division  he  has 
subjected  the  aforenamed  £.  H.  Harner  (a  member  of  that  division)  to  the  most  method- 
ical and  malignant  persecution,  visiting  upon  him  habitually  sneers  and  innuendo  with 
such  persistency  and  flagrant  intent  tnat  iu  sheer  self-defense  Harner  has  been  com- 
pelled to  seek  safety  in  flight,  and  is  now,  by  virtue  of  a  'Hransfer,"  secure  from  the 
vindictive  attentions  of  bis  quondam  "  superior  officer." 

Again,  some  time  after  noon,  on  Nov.  ijl,  1889,  this  man  Ford,  with  cool  delibera- 
tion, went  to  the  rooms  of  the  mail  division  iu  the  Pension  Building  and  then  and 
there  threatened  violently  to  assault  Comrade  John  0*Counell,  for  no  other  reason 
than  that  the  latter  had  Repeated  innocently  and  thoughtlessly  a  rumor  then  float!  ug 
through  the  corridors  to  the  eflect  that  said  Ford  ''had  been  reduced,"  surelv  an  in- 
sufficient provocation  for  personal  insult. 

Now,  General,  the  persons  herein  referred  to — Bresnahan,  Ripley,  Haruer,  and 
O'Connell — ^are  men  of  well-known  integrity,  character,  a ud8taudlu\^^uvAu.^\&s^^<Qra^> 
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maud  lespeot  and  confidence  both  aa  eitizens  and  clerks,  and  it  seems  to  as  eqnallj 
incredible  and  unendurable  that  they  shoold  have  been  subjected  with  impunity  to 
such  inexcusable  outrage  at  the  hands  of  an  individual  whose  antecedents  uiii^ht 
haye  taught  him  at  least  the  expediency  of  modest  and  gentlemanly  deportment. 

Mr.  Ford  has  no  claim  whatever  upon  the  country  or  the  Republican  party.  He 
has  been  aoivil  employ^  of  the  Govern  roent  for  forty  years,  and  daring  '*the  times  that 
tried  men's  souls"  he  considered  discretion  the  better  part  of  valor  and  persisted  ener- 
getically in  drawing  his  per  diem,  whilst  Bresnahan,  Haruer,  and  Ripley  werefoIJow- 
mg  duty  to  the  red  front  of  battle,  thence  to  return  with  those  empty  sleeves  which 
now  invite  only  to  contemptuous  merriment  this  philosophic  patriot,  who  can  not 
blush  because  his  blood  is  wnite.  We  do  not  wibh  to  impose  upon  yon  such  epithets 
as  would  alone  be  appropriate  in  discussing  Mr.  W.  T.  I^ord  and  bis  performances, 
nor  do  we  deem  it  necessary  otherwise  to  prolong  this  communication,  being  fully 
Mrsuaded  that  Commissioner  Ranm,  the  public  functionary,  will  concur  with  General 
Raum,  the  soldier,  in  decidiuf^  that  a  personage  so  unec^uivocaily  iuolined  to  black- 
gaardism  as  said  W.  T.  Ford  is  unfit  to  exercise  authority  over  honorable  men  and 
undeserving  the  position  of  dignity,  responsibility,  and  profit  he  is  now  permitted  to 
hold. 

Trusting  that  the  public  interests  may  warrant  such  action  in  the  premises  as  wUl 
secure  our  mutilated  comrades  from  further  insult, 

J.  C.  Db  Putrom. 
H.  U.  Smith. 

Hon.  Grbbn  B.  Baum, 

CommiBiianer  of  FeuiUmi. 


DBPARTHnCNT  OF  THB  INTERIOR, 

WoBhington,  D.  C,  May  23. 1885. 
Mr.  William  T.  Ford, 

Pretmii: 

Sir:  On  the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioner  yonr  services  as  chief  of  division 
in  the  Pension  Office,  at  $2,000  per  annnm,  are  hereby  dispensed  with,  to  take  eflect 
June  20, 1885,  and  you  are  hereby  granted  a  leave  of  absence  until  that  date. 
Very  respectfully, 

L.  Q.C.Lamar, 

Secretanf, 


(Through  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.) 
Respectfully  forwarded. 


John  C.  Black, 

CommiM'wntT, 


DBPARTMBirr  of  THB  INTERIOR, 

WMhington,  ApHl  3rd,  1889. 
Hon.  Jambs  Tannbr, 

CommiBiioner  of  PenHom: 

Sir:  I  herewith  most  respectfully  retnrn  yonr  recommendation  to  appoint  Mr. 
William  T.  Ford,  of  the  District  of  Columbis,  as  a  chief  of  division  in  your  boreau, 
vice  C.  R.  Faulkner,  resigned. 

There  are  numerons  protests  entered  sgainst  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Ford,  and 
under  these  circumstances  do  not  feel  Jnstified  in  approving  the  same. 
Very  respectfully, 

Cyrus  Bussbt, 
AsfUtant  Secretary, 


Wabhinotok,  D.  C,  A]^l  10,  1889. 

Capt.  k.  W.  FiSHm, 

Chief  Clerk  U.  3.  Pemion  Offloe : 

Dear  Capt.  :  I  find  at  the  Secretary's  Office  that  charges  have  been  laill  against 
W.  T.  Ford  by  way  of  protest  against  his  reinstatement  as  chief  of  record  division. 
The  charges  are  that  while  he  was  chief  of  that  division  he  refused  to  recommend  ex- 
nnion  soldiers  for  promotion,  and  preferred  those  who  were  not,  'over  them  unjustly— 
that  he  nnjnstly  discriminaied  af;a\nBt  said  soldiers,  in  making  up  their  officiency're- 
ports  and  thus  showed «nm\i^  Vo^^vax^Wubm*^  \XiaX\i«\a^  ^''\^>a&x\st  Democrat"  and 
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uofc  a  Rdpiibliean,  eto.,  more  to  same  effect.  You,  of  coui-se  know  what  soldiers  are 
referred  to — though  their  names  are  not  mentioned.  Will  -Toa  state  In  a  letter  to 
Com.  Tanner  whether,  within  your  knowledge,  and  in  the  office  record,  these  charges 
are  true  or  false.  I  know  personallv  that  there  is  not  a  particle  of  truth  in  them, 
and  I  think  yon  and  Mr.  Brock  and  Mr.  Howell  do  also.  Please  also  state  what  sort 
of  efficiency  was  attained  in  the  record  division  nnder  Mr.  Ford,  how  it  was  when  he 
took  it,  and  what  it  was  when  he  left  it,  and  as  to  his  oharaoter  for  probity,  manli- 
nes,  virtue,  and  uprightness,  etc.,  and  oblige, 
Your  friend, 

Wm.  W.  Dudlkt. 

DXPARTMBNT  OP  THB  IMTEBIOR,  OfFICX  OF  TRS  SbCRKTART, 

Washington, ,  1&— • 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  oorreot  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  G.  TONNEB, 

Chlrf  of  Appointment  Diviiion. 


DXPARTMBHT  OF  THX  INTBRIOR, 

WuBhingUm,  ApHl  3d,  1889. 

Hon.  Jas.  Takmxr, 

Comminioner  of  Pmuione  : 

Dkar  Sir  :  When  I  assumed  the  office  you  now  hold  I  found  the  record  division  in 
a  condition  of  chaos,  three  months  in  arrears  in  its  work,  and  its  clerical  force  demor- 
alized. 

Having  known  Wm.  T.  Ford  for  twenty  years,  during  which  time  he  was  a  clerk  in 
the  Pension  Office,  and  knowing  his  character  and  ability,  I  appointed  him  chief  of 
the  record  division,  and  allowed  him  to  select  his  own  clerks,  and  charged  him  to 
thoroughly  organize  it  and  bring  its  work  up  to  date.  He  took  hold  of  the  work 
with  vigor  and  ^ood  sense,  and  within  two  months  the  division  was  completely  reor- 

ganized,  and  inside  of  six  months  its  work  was  brought  up,  and  thereafter,  so  long  as 
e  remained  its  chief,  he  kept  it  up  to  the  highest  state  of  efficiency.  In  selecting 
clerks  to  assist  him,  he  asked  me  to  assign  him  several  disabled  soldiers — Ripley, 
Bresnahan,  Craig,  and  Harner  being  of  the  number.  The  monthly  efficiency  reports 
of  these  men  did  not  show  as  high  grades  of  efficiency  as  did  those  of  some  other, 
and  hence,  while  Mr.  Ford  repeatedly  recommended  them  for  promotion  because  they 
were  soldiers,  I  refused  to  put  them  up,  as  against  those  who  were  not  soldiers,  whose 
record  called  for  recognition.  I  understand  that  these  men  are  now  complaining  of 
Mr.  Ford  because  they  were  not  thus  promoted.  They  should  be  ashamed  of  such 
ingratitude,  and  blame  me  instead  of  Mr.  Ford.  They,  I  am  told,  protest  against  Mr. 
Ford's  reappointment  as  chief  of  the  record  division.  They  disgrace  themselves  by 
so  doing.  Almost  the  first  act  of  Oen.  Black,  moved  thereto  by  Senator  Voorhees, 
of  Indiana,  was  to  summarily  dismiss  Mr.  Ford,  and  appoint  a  notorious  copperhead 
Democrat  from  Indiana  in  his  stead.  This  insult  was  aimed  at  me  personally, because 
it  was  known  to  Senator  Voorhees  and  Oen.  Black  that  I  was  nursed  and  tended 
during  a  spell  of  smallpox  during  the  war  by  Mr.  Ford,  and  that  I,  therefore,  felt  an 
especial  interest  in  him,  and  a  blow  struck  Mr.  Ford  would  hurt  me.  It  did.  Qod 
knows.  I  knew  his  worth,  his  trnci  loyal  heart,  his  humanitv.his  love,  and  almost 
worshipped  respect  for  Union  soldiers,  and;  his  ability  as  a  chief  of  record  division. 
He  is  industrious,  and  will  tolerate  no  waste  of  time  by  those  over  whom  he  is  placed. 
I  therefore  ask,  personally,  that  he  be  restored  to  his  old  position,  as  a  mark  of  rep- 
aration for  a  dishonor  put  npon  him  uii^nstly  for  my  sake,  and  I  shall  ask  no  other 
personal  favor  at  your  hands,  and  aoi  willing  to  be  held  responsible  by  you  for  the 
wisdom  of  your  action  in  recommending  him  for  such  chief. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  W.  Dudley. 

Departmbnt  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  Mar.  26,  1893. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONMER, 

Chiqf  of  Appoinimtmt  ZHoisum. 
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Wasuinoton,  D.  C,  Aug.  29tt,  1885. 
Mt  Dear  Mh.  Oomm issionbr  :  I  have  jast  learned  of  Mr.  Halliken's  resienatioo, 
aod  presurne  yoa  will  promote  so  as  to  have  a  vacancy  in  1,300  i^rade.    JLs  Mr.  Cory 
has  not  resigned,  and  probably  has  changed  his  mind  abont  doing  so,  oonld  not  Mr. 
Ford  be  nominated  to  till  that  vacancy  T 

I  merely  make  this  suggestion  hoping  andalraosr.  certain  tBat  it  hasocoarred  toyoa 
already,  and  that  yon  have  named  him  to  the  vacancy— or  intended  to  do  so — assooa 
as  it  occurs. 

I  trnst  that  ^on  have  escaped  the  toils  of  your  Angnst  enemy,  ''  h&y  fever."  Mi» 
D.  returned  with  me,  and  we  promise  ourselves  the  pleasure  of  a  call  on  70a  and  Mm 
M. soon. 

Yours,  sinoerely, 

W.  W.  Dudley. 

DSPARTaCBNT  OV  THS  IKTERIOR,  OfFICK  OF  THE  SKCRBTART, 

W<ukingUm,  Mar.  26, 1891 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TOKNERj 

Chief  of  JjppoinlmeMt  Divmim. 


Mondat  Morning,  Am§,  17. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  I  am  going  North  for  Mrs.  D..  who  is  now  at  Concord, 
Mass.,  to-day,  and  I  learn  yon  are  going  away  soon  yourself. 

I  most  sincerely  hope  you  can  place  Mr.  Ford  before  you  go.     I  regret  to  leave  the 
poor  fellow  unemployed.    He  can  find  nothing  to  do  here. 

I  trust  you  will  escape  your  old  enemy,  hay  fever,  this  year.     I  am  going  for  my 
wife,  you  to  get  away  from  your  enemy ;  may  we  both  succeed. 
Yours,  truly, 

W.  W.  Dudley. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Stgrrtary, 

WoBhingUm^  Mar,  26,  1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONKER, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Divieion* 


Department  of  thk  Intkrior, 
Bureau  of  Pknsions, 
WaahingUm^  D.  C,  April  10,  1889. 
Hon.  James  Tanner, 

Commis^oner  of  Penaione  : 

Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  the  accompanying  letter  of  Col.  Dadley,  I  have  to  state  I 
knew  Mr.  W.  T.  Ford  well  as  the  former  chief  of  the  record  division,  to  wbicU  he  was 
appointed  by  Col.  Dudley,  in  1882 ;  that  I  believe  his  reports  aa  to  the  efBoiency  of 
the  clerks  was  made  fairly,  and  with  the  intention  to  do  exact  jaatioe  to  all.     In  rec- 
ommending his  employes  for  promotion  he  always  spoke  in  the  kindest  terms  of  the 
soldiers  employed  under  him,  and  sometimes  suggested  their  promotion  when  the  rec- 
ords failed  to  justify  that  preference,  and  in  one  or  two  instancos  civilians  were  ap- 
pointed on  their  record  when  beseemed  to  prefer  that  the  soldiers  should  receive  the 
promotion.    He  seemed  to  me  to  have  great  sympathy  for  the  soldiers,  and  to  deal 
fairly  with  them.    I  always  believed  him  to  be  a&  upright,  troth ful  man  of  irreproach- 
able private  character,  and  I  always  understood  him  to  be  thoroug^ii|jroing  Repnblican. 

The  division  when  he  took  charge  of  it  was  very  small  compared  to  the  size  to 
which  it  afterwards  grew,  but  in  the  management  of  the  force  given,  to  him  he  dift- 
play<^d  considerable  executive  ability,  and  conducted  the  work  to  my  satisfaction  and 
to  that  of  the  Commissioner,  as  I  understood.  ' 

Very  trnly,  yours^ 

A.    W.    FiSHSR. 

CUrf  Clerk. 
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[Indorsed.] 

Gen.  John  W.  Noblk  : 

I  have  read  the  iDclosed,  and  gone  over  the  case  agaiu  sioce  my  first  recommenda- 
tion. I  stand  hy  it.  In  the  years  past,  when  I  was  oomiog  here  for  the  Grand  Army 
boys,  I  knew  Mr.  Ford  was  a  good  chief. 

If  yon  will  approve  my  recommendation,  and  he  proves  to  have  fallen  off,  he  will 
not  stay. 

I  respectfully  nrge  this  appointment. 

Jambs  Tannsr, 

Dbpartmbnt  of  thk  Intbiuob,  Officb  of  thb  Sbcrxtary, 

WoBhington,  Mar.  26, 1892. 

I  oertify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original, 

A.  C.  TONNKR, 

Chi^  of  Appoinimei^i  DwiiUm* 


1411  F  St.,  Washington,  D.  C.  July  23d;  '85. 

DsAB  Mr.  Commibsionsb:  Tonr  polite  and  conrteous  action  in  the  matter  I  pre- 
lented  yesterday  was  most  gracious  and  will  never  be  forgotten. 

The  gentleman's  name  is  Wm.  T.  Ford,  late  chief  of  record  division,  Pension  Office. 

There  is  a  precedent  in  the  Interior  Depurtment  exactly  in  point. 

Mr.  A.  Yangender,  late  chief  of  miscel.  div.  Pension  Office  was  discharged  from 
service,  and  after  being  out  some  two  months  was  reappointed  as  a  Ist  or  2d  class 
clerky  with  consent  of  Civil  Service  Com. 

Mr.  Saxton,  I  think,  and  at  least  two  cases  in  Treas.  Dept.,  have  chief  of  div.  dis- 
missed been  reappointed  to  1st  and  2d  class  clerkship  with  full  consent  of  Civil  Service 
Com. 

You  can  not  imagine  how  greatly  I  feel  the  obligation  which  yon  4&,8eo.  Lamar 
have. placed  me  under. 

Mr.  Ford  is,  I  know,  pure  gold,  though  his  late  misfortunes  have  been  almost  too 
great  to  bear. 

You  or  I,  after  36  years  incumbency  of  Govt,  clerkship,  if  cast  off  as  he  has  been, 
would,  I  am  sure,  have  regarded  such  help  as  you  have  given  him  as  gracious  beyond 
compare. 

Your  obliged  friend, 

W.  W.  DUDLBY. 

Hon.  Com.  Montgombrt,  * 

Paimt  QjUUie: 

P.  S. — ^Will  yon  kindly  recrnest  the  appointment  clerk  to  state  to  the  Civ.  Serv. 
Com.  that  Mr.  Ford  was  discharged  from  the  Dept.  withont  his  being  charged  with 
any  fault  or  delinquency  (such  is  the  fact  of  record).  The  Com.  of  Civ.  Serv.  will 
then  write  the  Secretary  or  yon  formally  consenting  to  his  appointment.  The  Civil 
Serv.  Com.  stated  to  Mr.  Ford  yesterday  that  they  would  do  so,  and  that  no  obstacle 
existed  there. 
Mr.  Ford  will  hand  you  this,  and  act  as  messenger  in  the  matter  gladly. 
Yours,  truly, 

'  W.  W.  D. 

# 
Dbpartmbnt  of  thb  Intrrior,  Officb  of  thb  Secretary, 

fVashington,  March  26,  1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNKR, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Diviiion, 

Exhibit  C. 

Dbpabtmbnt  of  thb  Interior,  Burbau  of  Pensions, 

Appointmbnt  Division, 
Jfaahington,  D.  C,  Februatif  6,  1890. 

The  Hon.  Sbcrbtart  of  the  Interior  : 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Ivan  Samerlin,  of  Illinois 
a  clerk  of  class  two  in  this  Bureau,  to  take  effect  from  and  after  the  10th  instant. 
Attention  is  invited  to  the  attached  communication. 
Very  lespectfhllyi 

C«mw\»i^oM9r« 
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(Indorsed:)  Febniary  6^  1890.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  TecammendB  the  dit* 
missal  of  Mr.  Ivan  Sumerhn.  Approved:  Cyrus  Bosoey,  Assistant  Secretary.  Feb. 
8,  W.    Dismissed      J.  A.  C.  .  - 

Dbpartmemt  of  thb  Interior,  Opfiob  of  this  Skcbxtabt, 

Washin^Um^  Mar.  f6y  ISXi. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TOKSTBR, 
Ckitf  of  Appointmmt  DMtkm, 

Exhibit  D. 

DBPABTBfEirr  OF  thb  Intbrior,  Burbau  of  Pbnsiohb, 

Office  of  tub  CoMMiBSfoincB, 
Wa9hmgUm,  D.  C,  Jinm  19,  2S9L 
The  Sbcrbtart  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  that  the  services  of  Valentine  M.  Hodgson,  of 
New  York,  a  special  examiner  in  this  Bureau,  at  $1,400  per  annum,  terminate  fiwn 
and  after  the  30th  day  of  June,  1891,  the  date  of  the  ezpiratioii  of  his  appointment 
by  operation  of  law. 

Very  respectfully, 

Gbbbn  B.  Bacic, 

CommMSMnMT. 

(Indorsed : )  June  19, 1891.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  that  the  servioM 
of  Valentine  M.  Hodgson,  of  N.  Y.,  special  examiner,  terminate  June  90,  1891.  Ap- 
proved :  Geo.  Chandler,  First  Assistant  Secretary.    June  22,  ^91.    Dismiaaed.    J.  A.  0. 

Departmbkt  of  the  Intbrior,  Offiob  of  thb  Sbgbbtabt, 

WoBhington,  March,  t6, 189i. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  conreot  copy  of  the  otiginaL 

A.  O.  TONKBX. 

Ckitf  of  Appomtmeni  DimtUm, 


Official  hUtorff  of  ValenUne  M.  Eodgwon,  of  New  York. 

August  29,  1884.— Appointed  in  Pension  Office  as  a  qiecial  examlimr  at  $1,600  on 

certiticatlon  of  Civil  Service  Comm'n. 
March  20.  1885. — Reapx>ointed  after  probation.    * 
July  7,  1885.— Reappointed  at  end  of  fiscal  year  at  $1,400. 
July  1,  1886.— Ditto. 
July  1,  1887.— Ditto. 

June  29,  1888.— Transferred  to  clerk  of  class  2. 
March  10,  1890. — ^Transferred  to  special  examiner. 
July  2. 1890.— Reappointed  at  end  of  fiscal  year. 
June  30,  1891.— Dismissed. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  thb  Segbxtast, 

WMhingian,  Mwr.  26, 189M. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  Tonmsb, 
CMef  of  Appoinim&Ht  DMHon. 

Dbpartment  of  thb  Intbriob, 

WasMngUm,  June  i»,  1891. 
Mr.  Valentine  M.  Hodgson, 

Present : 
Sir:  On  the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioner  your  services  asa  apecial  exam* 
iiier  at  $1,1 00  in  the  Pension  Office  are  hereby  dispensed  with  from  and  after  June  30, 
1891,  the  expiration  of  your  appointment  for  one  year. 
Resx)octfully, 

GBO.    CHAKDI.BB, 

Through  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  o«wworf . 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Skg&bta&t 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original.  '     ^^^      ' 
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Department  of  tue  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Jan,  gUi,  1890. 
Hon  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  ike  InteirioTf  Waakingionf  2>.  C.  : 

Dear  Sir:  I  fbrwurd  herewith  the  papers  in  regard  to  the  recent  conduct  of  Mr. 
Jamee  Dngan,  a  special  examiner  in  this  office,  now  on  duty  in  the  middle  division, 
and  invite  year  attention  to  the  endorsement  I  have  placed  on  the  papers.  I  have 
no  diiroosition  at  any  time  to  do  a  man  an  injustice,  bat  Mr.  Dngan  has  exhibited 
himself  in  a  maimer  which  I  regard  as  a  gross  breach  of  discipline,  and  which  clearly 
indicates  his  disloyalty  to  the  present  management  of  the  office. 
I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  matter  for  your  consideration. 
Very  respectfully, 

Orxen  B.  Raum, 

Ckmimieeioner, 

Dbpartvent  of  tbe'  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Waeh%ngi4mf  March  g6, 189t, 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 

Chief  of  Appointment  DiviMOH. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waehingtan,  D,  C,  Jan,  11, 1891, 
Col.  C.  P.  Lincoln, 

Dept,  Com,: 

Sir:  By  your  direction  I  have  made  inquiry  into  the  matter  of  complaint  against 
James  Dugan,  a  special  examiner,  on  duty  in  middle  division,  of  using  disrespect- 
ful language  aeainst  the  Commissioner,  and  beg  leave  to  submilr herewith  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  W.  R.  Reynolds,  chief  or  div.^  also  statement  of  Mr.  Jas.  Dugan.  I 
have  consulted  Mr.  Shaw,  chief  of  his  section,  Mr.  Willey,  and  Mr.  Toncray.  Mr. 
Shaw  was  not  present  when  the  objectionable  language  was  used;  the  other  gentle- 
men were. 

I  find  that  Mr.  Dugan  did  use  the  language  reported  by  Mr.  Reynolds.  He  was  in 
a  very  nervous,  excitable  condition,  due  to  drinking. 

On  the  other  hand  he  is  represented  as  a  quiet,  industrious,  gentlemanly  clerk,  with 
this  one  exception,  on  the  day  named. 

He  was  a  soldier. 

Respectftilly  submitted, 

A.  W.  Fisher, 

Chief  Clerk. 
Hon.  Dept.  Com.  : 

I  recommend  that  Mr.  Du^an  receive  a  severe  reprimand  from  the  Dept.  Commis- 
sioner, and  such  further  action  taken  as  may  be  thought  best  after  a  personal  iuter- 
view. 

A.  W.  Fisher. 

Jan.  12,  W. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waehingtan,  D,  C,  Deo,  IS,  1890. 
Capt.  A.  W.  Fisher, 

Chief  Clerk  Pennon  Offioe: 

Sir:  On  the  17th  inst.,  my  attention  was  called  to  James  Dugan  by  one  of  my  clerks 
saying  that  he  was  using  disrespectful  language  about  the  Commissioner.  I  imme- 
diately went  to  the  clenc  who  sits  behind  him  (Dugan)  to  make  further  inquiries. 
While  making  such  inquiry  I  heard  Dugan  use  the  foUowing  language,  viz,  "  Lemon 
is  the  Commissioner  and  Riaum  is  his  deputy.''  I  put  my  hand  on  his  shoulder  and 
advised  him  to  keep  quiet;  he  then  accused  Mr.  Toncray  of  reporting  him.  I  then 
ssid  to  him  that  I  had  heard  him  utter  the  language  himself;  he  then  said  that  I 
should  report  him;  that  he  had  nothing  to  retract,  and  that  he  was  ready  to  standby 
what  he  had  said.  There  was  other  offensive  language  used,  but  think  the  above 
sufficient. 

Very  respectfully. 


i)'94  tENSIOK  orriCt^,  INVESTlGATlOK. 

[Indorsed.  J 

Bureau  of  Pensions,  Jan.  5, 180L 
Jas.  Dugak, 

Mid,  uiv,: 

Sir:  On  the  18th  ult.,  it  vaa  reported  that  while  at  your  desk  yon  used  disreroeei- 
fal  lancnage  about  the  Commissioner,  viz,  saying  ''Lemon  is  Commissioner  a&dKsini 
is  his  deputy."  On  being  rebuked  by  chief  of  your  div.  yon  said  yon  had  nothing  to 
retract  and  would  stand  by  what  you  said.  I  was  also  informed  that  you  were  Dot 
in  a  fit  condition  for  work  by  reason  of  drink. 

Yon  will  reply  at  once  in  writing  to 

A.  W.  Fishes. 


DVPARTMEin'  OF  THB  IlHlBRIOB.  BUREAU  OF  PXlTSIOKSy 

Washington,  D.  C,  Jan.  Sih,  1S91. 
Capt.  A.  W.  Fisher. 

Chief  Clerk,  Pention  Bureau 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  note  received  by  me  this  morning,  I  have  the  honor  to  state 
that  the  words  reported  to  ^ou  as  having  been  made  me  use  not  exactly  those  I  used. 
I  had  one  of  Lemon's  cases  in  hand,  and  to  a  fellow  clerk  I  said,  referring  to  Lemon, 
''  This  fellow  is  said  to  be  the  Commissioner."  There  was  no  reference  to  a  ^'deputy," 
and  when  I  made  the  remark  I  did  not  have  Gen.  Raum  in  my  mind  and  hence  could 
not  have  meant  any  disrespect  to  him.  I  disclaim  any  such  intention  then  or  any 
such  feeling  now.  It  was  an  unthou^htful  remark,  made  without  the  least  premed- 
itation, and  I  very  much  regret  that  it  was  made  at  all. 

As  to  the  second  charge,  tnat  I  was  not  in  a  *'  fit  condition  for  work  by  reason  of 
drink,"  I  most  emphatically  deny.    I  was  at  a  party  the  night  before  and  drank 
pretty  freely  of  champagne  and  felt  the  effects  or  it  all  the  next  day.  but  not  sofll- 
ciently  so  to  unfit  me  for  work  or  from  performing  the  duties  required  of  me. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obd't  serv't, 

Jambs  Dugak. 
The  recommendation  of  the  chief  clerk  is  hereby  approved. 

Charles  P.  Lincoln, 

Depfy  CcmmW. 
Jany.  19th,  1891. 

January  20, 1891. 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  I  submit  that  Mr. 
James  Dugan  should  be  retired  from  this  Bureau  and  so  recommend. 

Qrebn  B.  Raum. 

CdmmtMJoiMr. 
Approved : 

Ctrus  Bussbt, 
A99i8tant  Secretarif, 
January  23,  '91.    Dismissed — effect  Jan.  26,  ^91.    J.  A.  C. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Philadelphia,  September  SO,  1887. 
Thos.  J.  Shannon,  Esq. : 

My  Dear  Sir:  Tou  remember  that  I  fell  heir  to  the  Smith  cases;  reported  6  or  7 
of  them  in  one  week,  and  would  like  to  know  who  is  the  favored  examiner  in  his 

})lace  now.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  the  old  navy  and  rejected  claims  sent  me 
lave  come  by  accident.  There  should  not  be  any  favorites.  I  ask  for  a  fair  disiri- 
bntion.  No  one  who  does  his  work  conscientiously  can  get  in  more  than  8  or  9  cases 
per  month,  and  where  they  do  you  know  and  /  ^oir  they  are  favored  by  the  clerk 
who  distributes  the  cases.  The  distribution  of  cases  to  Mr.  Smith  was  not  acci- 
dental. I  have  the  record  of  his  cases,  and  no  sort  of  excuses  on  the  part  of  tiie  file 
clerk  can  rub  out  that  record.  With  your  other  responsibilities  you  iiaTe  not  had 
time  to  look  into  this  matter,  but  I  would  like  you  to  do  so.  As  you  are  aware,  I 
have  not  heretofore  made  any  complaints,  and  am  exceedingly  sorr^that  I  have  to  do 
so  in  this  case,  but  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  do  so,  for  the  discrimination  has  beeome  too 
glaring  to  pass  unnoticed. 

If  the  distribution  clerk  desires  to  contrast  the  work  of  the  new  Demooratio  with 
the  old  Republican  appointees  he  should  give  each  an  equal  ahow. 
Audi  alteram  partem.    (Hear  the  other  side.) 

Causa  latet,  vis  est  notissima.    (The  cause  is  hidden,  but  the  effect  is  notorious.) 
Very  truly,  yours. 

Jambs  Dugan, 
SpeekLX  Bxammi&r, 
I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy. 

a  W.  Wayson,  Jr. 


I^fiKsroS  OFFICE  tNYtlSTlGAttOir,  395 

Tho8.  J.  Shannon,  Esq. : 

Dkar  Sir  :  In  answer  to  my  inquiry  of  a  few  days  agiD,  I  beg  leave  to  state  that 
from  present  appearances  Judge  Howe  is  the  heir  of  Mr.  Tbeo.  Sihitb.  Since  be  left 
nine  coses  have  come  to  him  and  not  one  to  Mr.  flay  ward.  I  have  been  favored  in  the 
meantime  with  one.  The  distribution  clerk  is  laying  in  an  excellent  stock  for  bis 
dismissal,  and  the  next  time  I  write  on  this  subject  it  will  be  to  ask  for  his  dischargM. 
When  I  do  I  don't  believe  his  Bepublican  inflnence  will  save  him.  There  should  be  no 
pets  in  service. 

TonrSi  truly, 

James  Duqan. 

I  certify  that  the  fbregoing  Is  a  true  oopj. 

G.  W.  Watson,  Jr. 


DXPABTMKNT  OF  THK  INTBRIOR,  BUBBAU  OT  PENSIONS, 

Washington,  D,  C,  January  26, 1891« 

General  Grxkn  B.  Baum, 

CommisiUmer  of  PenHonB : 

Sir  :  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to-day  to  receive  a  letter  from  the  honorable  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  notifying  me  that  upon  your  recommendation  my  services  as  a 
special  examiner  in  the  Pension  OfQce  were  dispensed  with  from  and  after  January 
26th,  1891. 

In  view  of  my  record,  which  is  among  the  highest  as  a  special  examiner,  covering 
a  period  of  nearly  six  years,  it  seems  to  me  there  must  be  some  mistake,  through  a 
misapprehension  of  facts,  or  else  yon  would  not  have  done  me  the  injustice,  implied 
by  this  peremptory  dismissal,  without  a  heariug  in  my  own  defense.  That  I  should 
have  been  accorded  to  the  fullest  extent. 

From  what  I  have  learned  from  Col.  Lincoln,  Gen'l  Bussey,  and  others,  I  infer  that 
your  action  in  my  case  was  based  upon  a  playful  remark — made  by  me  in  jest  to  a 
fellow  clerk — one  A.  R.  P.  Toncray — '*That  this  fellow  (meaning  Lemon)  is  said  to 
be  the  Commissioner."  The  remark  ascribed  to  me  ''That  Lemon  was  the  Commis- 
sioner and  General  Ranm  was  only  his  deputy^''  I  did  not  make.  Whomsoever,  it 
matters  not  who,  that  states  I  did,  says  that  which  is  I  know  to  be  false,  and  which 
thev  dare  not,  in  my  presence,  affirm  to  be  true. 

If  every  little  remark  in  jest  by  the  employes  of  the  Pension  Office,  or  any  other 
bureau  in  Washington,  is  to  be  reported  and  acted  upon  seriously,  then  I  beg  leave 
to  tell  you,  sir,  that  if  they — those  making  them — are  dealt  with  as  summarily  as  yon 
have  with  me,  there  will  not  be  a  corponQ's  guard  left  in  any  of  the  offices  by  the 
end  of  the  present  month. 

There  is  not  a  man  in  the  middle  division  but  regards  Toncray  as  a  contemptible 
puppy,  and  I  am  gratified  to  know  that  there  is  not  another  in  that  division  who 
would  so  far  forget  the  friendly  instincts  of  gentlemanly  consideration  for  others, 
which  should  actuate  all  in  the  Government  service,  as  to  condescend  to  report,  for 
no  other  reason  than  that  of  fiendish  malice,  and  to  ingratiate  himself  in  the  sup- 
posed esteem  of  his  superiors,  a  playful  remark  such  as  I  made  on  the  occasion  refer- 
red to. 

In  consideration  of  my  services  as  a  soldier  in  the  14th  Ills.  Inft.,  8th  U.  S.  Vet. 
Vols.  (Hancock's  Corps),  and  5th  U.  S.  Inft.,  and  my  record  as  a  special  examiner, 
I  have  the  honor  to  ask  yon  to  give  my  case  a  reconsideration,  and  if  my  services  are 
to  be  dispensed  with,  then  I  request  that  I  may  be  permitted  to  resign. 
Very  respectfully, 

James  Dug  an, 

227  Ind.  Ave. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Special  Examination  Division, 

JVaahingtonf  D,  C,  January  27.  1891, 

General  Green  B.  Baum, 

Commissioner  of  Pentions : 

Sir:  As  a  postscript  to  what  I  had  the  honor  to  write  yon  yesterday,  I  merely  wish 
to  add  that  in  discharging  me  yon  dismissed  the  only  Federal  soldier  of  our  eolor  in  the 
Pension  Office  that  was  ever  appointed  from  my  State. 
Very  respeotf ully. 

Jambs  Dugan, 
Wf  Indiana  Avenue^  7ra«Ma^t(m^I>«0« 


896  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 

Dbpartmbnt  of  thx  Imtkrior,  Bureau  or  Psnbions, 

•     Offiobof  the  Oommissiokbr, 

WatkingUm,  January  27,  1891. 
Wm.  N.  RrrNOLi>d,  Esq., 

Chirf  Middle  Divifion,  Pmtion  Office,  dip : 

Dear  Sir:  I  hand  yon  herewith  a  conimanication  ftom  James  VngAUf  lately  a 
€lerk  of  the  PenBion  Office,  in  Tonr  division.  I  respecr fully  reo nest  that  yon  will 
oarefhlly  examine  the  same  ana  report  to  me,  in  writing,  whether  the  siateniento 
contained  in  Mr.  Dngan's  letter  conform  with  the  facta  iu  the  case  as  yon  nnderstaud 
them.  ^ 

Yon  will  also  hare  others  who  were  present  and  heard  the  statements  of  Mr.  Dogao 
raport  in  writing  their  understanding  of  it.    Please  return  enclosure  with  year  reply. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Raum, 

CommiMeiQinr, 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waehington,  D,  C,  Jan.  28,  1891. 
Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

CemmieeUmer  of  Penelont: 

Sir:  I  have  complied  with  your -request  of  the  28th  instant,  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Dngan's  statement.  His  statement  is  true  so  far  as  it  goes  in  regard  to  Lemon 
being  commissioner,  hut  he  added  that  Raum  was  his  deputy.  From  Mr.  DugaD's 
appearance  and  actions  I  Judged  that  he  had  been  drinking,  and  was  very  much 
under  the  influence  of  intoxicants.  I  will  say  in  Mr.  Dngan's  favor  that  he  is  au 
excellent  clerk,  and  ordinarily  close-mouthed.  But  at  the  time  he  made  the  abov« 
statement  he  was  very  indiscreet  and  somewhat  defiant.  He  was  a  soldier. 
Very  respectfullyi 

W.  N.  Reynolds* 

Chief  Mid.  Die. 

Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

CommiiHaner  of  Peneiane  : 

I(n)  response  to  your  inquiry,  would  most  respectfully  state  that  Mr.  Dngan  came 
to  his  desk  that  morning  under  the  influence  of  liquor.  He  opened  up  a  case  in  wbiefa 
Geo.  £.  Lemon  was  the  atty. ;  turning  to  me  he  remarked  that  Lemon  was  the  Com- 
missioner and  that  he  always  addressed  him  as  such.  I  remarked  to  him  that  that 
was  not  so.  i  said,  you  know  that  Gen.  Raum  is  the  Commissioner.  He  then 
said,  no,  sir:  Lemon  is  the  Commissioner  and  Raum  is  his  deputy.  I  left  my  desk 
and  went  and  reported  what  he  was  say i ng  to  MaJ .  Reynolds,  chief  of  the  d i  vision .  Maij. 
Reynolds  came  in  the  section,  and  while  talking  to  Mr.  Willey,  who  sits  immediately 
in  the  rear  of  Dugan ;  Dugan  repeated  in  the  hearing  of  Mag.  Reynolds  the  above 
remarks.  MaJ.  Reynolds  then  turned  to  Dugan  and  said  something  to  him  in  an 
undertone  and  went  out.  He  then  turned  to  me  and  said,  '*  Yoo  reported  what  I  naid, 
did  youT'  and  remarked,  ''If  Raum  discharges  me  I  will  require  him  to  state  the 
reason."  I  said  to  him  that  that  would  be  very  edsy  to  do;  that  drunkenness  and 
insubordination  at  his  desk  ought  to  be  suflioient  grounds  for  a  discharge. 
Very  respectfully, 

A.  R.  P.  TONCRAY. 


Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUHoner  of  Peneione : 

In  response  to  your  inquiry  as  to  my  knowledge  of  the  talk  between  Mr.  Dugan 
and  Mr.  Toncray,  some  weeks  ago,  I  have  to  state  that  my  desk  is  a  few  feet  froni 
Mr.  Dngan's,  Just  across  the  aisle,  seated  with  our  backs  to  each  other.  I  heard  Mr. 
Dugan  teasing  Mr.  Toncray  about  representing  such  a  State  as  Tennessee;  also  heard 
Mr.  Dugan  say  **  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Raum,  deputy  commissioner.''  said  remark 
attracting  my  attention.  I  looked  around,  and  Mr.  Dugan  was  holding  a  pension 
application  in  his  hand,  with  Geo.  £.  Lemon's  name  in  large  letters  printed  tliereoQ. 
At  that  moment  Mr.  Toncray  left  his  desk,  returned  in  a  few  moments,  and  about  the 
same  time  Mr.  Revnolds,  our  chief,  came  to  my  desk,  and  Just  as  he  spoke  to  me,  Ur. 
Dugan  again  said,  "  Geo.  E.  Lemon,  Commissioner ;  Raum,  deputy  oommiaaiont-r." 
Mr.  Reynolds  heanng  the  remark  of  Mr.  Dngau,  stepped  over  to  him,  spoke  to  him* 
I  ooold  not  biMT  ^ba»%  MiX.  Rttjuc^Aa  wii^L^Xi^^  YL«ss&^l&:t.  Du^an  say,  "  l  suppose  yov 
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will  report  me^  will  yoa  t "    ^r.  Reynolds  then  said  be  woold  hai  •  to  if  he  (Mr. 
Dngan)  talked  that  way.    Mr.  Dngan  responded,  ''I  have  nothing  to  retract;  go 
ahead  and  report."    Mr.  Reynolds  told  him  he  would,  and  walked  off. 
Very  respeotfally, 

T.  R,  WiLLKY. 

Jan.  28.  1891. 

DxPARTMunr  of  ths  Interior,  Burkau  of  Pbnsions, 

Waskingionf  D.  C,  Jan.  28, 1891. 
Hon.  Grsei^  B.  Baum, 

CammUsioner  of  Pcnsiofu : 

Sir  :  In  compliaoce  with  yonr  reqnest  of  the  27th  instant,  addressed  to  Wm.  N. 
Reynolds,  chief  of  middle  dlyision,  and  others  who  were  present  and  heard  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Dngan  relative  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  as  set  forth  in  his  let- 
ter of  same  date,  I  will  state  that  on  the  morning  of  December  — ,  1890,  while  at  my 
desk  adjoining  that  of  Mr.  Dngan,  I  observed  Mr.  Reynolds  in  conversation  witli  him 
in  so  low  a  tone  of  voice  that  I  did  not  hear  what  he  said. 

Mr.  Dngan  replied  to  Mr.  Reynolds  in  an  audible  manner  that  he  would  not  retract 
what  he  said. 

Mr.  Reynolds  then  asked  him  if  he  made  the  statement  and  Mr.  Dngan  replied  that 
he  had  and  wonld  stand  by  it. 
Respectfully, 

H.  SUANKUN. 


Exhibit  F. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Wathington,  D,  C,  August  9,  1889. 

Hon.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  : 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  verbal  instructions,  I  have  drawn  the  claim,  original 
No.  100723,  of  Wm.  H.  Ballard,  late  private  Co.  E,  147th  N.  Y.  Vols.,  the  complainant 
in  certain  charges  made  against  Mr.  Theo.  Smith,  the  examiner  who  investigated  the 
claim,  and  who  is  now  acting  chief  of  the  special  examination  division  of  this  bu- 
rean.  The  papers  are  very  volnminons,  but,  from  a  brief  review  of  them,  it  does  not 
appear  that  the  examiner  allowed  an^  personal  prejudice  to  influence  his  action. 
His  report  was  made  July,  188i2,  and  his  recommendation  or  rejection  was  confirmed 
by  the  reviewer.  The  case  has  lately  been  called  up  on  ap))eal,  and  a  thorough  aud 
exhaustive  review  made  by  the  board  pf  appeals,  who,  on  the  6th  oi  July  last,  nnani- 
monsly  a£9rm  the  decision  of  this  bureau,  said  report  being  signed  by  the  Eion,  Aa- 
sistant  Secretary,  and  which  is  handed  you  herewith. 
Very  respectfully, 

F.  W.  Mitchell, 
Acfg  Chief,  8.  B.  nivinan. 

[IndoTsed.] 
(Department  of  the  Interior.    App't  Div.    Received  Aug.  10, 1889.) 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WaahingUm,  D.  C,  Aug.  9,  1889. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Hon.  Ass't  Secretary,  with  the  information  that  the 
case  of  the  within-named  Ballard,  regarding  which  Mr.  Theo.  Smith  took  official  ac- 
tion as  special  examiner,  investigating  it,  and  which  case  Mr.  Smith,  in  the  exercise 
of  bis  Judgment,  was  moved  to  report  against,  has  been  before  the  Hon.  Ass't  Secre- 
tary on  appeal,  and  the  Hon,  Ass't  Secretary  having  approved  of  the  adverse  report 
of  Mr.  Smith,  and  of  the  previous  action  in  this  office,  iu  rejecting  the  case,  I  do  not 
consider  it  in  order  for  me  to  deal  with  the  case  at  all.  Naturally  the  claimant,  be- 
ing defeated,  and  being  an  ignorant  man,  is  prejudiced  against  those  whose  judgment 
caused  the  rejection  of  the  claim.  If  Mr.  Smith  was  wrong  in  his  action  on  the  case, 
then  the  office  was  wrong  and  the  Hon.  Ass't  Seo'y  was  wrong.  All  of  which  is  re- 
spectfully submitted. 

James  Tannkr, 

Ccmmissiontr, 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WiuhingUm,  March  "^9, 189S. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

Okie/  0/  AspolulTMid  DVdiSA^n^ 
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WAfiHlKGTON,  D.  C, 

August  S,im. 

Hon.  John  W^  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  snbmit  to  yoa  tar  yonr  personal  action  and  oaraM  ets- 

sideration  the  matter  of  William  H.  Ballard,  late  private  Co.  E,  157  N.  Y.  Re^.of 
Yolanteers,  whose  claim  I  aiptually  consider  to  be  one  where  the  greatest  iujustice  bM 
been  done  of  any  npon  the  records  of  the  PenHion  Bareaa.  I  will  be  as  brief  as  pos- 
sible and  confine  myself  to  the  points  in  the  case,  viz : 

William  H.  Ballard  was  enlisted  in  Company  £,the  157  N.  Y.  Regiment  of  Yolnn- 
teers,  on  or  about  August,  1862 ;  served  until  on  or  about  January  1st,  1863,  when  he  re- 
ceived iujnry  by  falling  into  a  ditch  in  the  nighttime,  while  acting  as  orderly  for  Dr. 
H.  C.  Heudrick,  at  which  time  he  was  carrying  a  medicine  oheet  for  said  doctor. 
The  falling  into  the  ditch  with  the  medicine  chest  cansed  a  rapture,  for  which  lie 
was  furnished  with  a  trnss  by  the  doctor  herein  named.  In  addition  to  the  riiptare 
he  received  an  injury  to  his  back,  cansing  general  curvature,  with  injury  to  kiduejs 
and  affecting  liver,  causing  general  debility,  so fficieut  torender  him  unfit  for  military 
service  in  the  field,  and  by  orders  from  the  War  Department  prior  to  the  battle  of  the 
Wilderness,  he,  not  being  able  for  duty  in  the  field,  was  transferred  to  Company  K, 
2nd  Battalion,  12th  Regt.  In  valid  Corps,  at  Washington.D.C, under  command  of  LieQt 
David  A.  Apple,  and  Dr.  Ingram,  hospital  surgeon,  at  Judiciary  Square.  D.  C. 

Three  weeks  after  his  transfer  to  this  command  he  reported  to  the  Q-  H.  sergt.  of 
that  Co.  (K),  making  complaint  that  he  was  not  getting  sufficient  to  eat,  andstatod 
others  besides  himself  were  snffering  for  the  necessaries  of  life ;  whereupon  the  sergt 
gave  him  a  push  and  ordered  him  to  go  to  his  quarters  or  that  he  (q.  m.  sergt.)  woald 
put  him  in  the  guardhouse :  and  while  the  sergt.  was  pushing  said  Ballartl  withbrate 
force,  the  latter  struck  q.  m.  sergt.,  knocking  him  down ;  on  regaininghis  feet  the  sergt; 
called  thecorporaloftbe  guard  and  cansed  Ballard  to  be  placed  in  thegnardhoose. 
after  remaining  there  fifteen  days  on  bread  and  water  he  managed  to  get  a  report  of 
his  condition  and  circumstances  to  the  War  Department,  and  the  next  day  a  commit- 
tee called  upon  Ballard  and  an  investigation  was  made,  and  it  was  ascertained  that 
the  rations  drawn  for  the  men  had  been  sold  by  officers  of  the  company,  through  Q. 
M.  sergt.  Ballard  was  immediately  released  and  returned  to  duty  by  the  officenof 
the  investigating  committee.  Said  investigation  caused  the  q.  m.  sergt.  to  be  re- 
duced to  the  ranks  and  Lieut.  David  A.  Apple,  commanding  Company  K,  was  severely 
reprimanded,  as  well  as  informed  that  if  there  was  a  repetition  of  such  action  as  per- 
mitting rations  to  be  sold  from  the  men  that  he  should  be  cashiered  and  sent  home  in 
disgrace.  This  caused  a  general  antipathy  of  this  officer  against  Ballard,  and  it  was 
manifested  to  so  great  an  extent  as  tocanse  that  officer,  through  the  instrumentality 
of  the  surgeon  (Ingram),  to  aim  to  take  his  life.  He  was  to  report  to  the  hospital  for 
medical  treatment  the  day  following,  and  was  stripped,  laid  upon  a  table,  and  cupped 
by  Dr.  Ingram  and  his  assistant  in  the  presence  of  Ballard's  company  officer  (David 
A.  Apple),  who  seemed  to  enjoy  the  torture.  He  was  then  sent  to  quarters  and  or- 
dered to  report  the  next  day  at  hospital,  which  he  did. 

On  entering  the  hospital  he  met  Lieut.  David  A.  Apple,  his  company  commanders, 
who  remained  in  the  office  until  the  doctor  had  prepared  a  dose  for  Ballard  to  swal- 
low, and  he,  Ballard,  fearing  and  positively  believing  that  it  was  their  intention  to 
poison  him,  declined  to  take  the  medicine.  He  was  then  told  by  the  doctor  that  the 
medicine  which  he  was  to  take  cost  the  Government  $15.00,  and  that  unless  he  took 
it  it  should  be  poured  down  him,  and  Ballard  fearing  to  disobey  the  doctor's  orders 
swallowed  the  medicine,  ^hen  the  lieut.  and  the  doctor  smiled.  Ballard  started  for 
his  quarters  and  before  he  had  reached  the  barracks  be  was  taken  with  vomiting 
paroxysms  and  threw  the  medicine  up.  A  dog  belonging  to  the  company  ate  some  of 
the  meat  that  Ballard  thraw  up,  and  in  less  than  an  boor  from  that  time  the  dog  died, 
which  can  be  proved  to  this  late  date.  The  next  day  he  would  not  report  to  sick 
call,  knowing  that  it  was  their  intention  to  kill  him.  The  following  day  he  was  taken 
b^  a  sqnad  of  armed  men  and  taken  to  a  place,  marched  into  a  room,  where  he  nearly 
died  under  the  snffering  and  torture  of  a  shower  bath.  After  which  he  was  led  to  his 
quarters,  and  being  unable  to  walk  alone,  and  placed  in  his  quarters,  where  he  re- 
mained for  four  or  five  days,  when  he  was  discharged  on  surgeon's  certificate  of  dis- 
ability, without  the  line  erased  (no  objection  to  his  being  re-enlisted  is  known  to 
exist). 

The  Army  regulations  require  the  above  sentence  to  be  erased  should  there  be  any- 
thing in  the  conduct  or  physical  condition  of  the  soldier  rendering  him  unfit  for  the 
Army. 

This  fact  of  Ballard's  being  discharged  on  sar^eon's  certificate  of  disability  is  posi- 
tive proof  that  they  did  not  conform  to  the  requirements  of  military  duty.  The  fact 
of  Ballard's  being  compelled  to  w^ear  a  truss  to  support  rupture  and  having  to  be 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  399 

enpped  for  spinal  injury,  causing  general  onrvature,  shows  malice  on  the  part  of  Dr. 
Alexander  Ingram,  hospital  surgeon,  supposed  to  be  influenced  by  Lieut.  David  A. 
Apple,  who  was  in  command  of  the  forces  at  the  hospital,  who  had  received  censuT#^ 
for  selling  or  allowing  to  be  sold  rations  for  the  troops  of  the  Invalid  Corps.  In  ad 
dition  to  other  wrongs  done  Ballard,  Dr.  Ingram  caused  to  be  placed  on  the  wai 
record  that  Ballard's  injuries  existed  prior  to  his  enlistment,  of  which  he  did  not  nor 
never  did  have  an^  personal  or  ofiSciaJ  knowledge  whatsoever,  but  based  purely  upoD 
malice  and  prejudice,  with  intent  to  injure  Ballard's  intermt  at  present  and  in  tba 
fnture.  The  company's  rolls  were  filled  up  by  Lieut.  Davia  A.  Apple,  and  his  antip* 
athy  was  again  manifested  by  his  reporting  Ballard  as  being  dishonorably  dis- 
charged, which  honorable  discharge  is  in  his  possession.  The  statement  of  Lieut. 
David  A  Apple  was  recorded  on  the  company's  rolls,  was4in  act  of  malice  and  done 
expressly  to  injure  Ballard,  in  retaliation  for  the  reprimands  hehad  received  through 
the  Government  officials,  for  the  disposal  of  rations  sold  by  and  through  him  while 
he  commanded  Company  K,  12th  Regt.  Invalid  Corps. 

The  crookedness  of  Dr.  Ingram  has  been  manifested  by  his  not  filing  a  copy  of  Bal- 
lard's discharge  to  the  Surgeon-General  of  the  United  States  Army  untilthe  dark  side  oi 
this  case  had  been  brought  to  light.  The  reports  made  by  Lieut.  David  A.  Apple  have 
been  detrimental  to  every  interest  of  Ballard's — have  prejudiced  examiners — and 

S laced  an  honorable  soldier's  career  in  an  unpleasant  lignt,  and  wholly  and  solely  to 
o  injury  to  claimant,  and  defraud  and  disgrace,  and  forever  ruin  the  name,  the  char- 
acter, and  the  record  of  a  poor,  disabled  soldier,  who  only  asked  for  enough  to  eat 
while  serving  his  country's  cause  in  disabled  state  of  health,  in  a  land  of  plenty,  and 
at  the  capital  of  our  Union,  and  merely  soliciting  that  with  which  the  Government 
boantifnily  supplied,  must  be  treated  like  a  dog  by  Q.  M.  Sergt.,  placed  in  prison  like 
a  thief,  tortured  by  poison  from  the  hands  of  a  surgeon,  nearly  drowned  by  the  orders 
of  a  thieving  lieut.,  and  then  have  his  honorable  military  service,  vouched  for  as  it  is 
by  an  honorable  discharge,  marked  on  the  rolls  of  the  company  by  the  hand  of  Lieut. 
Apple  as  diihonorably  discharged.  This  is  a  specimen  of  injustice  that  shall  not  go  to 
the  grave  of  a  worthy  soldier  and  sufferer,  without  picturing  to  your  honor  these 
facts  as  set  forth ;  this  unrivalled  act  of  cruelty,  and  this  stigma  of  shame  on  the  part 
of  a  thieving  officer  and  an  unprincipled  snrgeon.  shall  not  go  uninvestigated.  Lieut. 
Apple  should  have  been  cashiered,  dishonorably  dismissed  from  the  service,  with  a 
coat  of  tar  and  feathers  and  shaved  head  as  an  ornament  to  his  unprincipled  carcass. 

The  Pension  Bureau  has  sent  a  special  examiner  into  the  field  in  Ballard's  case  by 
the  name  of  Theodore  Smith,  who  being  prejudiced  as  would  be  natural  against  the 
claimant,  William  H.  Ballard,  prior  to  seeing  him.  During  the  investigation  of  Bal- 
lard's case  he,  the  special  examiner,  Theodore  Smith,  called  the  claimant  a  liar  when 
anawerin|(  one  of  his  questions  as  an  officer  of  the  Government,  whereupon  lie  came 
near  receiving  a  chastisement  from  the  indignant  claimant  for  the  insult.  This  also 
made  matters  worse  and  caused  antipathy  to  exist  prejudicial  to  the  interest  of  claim- 
ant, whose  case  was  being  investigated.  And  to  show  his  venom,  he  canceled  the 
affidavit  of  Dr.  John  WalT^  and  marked  against  the  professional  onaraoter,  a  stigma 
that  If  the  doctor  was  living  he  would  find  a  foe  worthy  of  his  steel,  for  placing  the 
word  '* unreliable"  against  the  reputation  of  Dr.  Wall.  This  same  Theoaore  Smith 
at  present  officiates  as  chief  of  a  division  in  the  Pension  Bureau,  and  whose  reputa- 
tion as  an  unprincipled  examiner  is  known  by  every  claimant  in  whose  case  he  has 
officiated  as  a  pension  examiner. 

On  or  about  the  25th  day  of  July,  said  Theodore  Smith  did  say  to  claimant  and  his 
attorney  that  he  had  never  done  anything  against  the  interest  of  claimant's  case,  and 
had  never  ascertained  from  any  person  interviewed  in  Ballard's  behalf  anything 
against  the  claimant's  right  to  pension.  The  day  or  two  after  this  interview  the 
attorney  called  up  the  papers  in  Ballard's  case  and  found  that  Smith  had  canceled  the 
very  affidavit  of  the  worthy  physician  who  had  treated  claimant  from  his  return  from 
the  service  to  the  date  of  his  death.  A  doctor  whose  reputation  was  spotless  and  of 
whose  character  no  person  had  cause  to  impeach  or  censure. 

This  Theodore  Smith,  with  his  own  biassed  ideas  and  revenge  upon  Ballard  for  his 
threatened  attempt  to  revenge  Smith's  insult,  marked  the  Dr.  John  Wall's  professional 
character  as  *'  unreliable." 

With  this  almost  endless  chain  of  malice  and  prejudice  which  is  plain  for  any  child  to 
detect,  these  circumstances  and  statements  herein  made,  and  sworn  to  as  submitted  to 
the  executive  officer  of  the  Interior,  for  his  views  and  careful  consideration ;  knowing 
and  believing  that  proper  investigation  will  be  given  this  claimant's  just  claim  for  pen- 
sion. Positive  and  reliable  evidence  is  on  tile,  showing  the  origin  of  rupture  under 
statement  of  the  medical  o  fficer  in  whose  employ  said  Ballard  was  officiating  as  orderly 
at  the  time  of  his  receiving  said  rupture,  and  for  which  was  given  a  truss  by  tue  surgeon 
at  the  time  of  receiving  the  rupture.   In  addition  to  which  he  received  injury  to 

Sine,  causing  general  curvature,  disease  of  kidneys,  the  scorbutic  afi'ection  of  liver. 
L  injaries  and  diseases  of  which  were  received  at  tue  moment  in  which  he  received 
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the  fall  in  the  night  while  transporting  thfi  medicine  ohest  of  Dr.  H.  E.  Hendrieki 
and  in  the  line  of  duty. 

This  is  a  sworn  statement  of  claimant  which  is  verified  by  docomenis  on  file  and 
affidavits  which  can  be  furnished  to  prove. 

William  H.  Ballard. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  5th  of  August,  Ifr^. 

B.  J.  Mkxgs, 

CUrk. 
By  J.  Q.  Williams, 

An't.  Ckh 


Washington,  D.  C,  Aug,  5, 1889. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noblb, 

Sec^y  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  In  reply  to  a  letter  received  from  Commissioner  John  Q.  Black,  of  July  19, 
1886, 1  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  allegations  as  set  forth  by  him  in  said  letter 
were  erroneous  and  from  what  cause  nukuown ;  first,  he  states  that  the  claimant 
William  H.  Ballard,  late  of  Co.  £,  157th  N.Y.  Vols.,  was  dishonorably  dischaiged 
from  the  United  States  service,  which  is  false,  as  his  honorable  discharge  certificate  is 
in  his  possession. 

Second.  The  statement  of  Lieut.  David  A.  Apple,  commandiog  his  company,  alleeas 
that  claimant  was  a  worthless  soldier,  and  should  be  dishonoraoly  discharged  for  the 
good  of  the  service ;  and,  that  he  had  been  court-martialed  three  times,  which  is  fisdse 
on  its  face,  as  it  is  officially  stated  this  day,  Aug.  5th,  1889,  by  the  Assistant  Jndge- 
Advocate-Qeneral,  U.S. A., that  no  court-martial  is  on  record  against  thenaoieof 
William  H.  Ballard,  company  and  regiment  aforesaid,  and  from  what  authority  said 
dignitary  based  the  statement  of  three  court-martials  is  unknown  nor  can  not  be  «>• 
counted  for  in  any  other  manner  than  emanating  from  the  epecial  examiner,  Theodors 
Smith,  at  present  acting  chief  of  the  Special  Examining  Division. 

ComniiKsioner  Black  further  states  that  the  claimant  was  an  unconquerable 
maligner  and  morally  disqualified  for  the  U.  S.  service.  From  what  cause  or  official 
authority  such  damaging  statements  are  made  by  the  Commissioner  is  an  enigma 
which  the  investigation  must  plainly  and  positively  show  from  the  official  records, 
but  nothing  will  be  accepted  from  the  official  pen  of  Lieut.  Apple,  as  every  action  on 
his  part  has  been  of  the  darkest  type  of  animosity,  which  will  be  clearly  and  satis- 
factorily established  when  the  case  of  said  claimant  is  thoroughly  investigated. 

For  twenty  years  this  claim  has  been  under  a  state  of  acyudication,  ancf  not  until 
the  last  administration  was  the  claimant  cognizant  of  the  wrongs  and  the  injustice 
that  had  been  done  him,  and  now,  with  the  Inll  belief  that  justice  may  be  meted  oat, 
he  enforces  his  claim  from  a  conscientious  standpoint,  that  Justice  may  be  done  in 
his  case,  which  stands  without  a  rival  for  ii^justice  in  the  Pension  Bureau. 

William  H.  Ballard, 


Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  5th  day  of  August,  1889. 

R.  J.  Mkigs. 

By  L.  Q.  Williams,  A9^ 

(Indoned.] 

Department  of  tbs  Intkrior, 

Aug,  7, 1889. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Hon.  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  for  consideration  and 
special  examination  as  to  the  charge  made  against  one  Theo,  Smith,  chief  of  division. 

Ctrus  Busskt, 

Department  of  the  Interior,  App't  Div.  Received  Aug.  10, 1889.  Dated  Aug.  5, 
1889.  From  William  H.  Ballard,  Washington,  D.  C.  Subject.  Action  of  the  Boraan 
of  Pensions  in  his  pension  claim,  accompanied  by  sworn  statement* 
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Exhibit  G. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  July  29,  1891. 
The CoMM^iONER  OF  Pensions: 

Sir  :  Several  weeks  affo,  io  a  personal  oonyersation  with  yon,  I  nrgently  reoom- 
mended  the  transfer  of  Mr.  Harry  £.  Liuea weaver  IVoin  the  office  of  the  assistant 
chief  clerk.  I  again  most  respectfully  hat  urgently  reconimend  his  entire  separation 
from  said  office,  feeling  assored  that  such  action  will  he  for  the  host  interests  of  the 
service. 

Very  respectfolly^ 

Cyrus  Busset, 
ABtiaiant  Secretary, 


Departbient  of  the  Interior,  Pension  Office, 

fVatkingion,  D.  C,  February  12, 1889. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  : 

Sir  :  For  meritorioos  services,  I  wonld  respectfully  recommend  the  promotion  of 
Mr.  Harry  E.  Lineaweaver,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  a  clerkship  of  class  #1,000  to  one 
»f  class  one,  to  take  effect  on  the  16th  inst.,  vice  J.  M.  Peyton,  promoted. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  C.  Black, 

CommieHtmer, 

(Indorsed:)  Fehmai7  12th,  1889.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  the  pro- 
motion of  Mr.  Harry  £.  L'neaweaver,  of  Penn'a.  Approved,  Wm.  F.  Vilas,  Secre- 
tary.   Feh.  15,  '89,  promoted.    C.  W.  Z. 

Department  of  ti^s  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Waehington,  Mar.  26, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 

ChW  of  Appointment  Dwieion, 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WashingUmf  D.  C,  February  Vlth,  1889. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions: 

Sir  :  We  desire  to  present  to  you,  for  favorable  consideration,  the  name  of  Mr. 
Harry  E.  Lineaweaver,  who  is  now  a  clerk  of  class  $1,000.  Mr.  Lineaweaver  has 
been  for  some  months  assigned  to  duty  in  the  room  of  the  chief  clerk,  is  a  competent 
and  industrious  clerk,  and  is  always  willing  to  perform  whatever  services  are  required 
of  him,  whether  it  be  within  or  after  office  hoars. 
We  earnestly  hope  that  his  industry  will  receive  recognition  at  an  early  day. 
Very  respectfully, 

W,  S.  Brock. 
John  W.  Lawrence. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WaehingUm,  March  26, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  ooiieot  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNER, 

Chitf  of  Appointment  Divieian. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Deeemher  27,  1889^ 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  : 

Sir  :  For  meritorious  services  rendered,  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  the  proino- 
^on  of  Mr.  Harry  Lineaweaver,  of  PennsylvamiV,  Itqiq  a  olerkshiji  of  cli^ss  two  t9  t»be 

26  PBW« 
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grade  of  stenographer,  at  $1,600  per  annanii  to  take  effect  the  Ist  of  Janmary,  1690. 
▼ice  George  C.  Ohren,  diBmiasecL 
Very  reepectfally, 

Hiram  Smiths  Jb., 
Aotmg  CawmiuUmer. 

(Indorsed :)  December  27th,  1889.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  the  pro- 
motion of  Mr.  H.  E.  Lineaweaver.  ApproTcd,  Cyras  Bossey,  Assistant  Secretsiy. 
Dec.  30,  '89,  promoted.  J.  A.  C. 

Dbpabtbient  of  the  Intbrior,  Office  of  thb  Sxckibtart, 

JFashingtaHf  Mar,  *26, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNKR, 

Chi^  of  Appoinimmt  JHvuUm, 


Dkpartmbnt  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

JVaskingtony  D.  C„  Apr.  33,  1888. 

The  Secretart  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  For  meritorioas  services  rendered,  I  respectfully  recommend  the  promotioo  of 
Mr.  Harry  £.  LiDeaweaver,  of  Penn.,  from  a  clerkship  of  class  one  to  one  of  class  two, 
to  take  effect  May  1,  1889,  vice  Calvin  S.  Moutagae,  transferred. 
Very  respectfully, 

James  Tanner, 

CommUtwuw. 

(Indorsed:)  Apr.  23,  1889.  From  Commissioner.  Sabject:  Promotion  of  Harry  E. 
Lineaweaver,  of  P.,  from  class  one  to  class  two.  Approved,  Geo.  Chandler,  first  ss* 
sistant  secretary.  Approved,  John  W.  Noble,  Secretary.  Promoted  April  S96,  '89. 
C.  W.  Z. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Watihingiim,  Mar.  26, 1893. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNBR,  .    ^    ,- 

Chief  cf  Appointment  Division, 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Pension  Office, 

Washington,  D,  C.^Aug.  9,  1885^ 

Sir  :  That  the  request  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  be  oometly 
complied  with,  and  to  perfect  the  records  of  this  office,  yon  are  requested  to  answer 
the  following  interrogatories  and  return  to  the  desk  of  the  assistant  chief  clerk  at 
•nee. 

Very  respectfaDy, 

John  C.  Black, 

CommisHtnur. 

What  is  your  ftill  name  f— H.  E.  Lineaweaver. 

When  and  where  were  you  born  T — A.ng.  3, 1868 ;  Shrewsbury,  York  Co.,  Pa. 

What  is  your  present  actual  legal  resideuce  f — Washington,  D.  0. 

When  and  how  did  you  become  a  citizen  of  the  State  to  which  you  are  accredited  t 

Aug.  3,  1868;  by  birth. 

How  lon^  had  yon  resided  in  the  District  of  Columbia  when  first  appointed  to  Gov- 
ernment office  f — Since  infancy. 

How  long  had  you  resided  in  the  District  of  Columbia  when  first  appointed  in  the 
Pension  Bureau  f -^Nearly  15  years. 

Were  you  a  soldier  or  sailor  in  the  late  war  f  If  so,  in  what  company  and  regiment 
did  you  serve,  or  on  what  vessel,  if  in  the  Navy  t 

Are  yon  married  or  single  f — Single. 

Have  yon  any  relatives  in  the  public  service  t — I  have. 

When  were  you  first  appointed,  and  at  what  salary  t~Date,  June  SO,  1883 :  salaiy. 
1400. 

Qive  date  of  subsequent  promotions,  reductions,  transfers,  etc. 

What  is  your  present  salary  T— 400. 

In  what  division  of  the  office  are  yon  now  employed  t— C.  and  A. 

H.  £.  LlNBAWEAYXB. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR,  BUREAU  OF  PENSIONS, 

Washington,  />.  a.Nwemher  6, 1889. 

Sir  :  In  order  to  perfect  the  records  of  this  Barean,  yon  are  rea  nested  to  answer  the 
fjlmwing  interrogatories  aud  retom  to  the  desk  of  the  chief  clerk  at  once. 
Very  respeotfaUy, 

Green  B.  Baum, 

CtnMniuUmer. 

What  is  your  foil  name  t — Henry  E.  Linea weaver. 

When  and  where  were  yon  horn  f — ^Ang.  3,  1868:  Washington,  D.  C. 

From  what  State  were  yoo  appointed  f —Pennsylvania. 

What  is  yonr  present  legal  residenoe  t  Town,  Shrewsbury ;  conntyi  York ;  State, 
Pa. ;  Congressional  district,  19. 

What  is  yoor  city  residence  t— 100  5th  st.,  S.  £. 

What  is  yonr  present  salary  f — Foarteen  hnndred. 

When  were  you  appointed  f — July  2,  1888. 

Were  yon  transferred  to  this  Bnrean  f  If  so,  when,  and  from  what  office  and  de- 
partment; the  salar}'  received  and  the  duties  performed 

In  what  division  are  you  now  employed  t — Chief  clerk. 

Have  yon  been  promoted  or  reduced  since  entering  this  Bureau  t  If  so,  state  the 
date  or  dates,  and  the  grade  or  grades  from  which  snch  promotions  or  reductions 
were  made-'40O  to  660,  Nov.  6,  1&86 ;  to  900,  July  1, 1887  ;  to  1,000,  Oct.  16, 1887 ;  to 
1,200,  Feb.  16, 1889 ;  and  to  1,400,  May  1,  '89. 

Did  yoa  or  any  member  of  your  family  perform  any  military  or  naval  service  dar- 
ing the  late  war  t  If  so,  state  the  organization  or  vessel  and  the  length  of  service— 
No. 

Were  yon  wounded  in  the  service,  or  yoor  health  injured  t  Jf  so,  state  the  amount 
of  i>ension,  if  any,  you  are  now  receiving,  when  said  pension  was  first  allowsd,  and 
what  is  the  date  of  your  present  certificate — No. 

Is  your  usual  health  such  as  to  enable  you  to  perform  the  duties  of  yoor  present 
position  t — Yes. 


Exhibit  H, 

House  of  Representatives,  U.  8., 

Waahingian,  D,  C,  December  10, 1891. 

Mr.  Sami  M.  McCnllongh,  while  an  employ^  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  never  gave  me 
any  information  either  directly  or  indirectly  regarding  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
or  the  affairs  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  or  do  I  know  of  nis  doing  so  to  any  one. 

Gko.  B.  Flemmino. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  10  day  of  December^  1891. 

J.  Wm.  Henrt, 

Nfitary  Puhlio, 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Wtukingtonj  March  28, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNBR, 

Chief  of  Appointment  DivieUm, 


Washington,  D.  C,  Deoomher  10, 1891. 

While  connected  with  the  Pension  Office,  I  never  in  any  way,  gave  Mr.  Grcorge  B. 
Flemming,  or  any  other  person,  any  information,  directlv  or  indirectly,  upon  which  to 
base  an  article  in  newspapers.  My  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Flemming  began  long  prior 
to  any  attack  upon  Geu'l  Ranni,  and  was  entirely  of  a  social  nature;  we  both  belonging 
to  the  same  soldier  organization.  I  never  met  Mr.  Flemming  by  appointment :  our 
meetings  were  casual  at  hotels  in  the  evenings,  as  I  would  meet  many  other  fnends 
in  taking  an  evening  walk,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  attacks  made  by  him 
upon  Qen'l  Raum,  nor  did  he  or  any  one  else  inform  me  that  articles  attacking  Genl 
Raom  were  to  be  published.    I,  at  times,  saw  articles  in  newspapers,  but  knew  noti)«> 
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iDj(  of  them  prior  to  their  pnblicAtion.  While  an  employ^  of  the  PeDsion  Office  I 
tried  faithfully  to  do  my  doty  under  Gen'l  Rnum,  the  same  ae  I  did  nnder  other  Com- 
miesionersy  and  wae  in  no  way  disloyal  to  him. 

Sam'l  M.  McCuixoogu. 

Babfloribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  tenth  day  of  December,  1891. 

O.  M.  Baix, 
Notary  FubUc 

Dbpartmsmt  ov  ths  Intbrior,  Office  of  thx  Sxcbetasy, 

Woihingtan,  March  2S,  1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  0.  TONNXR, 

Chief  of  Ajfpainimeni  IHmswm. 


MBMORANDUK. 

Hon.  E.  B.  Taylor,  member  of  Congress,  from  Ohio,  called  at  the  office  in  the  inter 
est  of  the  reinstatement  of  Samoel  M.  MoColloiigh,  and  expressed  to  the  Commissioner 
his  confidence  in  Mr.  McCnlloogh's  candor  and  integrity,  and  urged  that  he  be  rein- 
stated. 

Mr.  Capeharty  also  a  member  of  Congress,  from  West  Virginia,  also  called  npon  the 
Commissioner  in  regard  to  the  same  matter,  and  made  substantially  tibe  same  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Taylor. 

Senator  Faulkner,  of  West  Virginia,  also  called  upon  the  Commissioner,  and  in  an 
inteiview  tiled  the  affidavits  of  Samnel  M.  McCnllough  and  George  B.  Flemming,  and 
expressed  his  unreserred  opinion  that  Mr.  McCnllough  is  trustworthy  and  will  demean 
himself  fa ithf ally  as  a  clerk  if  reinstated.  The  Senator  further  expressed  himself  as 
fully  in  accord  with  the  Commissioner  that  all  the  employes  of  the  Bureau,  whether 
they  agree  with  the  head  of  the  office  in  politics  or  not,  should  render  him  faithful 
and  loyal  service,  and  that  where  the  contrary  appeared  they  should  be  dismissed, 
and  that  if  he  believed  that  Mr.  McCnllough  had  oeen  guilty  of  disloyalty  towards 
the  Commissioner  he  would  not  ask  his  reinstatement. 

Department  of  the  IirrsRiOR,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WoBhington,  Mar.  98,  1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C,  TOXNSR, 

Chief  of  Appoi9Ume»t  Divieum. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Deo.  23d,  189L 

Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUHoner  of  PentUme: 

Sir  :  I  hereby  make  application  to  be  reinstated  upon  the  rolls  of  the  Pension 
Office  and  transmit  herewith  my  affidavit  and  the  affidavit  of  George  B.  Flemming  for 
your  consideration.  In  addition  to  the  statements  made  by  me  in  said  affidavit  I 
will  add  the  following : 

First.  I  served  in  the  Army  during  the  war  for  the  Union. 

Second.  I  have  a  family  dependent  upon  me  for  their  support. 

Third.  I  admit  that  at  the  time  I  met  said  George  B.  Flemming  I  iieaociated  with 
him,  with  a  number  of  other  clerks  of  the  Pension  Office;  that  I  was  aware  of  the 
fact  that  he  was  waging  a  war  through  the  newspapers  upon  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions,  and  npon  the  Pension  Office,  and,  while  it  did  not  occur  to  me  at  the  time, 
I  realize  now  that  my  association  with  said  George  B.  Flemming  was  calculated  to 
create  the  just  impression  that  I  was  in  full  sympathy  with  him  in  his  attacks  upon 
the  Commissioner  and  the  Ponbion  Office.  I  now,  however,  declare  without  reserve 
that  such  was  not  the  case.  I  also  declare  that  in  my  conversation  with  said  George 
B.  Flemming  I  have  chided  him  for  his  attacks  npon  the  Commissioner,  and  have  cited 
certain  matters  in  his  publications  which  he  knew  to  be  untrue. 

1  declare  without  reserN'e  that  I  never  at  any  time  gave  suggestions  to  said  Flem- 
ming in  regard  to  his  said  attacks.  I  fully  subscribe  to  the  principles  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  an  enip1oy6  of  a  Bureau  to  give  bis  loyal  support  to  the  chief  of  the  Bureao, 
BDd  not  to  use  his  position  as  a  olerk  iu  the  Bureau  to  make  attaoka  hif^fj^if^  or  to 
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assist  others  id  cloinii;  so,  Dpon  the  chief  of  the  Bnreaa  or  the  office  itself.  In  my 
opinion  it  is  the  claty  of  an  employ^  if  he  sees  anything  wrong  going  on  in  the  office 
to  give  information  at  once  to  the  chief  of  tho  Barean,  so  he  can  apply  the  proper 
correction,  and  if  I  shall  be  restored  to  a  clerical  position  in  the  Pension  Office  I  will 
act  upon  the  foregoing  principles. 
Very  respectfoUy, 

Sam'l  M.  McCullough, 

Dbpartmknt  of  thx  Interior,  Ofsicb  or  tub  Sbcrktart. 

WiuhingUm,  Mar.  28, 1893. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNKR, 

Cki^  of  Appoimimmit  DMiiam. 


Dspartmbnt  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  B.  C,  Deoemher  24, 1891. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  I  transmit  herewith  the  application  of  Samnel  M.  MoCnllongh  for  reinstate- 
ment as  a  clerk  in  this  Bureau,  together  with  his  affidavit  and  the  affidavit  of  George 
B.  FJemming,  to  both  of  which  attention  is  invited. 

I  also  hand  yon  a  memorandum  of  conversation  had  by  me  with  Hon.  E.  B.  Taylor, 
of  Ohio,  Hon.  James  Capehart,  of  West  Virginia,  and  Senator  Faulkner,  of  the  same 
State. 

I  am  willing  to  accent  this  explanation  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  McOnllough,  and  I 
respectfully  recommend  that  he  oe  reinstated. 
Very  respectfully, 

Greek  B.  Raum, 

CommisHoner, 

(Indorsed :)  Deo.  24, 1891.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  recommends  the  reinstat<e- 
ment  of  Sam'l  M.  McCnllongh,  of  Ohio.  Was  dismissed  as  a  clerk  of  class  :{  in 
Pension  Office ;  e£fect  June  3U,  1691.  C.  G.  A.  Jan.  7, 1892.  Asked  Com'r  Pensions 
what  disposition  he  wishes  made  of  this.  0.  G.  A.  March  8,  '92.  Reo'd  renewal 
recommendation . 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Wa$hingUm,  Mar,  28,  1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  0.  TONNER, 

Ckitf  of  A]^po\ntmmi  DiviaUm. 


MEMORANDUM. 

Hon.  E.  B.Taylor,  member  of  Congress  from  Ohio,  called  at  the  office  in  the  interest 
of  the  reinstatement  of  Samnel  M.  McCnllongh,  and  expressed  to  the  Commissioner 
his  confidence  in  Mr.  McCnllougVs  candor  and  integri^,  and  urged  that  he  be  re- 
instated. 

Mr.  Capehart,  also  a  member  of  Congress,  from  West  Virginia,  also  called  upon  the 
Commissioner  in  regard  to  the  same  matter  and  made  substantially  the  same  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Taylor. 

Senator  Faulkner,  of  West  Virginia,  also  called  upon  the  Commissioner,  and  in  an 
interview  filed  the  affidavits  of  Samuel  H.  McCuUough  and  George  B.  Fleming,  and 
expressed  his  unreaei'ved  opinion  that  Mr.  McCnllongh  is  trustworthy  and  will  de- 
mean himself  faithfully  as  a  clerk  if  reinstated.  The  Senator  further  expressed  him- 
self as  fnlly  in  accord  with  the  Commissioner  that  all  the  employ^  of  the  Bureau, 
whether  they  agree  with  the  head  of  the  office  in  politics  or  not,  should  render  him 
faithful  and  loyal  service,  and  that  where  the  contrary  appeared  they  should  be  dis- 
missed, and  that  If  he  believed  that  Mr.  McCullough  had  been  guilty  of  disloyalty 
towards  the  Commissioner  he  would  not  ask  his  reinstatement. 
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Depaktbuent  of  ths  Intbrior,  Bureau  of  PsMaiOHS, 

WMhingUm,  D.  C.fJunsSQ^  189L 
Mr.  Samubl  M.  McCullouoh, 

Present : 

Sir  :  On  the  reoommendation  of  the  CommiBsioiier,  yoor  aervioee  as  a  elerk  of  oImi 
three  in  the  Pension  Office  are  hereby  dispensed  with  from  and  after  Jane  30tii, 
1891. 

RespTy, 

Gso.  Chamdubb, 
AcHng  Secretars. 
(Thro*  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.) 


House  of  REPRBSSNTATiyss,  U.  8., 

.    Warren,  O.,  July  3d,  1891. 
Hon.  Grrbn  B.  Raum, 

CommisHoner  of  Pensione  : 

Sir:  I  understand  that  Sam'l  M.  MeCnllongh,  recently  dismissed  from  the  Pensioa 
Office,  has  made  application  for  reinstatement. 

Mr.  McCnllongh  rec'd  his  appointment  through  my  aid,  being  a  eonstitnent  of 
mine,  and  while  I  know  nothing  as  to  the  facte  in  the  case,  my  knowledi^  of  his 
character  and  the  reputation  he  sustains  precludes  me  from  believing  that  he  iiss 
done  or  ever  can  do  a  dishonorable  act. 

I  have  the  honor  therefore  to  reqaest  that  you  give  him  a  patient  hearing.    Greatl; 
hopiuK  that  you  will  still  find  him  worthy  of  your  confidence, 
Very  respectfully, 

£.  B.  Tatijor. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  C  Jiily  8,  1891. 
Hon.  Grebn  B.  Raum, 

Commisaionet*  of  Peneiom : 

Dear  Sir  :  Permit  me  to  call  your  special  attention  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Samnel 
McCnl lough,  recently  dismissed  from  service  in  the  office,  Western  division.  Mr. 
McCu Hough  not  definitely  ascertained  the  reason  for  his  dismissal,  bat  has  heard 
that  he  has  been  charged  with  'furnishing  facts  for  articles  in  newspapers,  all  of 
which  he  most  positively  denies,  and  asks  a  full  and  free  investigation  of  tne  matter. 
Mr.  McCuUougn  served  with  me  through  the  war,  and  I  know  him  to  be  a  capable 
and  worthy  man.  He  was  raised  in  the  town  in  which  I  reside,  but  is  not  a  resident 
of  my  district  at  this  time.  Mr.  McOuUongh  is  the  brother-in-law  of  the  Hon.  James 
Capehart,  a  member  of  the  52nd  Congress  fiom  West  Ya.,  his  district  lying  along 
the  Ohio  River  opposite  mine.  Mr.  Capehart  is  a  personal  friend  of  mine  and  has 
asked  me  to  favor  him  in  securing  the  reinstatement  of  Mr.  McCullough.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  Mr.  McCullough  is  entitled  to  a  hearing  to  any  charge  made  against 
him,  and  I  most  earnestly  request  that  he  be  reinstated  to  his  position  at  an  early 
date. 

While  his  brother-in-law,  Mr.  Capehart,  differs  with  me  in  politics,  he  is  a  most  re- 
liable and  excellent  man,  and  it  will  bo  a  personal  favor  to  mo  if  I  can  aid  Mr.  Cape- 
hart in  having  Mr.  Mcnallougfa  reinstated.    This  is  in  addition  to  my  firiendship  to 
Mr.  McCullough,  as  ap  old  comrade. 
I  am,  general,  ve»f  respectfully, 

W.  H.  Enochs, 
lf.C.12  J)Ui.of  (Hnkt, 


Fremont,  O.,  10  Jaly,  189L 

Dear  General  :  My  comrade  and  associate  in  the  war,  Lt.  Sam'l  M.  McCalloagb, 
has  been  dismissed  from  your  office.    Of  course  I  know  nothing  of  the  facts  person- 
ally, bnt  I  writ«  to  request  your  personal  and  favorable  attention  to  his  case.    This 
for  the  sake  of  *'Auld  Lang  Syne.''    I  hope  you  can  save  him. 
Sincerely, 

Euthbbford  B.  Hates. 
Qen.  Raum,  etc.,  etc. 
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Ponn  Pleasant,  W.  Va.,  Juljf  10, 1891. 
Hon.  Qrben  B.  Raum, 

CommUHoner  of  Pennons : 

Dbar  Sir  :  I  write  yon  a  line  in  behalf  of  S«m'lM.  MoCalloagh,  who  is  my  brother- 
in-law,  and  who  has  been  disoharged  from  the  Pension  Office,  snpposedly  for  malign- 
ing you.  Knowing  McCalloagb  as  1  do,  I  believe  that  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  stoop 
to  snob  a  vile  thing.  I  know  that  he  did  not  do  it.  He  ma^  have  some  personal 
enemies  in  the  Bareau  who  have  made  bis  superiors  believe  this  thing. 
Please  reinstate  him  and  I  will  always  consider  it  a  peraonal favor  to  me. 
Respectfully, 

J«  Capxhart,  M.  C, 

Aih  W.  Va.  DUU 


Washimotok,  D.  C,  Oct.  34, 1891. 

Mt  Dbar  General  :  I  have  a  good  and  trne  friend,  Col.  Sam'l  N.  Hoyt,  whom  I  re- 
gard as  mv  good  father  (my  wife^).  John  Jamison  and  my  brother,  James  Jamison, 
both  of  whom  knew  yon,  regard  you  as  they  were  devoted  to  yon,  and  believe  you  and 
trusted  yon ;  so  I  believe  and  trust  and  amaevoted  to  Col.  Sam  Hoyt,  for  I  have  known 
him  about  thirty  years.  And,  General,  I  believe  him  when  he  says  put  MoCullou^^h 
back,  for  he  is  an  innocent  hian. 
Faithfully,  your  friend, 

JA0PBB  W.  Johnson. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WashingioH,  October  27,  1891. 
The  Secretart  of  the  Interior  : 

Sir  :  I  have  before  me,  by  reference  of  Asst.  Secretary  Bussey,  of  October  14th,  the 
application  of  Samuel  McCnllough  for  reinstatement  as  a  clerk  of  class  three  in  the 
Pension  Office,  and  note  the  request  that  I'report  upon  the  same. 

In  reply  1  will  state  that  for  a  number  of  months  before  Mr.  McCnllongh  was  retired 
from  the  service  I  was  satisfied  from  his  constant  association  with  George  B.  Fleming 
that  he  identified  himself  with  Mr.  Fleming  in  his  libelons  attacks  upon  me  and  the 
Bnreau.  Mr.  McCnllough  was  one  of  the  coterie  of  Pension  Office  clerks  who  night 
after  night  met  Mr.  Fleming  at  Willard's  Hotel  and  was  in  consultation  with  him 
there.  These  Pension  -  Office  clerks  always  knew  beforehand  when  the  libelous  at« 
tacks  were  to  appear  and  what  papers  they  would  be  published  in,  and  they  frequently 
met  at  various  places  in  the  Pension  Office,  read  the  articles,  and  expressed  satisfac- 
tion at  the  attacks  that  were  made  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  Men  are  to 
be  Judged  by  their  conduct  and  not  simply  from  what  they  say.  Mr.  McCnllongh's 
conduct  was  such  as  to  induce  many  persons  in  the  office,  as  well  as  myself,  to  believe 
that  he  was  a  part  of  the  conspiracy  to  injure  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  to 
brinsc  the  Bnreau  of  Pensions  into  disrepute.  Mr.  McCnllough  states  that  he  '' nas 
at  aU  times  entertained  the  most  loyal  fealty  to  the  Commissioner."  He  has  shown 
his  feaHy  in  a  very  poor  way,  being  the  constant  associate  of  a  man  who  is  well 
known  to  have  prepared  and  published  the  sreat  minority  of  the  slanderous  articles 
against  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  I  tl^erefore  am  unable  to  recommend  Mr. 
McCnllongh's  restoration  to  his  former  position  in  the  Pension  Office. 
Very  reapectfttlly, 

Grxbn  B.  Raum, 

ComwUiHoner, 


United  States  Senate, 
WaakingioH,  D.  C,  January  15,  1893. 
Hon.  Green  B.  Raum  : 

Mt  Dear  Sir:  I  hope  yon  will  not  consider  me  as  stepping  bevond  the  bounds  of 
propriety  when  I  write  by  my  secretary,  Mr.  Syme,  to  learn  whether  or  not  you  have 
complied  with  the  urgent  request  I  have  made  for  the  reinstatement  of  the  gentle- 
man in  whose  interest  I  have  twice  seen  you. 

You  will  place  me  under  great  obligations  to  you,  if  consistent  with  your  own  self- 
respect,  you  can  reinstate  this  gentleman.  I  would  not  ask  it  were  I  not  confident 
that  the  evidence  is  conclusive,  in  your  possession,  that  he  was  not  guilty  of  the  in* 
subordination  charged  against  him. 

Pleaite  let  roe  hear  by  my  secretary  as  to  your  action. 
Vecy  truly,  yonis, 

Chas.  J.  Faulkner^ 
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Unitbd  Statbs  Skkatk, 
Washington,  D.  C.^FOi^p  3, 189S. 
Hon.  Greek  B.  Baum: 

My  Bear  Sir  :  Have  yoa  made  that  appointment  for  me  t    If  70a  knew  of  the 
preiisare  npon  me  in  this  matter  I  know  yon  wonid  keep  me  out  of  this  difficnlty. 

Please  let  me  know  by  my  secretary,  Mr.  Syme,  that  the  thing  is  all  right,  and  yon 
will  confer  a  personal  obligation  apon  me. 
Very  truly,  yonrs, 

CHAS.  J.  FAULKinEB. 


Departvekt  ov  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Wiuhingian,  March  7,  1892. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  : 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  commnoication  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Tonner,  chief  of  tb«  appointment 
division  of  the  Interior  Departmenty  of  the  7th  of  January  last,  relative  to  the  re- 
instatement of  Mr.  Samuel  McCnllongh,  of  this  Bnrean,  I  have  the  honor  to  renew 
my  recent  recommendation  for  his  reinstatement,  the  same  to  take  effect  when  be 
shall  file  the  oath  of  office  and  enter  npon  dnty,  vice  Johp  E.  Mason,  deceased. 
Very  respectfuUyi 

Green  B.  Baum, 

CommUsioner, 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

WaBhington,  Marek  9,  1893. 
The  Commissioner  of  Pensions: 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  in  which  yon  renew  your  iecom« 
mendation  of  December  24, 1891,  for  the  reinstatement  of  Samuel  M.  McCallough,  I 
have  to  state  that  I  have  approved  the  reinstatement,  bnt  desire  you  to  send  to  this 
office  a  letter  that  will  state  the  case  briefly  in  the  nsnal  manner  so  that  it  may  be 
forwarded  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission  with  request  for  the  necessary  certificaticHi. 
The  papers  already  received  from  you  are  satisfactory  for  a  consideration  of  the  mat- 
ter by  this  Department,  but  will  probably  not  exactly  meet  .the  requirements  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission. 
Very  xespectfuliy, 

Cyrus  Bussey, 
A$$Utant  Secretarg. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WoBhingtan,  D.  C,  March  19,  1893. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  Referring  to  my  letter  of  December  34th,  1891,  recommending  the  reinstate- 
ment of  Mr.  Samuel  M.  McCnllough,  you  are  advised  that  I  recommended  the  dismismil 
of  Mr.  McCnIlongh  upon  the  ground  that  my  information  was  that  he  was  engaged 
in  an  intrigue  against  the  Pension  Office  and  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  bnng 
tl^  one  into  disrepnte  and  to  cause  the  retirement  of  the  other. 

1  invite  your  attention  to  the  third  paragraph  of  Mr.  McCoUongh's  letter  of  De- 
cember 33,  1891,  in  which  he  states : 

<'  I  admit  that  at  the  time  I  met  said  George  B.  Fleming  I  associated  with  him,  with 
a  number  of  other  clerks  of  the  Pension  Office ;  that  I  was  aware  of  the  fact  that  be 
was  waging  war  through  the  newspapers  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and 
npon  the  Pension  Office,  and  while  it  did  not  occur  to  me  at  the  time  1  realize  now 
that  my  association  with  said  George  B.  Fleming  was  calculated  to  create  the  Just 
impression  that  I  was  in  full  sympathy  with  him  in  his  attacks  upon  the  Commis- 
sioner and  the  Pension  Office.  I  also  declare  that  in  my  conversation  with  said 
George  B.Fleming  I  oh ided  him  for  his  attacks  upon  the  Commissioner  and  have 
cited  certain  matter  in  his  publications  which  he  knew  to  be  untrue.  I  deolare  with- 
out reserve  that  I  never  at  any  time  gave  suggestions  to  said  Fleming  in  regaid  to 
his  said  attacks." 

Mr.  McCnIlongh  is  represented  to  me  by  gentlemen  of  high  standing  as  a  man  of 
truth,  and  while  the  circumstances  were  such  as  to  lead  me  to  believe  that  Mr.  Mc- 
Cnllough was  guilty  of  the  charges  for  which  he  was  dismissed,  as  stated  in  my  let- 
ter of  Decembw  24thy  I  am  willing  to  accept  his  explanation,  and  hi  doing  so  will 
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accept  his  Btatement  to  be  tme.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  there  waa  not  that  fanlt^ 
miaooDdiiot,  or  delinqnenoy  on  his  part  that  will  require  his  permanent  retirement 
firom  the  service. 

Very  respectfaUy,  Grkkn  B.  Raum, 

Cammisnaner, 


DXPARTUXNT  OF  THE  InTBRiOB,  BUREAU  OF  PENSIONS, 

Washington,  March  28,  1892. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  are  trae  and  con  uot  copies  of  the  letters  on  file 
in  this  Borean  in  reference  to  the  reinstatement  of  Mf.  Samuel  M.  McCullongli. 

O.  P.  Hallam, 
A98U  Chief  Clerk. 


OEH.  RAUM— Reo&Ued. 

By  Mr.  Eitloe  : 

Q.  General,  I  wanted  to  ask  yon  if  yon  approved  the  action  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  demanding  the  resignation  of  your  son 
withoat  a  trial ;  did  yon  think  he  was  fairly  treated  in  the  matter  f — 
A.  Well,  I  think  it  was  qnite  severe. 

Q.  Ton  thought  the  charges  onght  to  be  inquired  into  before  he  was 
called  upon  to  resign  f — ^A.  That  was  the  feeling  I  had  about  it,  and  it 
was  with  that  expectation  that  I  deposited  the  resignation,  with  the 
nnderstanding  that  it  would  not  be  acted  upon  until  the  Secretary's 
return  and  I  could  see  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  Secretary  based  his  action  upon  f — A.  It 
was  stated  to  me  by  Secretary  Bussey,  but  I  did  not  see  the  papers. 

Q.  Bad  you  seen  a  copy  of  this  letter  at  that  time  [hands  letter  to 
witness]  f — ^A.  That  had  no  relation  to  that  subject  at  all. 

Q.  Maybe  I  handed  you  the  wrong  letter;  let  me  see  it.  Yes,  I  beg 
your  pardon,  I  handed  you  the  wrong  letter.  This  is  the  letter  which 
I  intended  to  hand  you. — A.  I  had  never  seen  that,  sir.  This  is  the 
first  time  I  ever  saw  this. 

Mr.  Eklos.  I  will  read  this  letter  and  want  it  put  in  evidence.  It  is 
a  certified  copy  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  Washington,  D.  C,  dated 

May  9, 1891,  and  is  as  follows : 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission^ 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  9,  1^91. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  : 

8lE :  We  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  the  report  of  Commissioner 
Lyman  of  an  investigation  made  by  him  concerning  the  appointment  of  one  William 
P.  Smith  to  a  |900  clerkship  in  the  Pension  Office  and  the  personation  of  Smith  in  the 
examination  upon  which  this  appointment  was  made,  and  in  the  application  for  the 
examination,  by  one  James  L.  Johnson,  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office,  together  with 
the  testimony  taken  in  the  case,  with  wnich  you  are  already  familiar. 

In  the  conrse  of  the  investigation  facts  were  hronght  oat  concerning  the  appoint- 
ment of  Smith  as  a  messenger  and  his  subseqnent  promotion  in  the  Pension  Office  in 
the  year  1H90,  which  seem  to  indicate  that  Mr.  Green  B.  Ranm, Jr.,  was  influenced  by 
improper  considerations  in  connection  therewith.  The  testimony  also  implicates  one 
RoDeit  Strachan  of  the  office  of  Internal  Revenue,  Treasury  Department.  A  copy  of 
this  report  and  the  testimony  taken  has  been  furnished  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasnry.  As  it  is  probable  that  offenses  have  been  committed  which  should  be 
taken  notice  of  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Government,  a  copy  of  the  report  and  testi- 
mony has  also  been  forwarded  to  the  Attorney-General. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be. 

Very  lespeotfolly,  Chas.  Ltman, 

Theodore  Roosevelt^ 

CommieHoner, 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washinglon,  Match  23, 1892. 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

Ckie/  of  AppoM\lt\\eu\  \>*vcV«v^^ 
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Q.  What  do  yoa  think  now  about  the  jastness  of  the  aetion  of  the 
Secretary,  with  that  paper  before  him  f  Do  yoa  still  think  he  shoald  have 
waited  for  an  investigation  before  demanding  the  resignation  of  your 
sonf — A.  It  is  just  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago.  I  thought  that  they 
might  have  at  least  waited  until  I  had  a  conference  with  the  Secretary. 

Q  Is  it  your  custom  to  have  officers  disntiissed  who  are  under  your 
charge  without  an  investigation^  or  to  give  them  an  investigation  f — A. 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  play  to  give  them  an  investigation  where  it  is 
anything  that  reflects  upon  their  integrity. 

Q.  You  think  it  ought  to  be  investigated  f — ^A.  I  think  so,  particu- 
larly that. 

Q.  What  do  you  think  of  your  own  treatment,  then,  of  these  seven 
special  examiners  whom  you  discharged  upon  the  belief  on  your  part,  as 
you  expressed  it.  that  they  were  furnishing  information  to  newspapers, 
without  giving  them  an  investigation  t-- A.  I  had  quite  an  amount  of 
information,  upon  which  I  acted. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  that  information  t — A.  It  was  communicated  to 
me  by  various  persons. 

Q.  Who  were  they  f — A.  Well,  it  is  a  tolerably  long  story ;  but  there 
was  an  intrigue  set  on  foot  to  injure  me,  to  break  down  my  character 
and  force  my  resignation,  and  I  will  hold  myself  ready  to  prove,  and 
will  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  committee  and  the  country  before 
this  thing  is  gotten  through  with 

Q.  Just  answer  the  question ;  who  gave  you  the  information  t — A.  I 
received  the  information  as  to  the  preparation  of  these  various  articles 
by  Fleming  from  different  people. 

Q.  Name  some  of  them. — A.  Of  the  press  t 

Q.  Name  some  of  them. — ^A.  Gen.  Boynton. 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Boynton  tell  you  he  knew  of  these  men  furnishing  that 
information  f — A.  I  am  speaking  now  of  this  man  Fleming. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  about  these  employes. — A.  He  was  an  employ^ 
turned  out  upon  my  recommendation.  He  was  the  head  and  front  of 
all  the  attacks. 

Q.  Just  let  Mr.  Fleming  alone  until  we  get  an  answer  to  my  ques- 
tion. 

Judge  Patson.  It  is  necessary  to  refer  to  Fleming  in  order  to 
answer  the  question. 

A.  These  men  were-^— 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Answer  the  question ;  who  gave  you  that  information  t — A.  These 
men  were  associates  of  Fleming;  they  met  him  from  time  to  time^ 
It  is  quite  impossible  for  me  to  say  what  information  they  gave  him, 
because  they  did  not  communicate  it  from  time  to  time  to  me. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  information  f — A.  I  have  not  a  list  of  the 
people. 

Q.  Can  you  name  one  of  them  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  so,  then. — A.  Mr.  Brooks,  for  one. 

Q.  What  Mr.  Brooks!— A.  It  is  W.  J.  Brooks. 

Q.  What  position  does  he  occupy  f — ^A.  A  special  examiner. 

Q.  In  the  Pension  Office! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  to  watch  these  men  ! — ^A.  I  did  not.  Never  told 
anybody  to  watch  them. 

Q.  He  told  you  they  were  furnishing  this  information  !— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you! — A.  He  stated  to  me 

(J.  I  want  to  know  who  told  you.  That  is  what  I  asked  you. — A.  I 
stated  to  you  that  George  B.  Fleming  was  the  leading 
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Q.  I  ask  the  committee  to  have  the  witness  answer  the  question. 

(Question  read  by  the  reporter.) 

The  Ghaibman.  Please  answer  that,  general. 

A.  I  said  Mr.  Brooks  is  one. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  1  asked  you  who  told  you  they  were  giving  that  information  t— 
A.  I  answered  that  by  telling  you  that  Mr.  Brooks  and  others  told  me 
that  they  were  the  constant  associates  of  this  man. 

Q.  Answer  the  question  that  you  said  you  could  answer  when  yon 
said  you  could  tell  me  who  they  were,  and  I  ajsked  you  to  uame  one. 
Now,  name  one. — A.  The  fact  that  they  were  in  league  with  him  and 
associates  of  his  was  enoanli. 

Q.  Do  you  say  you  can't  name  anybody  who  told  you  they  were 
giving  him  information! — ^A.  I  will  state  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
those  who  saw  these  people. 

Q.  I  am  asking  for  the  fact.  Who  told  yon  they  were  doing  thatt — 
A.  I  have  told  you  that  Mr.  Brooks  is  one  who  said  these  men  were  in 
constant  conferc^nce;  he  coold  not  say  what  passed  between  them,  but 
everybody  could  see  that,  because  these  lying  articles  were  being  con- 
stantly published. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  they  were  furnishing  that  Information  t — A.  He 
said  he  believed  it. 

Q.  Did  anybody  tell  you  they  were  furnishing  that  information  t — A. 
They  could  not  know  it. 

Q.  I^obody  knew  it,  then  f — A.  Only  from  the  acts  of  the  men  them- 
selves. 

Q.  Then  nobody  knew  it,  that  is  nobody  told  you  they  knew  itf — A. 
They  simply  told  me  that  these  were  the  associates  of  Fleming. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  anybody  told  you  that  he  or  she  knew  that  any  or 
all  of  these  men  were  giving  information  to  George  B.  Fleming  f — A.  I 
can't  say  that  anyone  said  they  knew  they  were  furniHhing  information, 
but  they  knew  they  were  associating  with  him  When  he  was  writing  his 
articles,  making  his  attacks. 

Q.  Then  you  dismisseil  them  on  the  suspicion,  because  they  were  seen 
in  his  company  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  believed  that  they  were  guilty  of  be- 
ing in  an  intrigue  with  Fleming. 

Q.  Ton  believed  that  from  the  fact  that  they  were  seen  in  his  com- 
pany f — A.  From  the  fact  that  they  were  constant  associates  with  him. 

Q.  They  were  seen  in  his  company  in  and  out  of  office  9 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  believed  for  that  reason  that  they  were  the  persons  who 
furnished  the  information  f— A.  I  believed  that  they  were  in  league 
with  him  to  injure  me. 

Q.  You  based  that  on  the  fact  that  they  were  seen  in  his  company  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  No  other  fact  f — A.  There  were  the  articles  from  time  to  time 
and  these  were  the  men  who  were  associating  with  him,  audit  was  known 
that  he  was  the  writer  of  the  articles. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  to  connect  them  with  the  writer  of  the  arti- 
cles except  that  f — A.  Certain  things  stated  as  occurring  in  the  Pension 
Office  and  some  one  gave  them  out.  I  mean  that  the  articles  them- 
selves contained  certain  statements  in  regard  to  the  operations  of  the 
Pension  Office  and  decisions  and  all  of  that  which  I  believe  must  have 
been  given  by  somebody  in  the  office. 

Q.  You  knew  that  the  information  was  furnished  by  somebody  in  the 
office  f— A.  I  felt  that. 

Q.  Was  it  truthful  information f — ^A.  CTsnally  not;  qait^tli^^^^^c^^* 
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Q.  What  made  you  think  it  was  furnished  from  the  office  if  it  was 
not  true! — A.  They  woald  take  a  case  and  make  lying  statements 
about  it  and  about  the  whole  business. 

Q.  Yon  didn't  give  them  any  trial  at  all  f — A.  I  gave  them  that  trial. 

Q.  What  trial  f — A.  That  they  were  the  constant  associates  of  this 
man. 

Q.  Did  yon  call  them  before  you  and  examine  them  f — A.  I  did  not 

Q.  Didn't  you  refuse  to  hear  statements  or  refuse  to  answer  comma- 
nications  from  them  f — A.  The  thing  was  over. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  why  a  rule  that  is  good  with  your  Bon  when  the 
Secretary  deals  with  him  is  not  good  when  you  deal  with  subordinates 
in  your  office  when  you  come  to  dismiss  them  f — A.  I  deal  justly  with 
every  man  and  I  want  them  to  deal  justly  with  me,  and  if  a  man  asso- 
ciates with  those  who  are  making  attacks  upon  the  Office  and  he  keeps 
it  up  and  everything  indicates  that  they  are  in  league  with  it,  in  league 
with  those  people,  why  I  assume  that  they  are  responsible,  and  I  act 
accordingly. 

Q.  If  you  should  see  an  employ^  of  the  Pension  Office  associating 
in  company  with  Fleming  to-morrow  and  the  next  day  yon  should  see 
the  New  York  Dispatch  with  an  article  in  it  attacking  the  Pension 
Office,  would  you  think  that  man  furnished  the  information  T — A.  I 
wouldn't  jump  to  a  conclusion  as  quick  as  that. 

Q.  If  you  saw  him  twice  f — A.  I  would  want  it  to  occur  often  enough 
and  under  circumstances  that  indicated  that  they  were  Working  together, 
and  I  was  a  very  long  sufferer  in  this  and  tolerated  it  a  long  time,  bat 
finally  I  turned  on  these  men. 

Q.  You  turned  on  the  men  whom  you  suspected  f — ^A.  I  did  not 
miss  it. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  thatt — A.  The  indications  were  pretty  clear. 

Q.  What  indications  t — A.  The  indications  of  a  want  of  friendship 
and  insubordination. 

Q.  What  case  of  insubordination  did  you  discover  in  those  men  f — 
A.  Taylor  was  hanging  around  my  door  as  if  he  was  hired  by  some  one 
to  watch. 

Q,  I  am  not  talking  of  Taylor.— A.  One  of  their  favorite  schemes 
was  to  keep  before  the  country  that  I  was  going  to  resign. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  they  did  that!— A.  These  people  who  were 
attacking  me.  Legitimate  newspaper  men  of  the  city  would  not  do 
that.  They  got  up  the  story  that  my  resignation  was  in  the  hau'ds  of 
the  President,  and  that  Gen.  Steel  was  on  his  way  here  to  take  my 
place. 

Q.  Who  got  that  story  up  t — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  What  papers  did  it  appear  in  f— A.  Nearly  all  the  papers  in  the 
United  States. 

Q.  Did  you  charge  Fleming  and  these  men  with  thatf — A.  It  was  a 
story  gotten  up  by  those  men  to  injure  me — not  a  particle  of  truth  in 
it  and  no  groundwork  for  it.  Two  gentlemen  of  the  press  called  up 
at  the  office  to  talk  with  me  about  it,  and  as  I  passed  out  to  my  luncheon 
they  spoke  to  me  about  this,  and  I  had  just  passed  Taylor  a  moment 
before  near  my  door 

Mr.  Enlob.  Must  we  sit  here,  gentlemen,  and  listen  to  thisf 

The  CHA.IBMAN.  Gen.  Baum  is  a  lawyer  and  ought  to  kno^v  what 
a  fair  answer  is  to  a  fair  question.  I  think  the  answers  ha^e  been  un- 
usually long,  and  I  think  they  ought  to  be  stopped. 

Judge  Patson.  I  think  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  go  on  and  give 
his  answer  with  the  explanation. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  get  yoa  down  to  where  you  will  answer  a  direct 
qaestion  by  a  direct  answer  in  a  direct  way.  I  want  to  treat  yoa  re- 
spectfally,  bat  I  iuBist  that  you  answer  the  questions  directly. 

A.  You  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  ingenuity  in  the  manner  of  ask- 
ing questions. 

Judge  Patson.  Answer  the  question  directly,  general,  and  I  will 
give  you  an  opportunity  to  explain  it  later. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yon  stated  that  the  legitimate  newspaper  men  of  this  city  would 
not  circulate  such  a  story  Y — A.  I  stated  that  they  would  not  state  any- 
thing without  any  groundwork  of  truth  about  it. 

Q.  Didn't  you  say  that  it  was  sent  all  over  this  countiry  t — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  taken  up  and  sent  around. 

Q.  Do  you  say  these  seven  men  started  itf — A.  I  didn't  say  so. 

Q.  Did  you  say  any  one  of  them  did  f — A.  Fleming  started  it. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  Fleming.  I  am  talking  about  these  men 
you  discharged  for  giving  information  to  newspaper  men.  Why  do  yoa 
say  that  these  seven  men  had  anything  to  do  with  that  rumor  f — A.  I 
don't  know  that  they  started  that,  but  that  is  one  of  many  that  they 
did. 

Q.  What  papers  did  Mr.  Fleming  write  for  f — A.  I  think  his  first  em- 
ployment was  on  the  Indianapolis  Sentinel ;  that  is  my  impression.  I 
anderstood  that.    He  never  told  me  so. 

Q.  Any  other  papers  f — A.  I  was  told  he  sold  his  articles  to  various 
papers. 

Q.  What  papers  f — A.  I  was  told  he  sometimes  sold  them  to  the  New 
York  World  and  sometimes  to  the  New  York  Herald. 

Q.  And  you  say  these  men  gave  that  information  upon  which  he  based 
those  articles  f — ^A.  I  don't  say  any  such  thing,  but  I  believe  they  were 
plotting  with  him  to  injure  me  by  the  preparation  of  these  lying  articles. 
They  didn't  come  to  me  and  tell  me  what  they  were  talking  about. 

Q.  There  wasn't  any  truth  in  any  of  the  articles  t — A.  I  haven't  the 
articles  before  me  now.  Some  one  of  them  may  have  had  some  truth 
in  it. 

Q.  Couldn't  you  tell  when  you  read  an  article  whether  it  was  true  or 
false  and  what  proportion  of  it  was  f — A.  I  could  pick  out  the  truth. 

Q.  You  think  there  was  no  truth  in  the  articles  t — A.  Why,  there  might 
have  been  some,  but  generally  they  were  not  true. 

Q.  What  charges  in  them  were  generally  true  f — A.  I  have  not  those 
articles  before  me  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  them, 
because  there  were  so  many  of  them. 

Q.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  you  ought  to  call  those  men  before 
you  and  give  them  a  hearing  on  these  charges  and  stories  which  were 
brought  to  your  earsf — A.  I  thought  my  information  was  sufficient. 

Q.  You  thought  Mr.  Brooks's  statements  were  enough  f — A.  I  thought 
my  information  was  sufficient. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  from  anybody  else  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whom  f — A.  As  I  said  to  you  the  other  day,  I  would  give  you  a 
list  and  I  will. 

Q.  Oefc  part  of  it  from  Mr.  Liueaweaver  f — A.  I  have  no  doubt  I  did  f 

%4'  Get  part  of  that  from  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  t — A.  I  may  have  done 
so.    I  don't  recall  though. 

Q.  Get  part  of  it  from  your  son.  Green  B.  Banm,  jr.t — A.  I  don't 
know  that  he  saw  them.    He  probably  did  though. 

Q.  Get  any  information  from  Mr.  Ford t— I  don't  think  I  ever  heard 
Mr.  Ford  speak  of  it. 
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The  OHAiBkAN.  Saw  them  how  f 

A.  Saw  them  together,  saw  them  eon  versing. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  either  of  these  men  ask  for  a  hearing  f— A.  On^  or  twa 

Q.  Did  yon  grant  it  t — A.  I  listened  to  probably  three. 

Jndge  Patson.  ^Speak  a  little  loader  please. 

A.  There  were  three  probably  who  made  application  for  a  hearing. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Yon  never  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Fleming  about  these  pabli- 
cations^  the  man  who  wrote  the  articles! — ^A.  No,  sir;  never  followed 
that  up. 

Q.  Never  had  an  interview  with  him  in  regard  to  who  gave  him  the 
information  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  yon  don't  now  remember  what  the  articles  were  yon  took 
exceptions  to  t — A.  They  were  very  numerous. 

Q.  On  which  you  discharged  these  men  t — A.  There  had  been  a  series 
of  articles  running  through  different  papers  for  nearly  a  year  and  these 
men  associated  with  Fleming. 

By  Judge  Payson: 

Q.  What  sort  of  articles.  That  is  what  he  wants  f — A  They  de- 
nounced me  in  the  very  strongest  way  in  connection  with  the  office, 
accused  me  of  all  kinds  of  crimes  and  misdemeanors  in  connection  witb 
the  office,  everything  to  try  and  break  me  down  in  my  public  and 
private  relations  with  mankind  and  in  my  financial  relations. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  You  don't  remember  the  articles  specifically  f — A.  One  of  the 
charges  was  I  was  running  the  office  on  the  ground  of  favoritism. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  what  newspapers  these  articles  were  pub- 
lished in  f    I  asked  you  a  while  ago  if  yon  remembered. 

A.  There  were  three  or  four  papers  which  seemed  to  take  the  lead  in 
the  matter. 

Judge  Payson.  Give  the  names  of  them. 

A.  I  might  add  the  St.  Louis  Bepublic,  that  was  one  of  the  leading 
ones. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Did  you  attribute  those  articles  to  Mr.  Fleming  f — A.  I  didn't 
know  who  wrote  them }  I  thought  probably  Mr.  Fleming  was  connected 
with  it. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Moore,  reporter  for  the  St.  Louis 
Bepublic  t — ^A.  I  know  him,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  he  could  write  those  articles  t — A.  I  think  he  is 
quite  ready  with  the  pen. 

Q.  Think  he  could  get  this  information  if  Fleming  could  t — A.  I  don't 
think  he  would  go  to  the  lengths  that  Fleming  would. 

Q.  What  lengths  did  Fleming  go  to  f — A.  I  mean  in  writing  the  ar- 
ticles, in  the  statements  made. 

Q.  What  specific  information  have  you  got  connecting  these  men  in 
any  way  with  the  writer  of  those  articles! — A.  The  specific  information 
I  have  in  regard  to  the  connection  of  those  men  with  the  writing  of 
those  articles  is  the  fact  of  their  constant  association  with  Fleming. 

Q.  That  is  all ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  a  while  ago  that  Mr.  Fleming  came  to  the  Pension 
Office t — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  came  there. 
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Q.  Do  jmi  know  where  he  went  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  watch  him  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  know  where  he  went! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Couldn't  he  see  any  one  he  wanted  to  when  he  went  in  there  t — 
A.  Not  without  getting  permission  from  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  Couldn't  he  get  that  permission  f— A.  Yes«  sir. 

Q.  Couldn't  he  see  50  persons  in  there  if  he  wished  tot — ^A.  If  the 
chief  clerk  gave  him  permission. 

Q^  Don't  yon  think  he  got  this  information  when  he  went  there  t — A. 
I  couldn't  answer  that. 

Q.  In  what  division  of  the  office  were  those  cases  located  on  which 
those  criticisms  were  founded  Y — A.  I  couldn't  tell  you  as  to  that. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  these  men  were  employed  in  the  divisions 
where  these  cases  were  located  that  the  papers  criticised  f — A.  I  can't 
tell  yon  at  this  time. 

Q.  The  criticisms  about  some  of  the  females  about  the  office  that  you 
testified  about  yesterday;  wasn't  that  common  talk  about  the  office t — 
A.  I  don't  think  it  was  talked  about  a  great  deal,  and  I  don't  think  it 
was  talked  about  in  the  office  very  much  ;  those  women  had  been  there 
a  long  time.  Of  course  it  was  pretty  well  known  about  their  charac- 
ters. 

Q.  Wasn't  the  talk  about  your  son  interfering  with  promotions,  ex- 
tending favoritism,  and  about  this  seventy-two-dollar  transaction  com- 
mon tfSk  through  the  city  and  about  the  office  f — A.  That  seventy-two- 
dollar  transaction  came  to  my  knowledge  only  two  or  three  days,  maybe 
four  days,  before  it  was  returned. 

Q.  Did  that  get  out  through  these  men  t — A.  No,  that  did  not. 

Q-  What  paper  did  that  come  out  through  f — ^A.  I  think  through  the 
daily,  papers  here. 

Q.  Which  one  of  them  f — A.  Probably  the  "  Star"  first,  in  the  even- 
ing ;  I  was  out  of  the  city  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  find  out  who  gave  that  information  to  the  "  Star  "  f — A.  I 
think  it  was  obtained  at  the  Secretary's. office;  I  think  the  reporters 
were  present  when  it  was  taken  up. 

Q.  Don^t  you  know  that  the  Star  reporter  first  called  the  Secretary's 
attention  to  thatf — A.  I  am  not  sure  but  what  he  did,  sir.  I  hadn't 
thought  of  that,  but  I  recall  now  there  was  some  statement  to  that 
effect. 

Q.  Did  you  investigate  to  see  whether  these  men  were  responsible  for 
thatt — A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  attribute  it  to  them  t — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Wasn't  the  matter  of  your  resignation,  to  which  you  referred 
some  time  ago,  published  some  time  after  these  men  had  gone  out  of 
office,  after  you  dismissed  themf — A.  The  publication  that  I  was  abou- 
to  resign  and  had  had  a  quarrel  with  Secretary  Noble,  probably  that; 
occurred  twenty  times. 

Q.  It  didn't  occur  twenty  times  in  connection  with  Capt.  Steel  ? — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  that  occur  a  long  time  after  they  were  out  of  office,  and 
didn't  that  occur  at  Capt.  Steel's  home  f— A.  I  don't  know  where  it 
originated.  The  first  thing  I  knew  about  it  was  in  the  office.  It  was 
telephoned  to  the  office  from  some  place  down  town,  and  it  was  brought 
to  my  attention  in  the  office,  and  when  I  went  home  to  dinner  the  re- 
porter of  the  New  York  World  called  at  my  house  to  see  about  it.  I 
supposed  it  originated  in  this  city. 

Q.  If  the  reporter  of  the  New  York  World  wanted  to  bu^  on^^^ 


416  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 

Flemiug's  articles,  yoa  say  he  sold  to  the  New  York  Worlds  sometimes, 
what  did  he  want  to  seeyoa  aboatit  forf — A.  Well,  the  reporter  came 
to  me,  a  real  uiee,  geDtlemauly  man,  and  said  he  had  a  disimtoh  from 
the  home  office  telling  him  to  call  me  up  and  find  if  there  was  any  troth 
in  that  rnmor,  and  1  told  him  there  was  not. 

Q.  Do  yon  actually  know  whether  Mr.  Fleming  ever  sold  any  artideB 
to  the  New  York  World  t-— A.  I  don't  know  that  he  did. 

Q.  What  was  that  belief  founded  on  f — A.  Well,  I  was  told  he  was 
writing  these  articles  and  wa8  selling  them  on  the  street  wherever  be 
could  find  a  purchaser,  and  occasionally  these  articles  wonlil  be  pab- 
lifihed,  and  there  were  certain  people  .in  the  Pension  Office  who  knew 
when  those  articlea  were  coming  out. 

Q.  Who  knew  that  in  tfie  Pension  Office  f — ^A.  I  think  Mr.  Fawcett 
did. 
Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  knew  it  t — A.  Only  by  their  actions. 
Q.  Did  anybody  else  tell  you  that  Mr.  Fawcett  knew  it ;  that  he 
told  them  he  knew  anything  about  it  Y — ^A.  There  were  certain  men  who 
seemed  able  to  foretell  when  any  article  was  coming  out- 
Judge  Patson.  What  would  they  do  or  how  wocdd  they  act  to  make 
you  think  that  f 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Did  anybody  tell  you  that  Mr.  Fawcett  told  that  he  knew  those 
articles  were  coming  outf — A.  No,«sir;  not  Mr.  Fawcett. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hodgson  f — A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Jennings  was  the  man  who 
knew  about  that. 

Q.  Did  anybody  tell  you  that  t— A.  Yes,  sir ;  another  Jennings  in 
the  office. 

Q.  Who  told  you  Mr.  Jennings  told  him  f — ^A.  I  don't  think  he  said 
tliat  Jennings  told  him,  but,  wherever  he  got  his  information,  he  was 
satisfied  it  was  correct. 

Q.  Jennings  told  him  f — A.  Jennings  was  in  the  habit  of  visiting  his 
division,  and  he  seemed  to  be  able  to  tell  when  an  article  was  going  to 
appear  in  the  World  or  Herald,  and  he  would  go  back,  and  Fawcett  there 
and  a  few  other  fellows  would  get  together  and  laugh  over  it  during 
office  hours. 

Q.  Was  this  Jennings  present  and  saw  thatt — A.  He  was  aware 
of  it. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  they  would  get  a  paper  and  get  together  and  laugh 
over  itt — A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  told  me  that.  They  didn't  gen* 
erally  speak  to  him  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  Who  told  you  that  they  got  together  and  talked  and  laughed 
over  itt — A.  He  brought  to  my  attention  the  fact  that  this  roan  Jen- 
nings was  speaking  about  these  articles  that  were  to  come  out,  an  ar- 
ticle that  will  come  out  to  morrow,  and  he  and  some  others  would  go 
out  and  get  the  paper. 

By  Judge  P ayson  : 
Q.  As  soon  as  the  paper  came  outt — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Jennings  did  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  Howard  is  one  and  Taylor  is 
another. 

Q.  Is  he  the  one  who  told  you  that  t — A.  Four  or  five  gentlemen  told 
me. 

Q.  Did  you  have  Mr.  Jennings  at  work  in  the  office  there  looking  up 
these  matters t— A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 
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Q.  Did  yoa  have  anybody  in  the  office  iu  that  capacity  f — A.  I  don't 
ran  the  Pension  Office  with  spies  at  all;  don't  have  any  one  spying  on 
the  conduct  of  the  clerks  in  the  office. 

Q.  Ton  get  your  information,  simply  voluntary  information  given  to 
you  f — A,  Yes,  sir ;  from  different  parts  of  the  country. 

Q.  Anybody  out  of  the  Pension  Office  or  any  portion  of  the  United 
Slates  say  that  Fleming  and  these  fellows  were  doing  that  f — A.  Yes, 
sir :  I  got  a  letter  from  Boston  the  other  day,  saying  that  Engle  was  a 
baa  man. 

Q.  Did  that  letter  tell  you  that  Engle  was  one  of  the  men  in  this  con- 
spiracy t — A.  He  said  he  was  a  bad  man. 

Q.  Don't  you  suppose  you  could  get  a  letter  from  men  saying  the 
same  thing  about  yout — ^A.  He  is  a  stranger  and  a  lawyer. 

Q.  You  are  answering  questions  about  information  on  this  particular 
subject  by  going  outside  and  bringing  in  this  foreign  matter. — A.  I 
get  information  communicated  to  me  by  persons  inside  of  the  office  and 
outside  of  the  office. 

Q.  You  stated  that  this  Mr.  Jennings  told  you  about  the  other  Mr. 
Jennings  and  these  other  men  t — A.  Ko,  sir ;  I  did  not  say  that,  nor  he 
didn't  say  it.  It  came  to  his  knowledge  from  what  he  saw,  and  he 
probably  overheard  some  of  it  and  he  brought  the  information  to  me.. 

The  Chaxbhan.  It  appears  iu  the  record  there  that  all  he  knows 
about  these  men  is  that  he  saw  them  together.  You  have  asked  him 
for  his  speoific  knowledge ;   now  let  him  state  that. 

A.  I  didn't  see  them  together  at  all.  I  haven't  said  I  saw  them 
together,  because  I  did  uot. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Haven't  you  stated  that  the  grounds  for  the  discharge  of  these 
men  were  those  articles  f — A.  Let  me  see  what  men. 

Q.  Mr.  Hodgson  t — ^A.  His  time  was  out  in  the  service. 

Q.  Mr.  Jennings  another? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Faweette  another  f — A.  Yes.  sir, 

Q.  Mr.  McGullough  another  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Payne  was  another  onef — A.  Yes,  sir;  Payne  was  in  it. 

Q.  I  don't  remember  the  other  two,  but  I  will  undertake  to  furnish  you 
the  names  of  them.  That  is  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  the  examina- 
tion. Were  not  the  articles  which  were  so  oifensive  to  you  and  caused 
your  action  in  this  matter  the  articles  published  in  the  papers  relating 
to  the  refrigerator  and  mining  companies  t — A.  So  far  as  the  truth  of 
the  articles  are  concerned,  I  took  no  offense  to  dny  of  them  or  anybody 
for  them.  I  was  interested  in  the  refrigerator  and  also  the  gypsum-min- 
ing company. 

Q.  Was  not  that  the  cause  of  your  taking  serious  offense  Y — A.  No, 
sir :  it  was  the  manner  in  which  I  was  running  the  office. 

Q.  No  relation  to  these  private  enterprises  f — A.  They  were  exagger- 
ated ;  all  the  articles  that  he  wrote  were  exaggerations. 

Q.  Didn't  the  articles  contain  charges  that  you  were  pushing  your 
private  enterprises  throngh  the  office t — ^A.  Oh,  yes. 

Q.  Were  those  the  offensive  articles  to  which  you  refer  f — A.  That 
was  part ;  yes,  sir.  That  I  was  runuing  the  office  on  favoritism  and  all 
that  sort  of  a  thmg. 
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Q.  And  you  think  now  that  your  treatment  of  these  men  is  a  fail 
parallel  with  the  treatment  of  your  son  by  the  Secretary! 

Judge  Patson.  I  object  to  that.  That  is  entirely  immateriaL  The 
question  is  what  did  he  do  and  what  did  somebody  else  do. 

(Question  read  by  reporter.) 

Judge  Payson.  I  object  to  the  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  strikes  me,  oii'-hand,  that  that  is  a  matter  of  bx- 
gument. 

Mr.  Little.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  still  thinks  his  treat- 
ment of  those  men  was  justf 

Judge  Patson.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

A.  I  will  state  that  I  think  my  treatment  of  those  men  was  jnstifled 
by  the  circumstances.  I  might  say  in  the  case  of  McGullongh  tiiat  he 
has  offered  such  explanation  as  I  have  accepted  and  the  Secretary  has 
accepted,  and  he  has  been  restored. 

By  the  Ghaibman: 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  other  gentlemen  try  to  make  an  explanation!^ 
A.  I  don't  recall  that  they  have;  no,  sir. 

By  Mr.  DuNGlN: 

Q.  McGullongh  has  been  restored! — ^A.  He  will  be  as  soon  as  there 
is  a  vacancy. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  he  come  to  your  ofQce,  Mr.  McGullongh  f — A.  He  came  with 
his  brother-in-law,  a  member  of  Oongress  from  West  Virginia. 

Q.  Did  yon  dictate  the  character  of  letter  to  write! — ^A.  He  wrote  a 
letter  and  I  stated  that  I  was  not  satisfied  with  that  kind  of  a  letter, 
and  he  went  on  and  stated  to  me  a  number  of  things  so  far  as  his  case 
was  concerned,  and  I  put  them  in  writing  and  handed  it  to  him,  and 
he  said  that  was  satisfactory  and  he  sign^  it. 

Q.  You  dictated  that,  then,  for  him  to  sign  it! — ^A.  I  took  the  state- 
ments  

Q.  Did  yon  dictate  the  letter  for  him  to  sign  f 

The  Ghaibman.  He  said  he  wrote  the  letter  and  the  other  man  sicmed 
it  * 

A.  I  said  this,  that  in  our  conversation  Mr.  McGullongh  stated  sab- 
stantially  to  me  what  I  put  in  the  letter. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  wrote  the  letter  and  he  signed  it ! — A.  I  dictated  the  letter 
and  he  signed  it.  It  is  a  type-written  letter.  His  statements  to  me 
were  satisfactory  and  they  were  reduced  to  writing  and  he  signed  it 

Q.  He  couldn't  write  out  his  own  statement  to  your  satisfaction,  and 
so  you  wrote  it  for  him! 

By  Judge  Payson: 

I  object  to  that. 

A.  Well,  he  [iresented  one  that  was  not  satisfactory,  and  in  connec- 
tion with  that  letter  he  made  some  statements  that  were  satisfactory, 
and  in  addition  to  that  letter  those  statements  were  reduced  to  writing 
and  he  signed  it 

Q.  Did  you  pursue  the  same  course  with  Mr.  Payne  ! — A.  Substan- 
tial ly  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  dictate  the  letter  !— A.  He  came  in  mid  talked  the  nla^ 
ter  over  and  I  said  if  you  will  reduce  that  to  writing  I  will  be  satisfied. 
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Q.  Did  he  reduce  that  to  writing  Y — Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  accepted  it  as  satisfactory  f — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  same  man  Payne  referred  to  in  the  report  by  the  Secre- 
tary as  a  perjurer.  J.  L.  Payne  is  his  name  t — A.  J.  L.  Payne  is  his 
name:  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  read  that  reportt — A.  I  don't  know  as  I  ever  read  it.  I 
have  a  copy  at  the  office. 

Q.  You  haven't  seen  what  the  Secretary  said  about  his  case  f — ^A.  I 
don't  think  I  have.  Payne  has  been  before  the  Secretary.  No,  I  am 
quite  sure  I  never  read  that  part  of  the  report  in  regard  to  Payne.  Mr. 
Payne  long  before  his  dismissal  by  me  was  recommended  by  me  for 
promotion.  He  is  a  man  of  good  ability  and  the  chief  of  his  division 
recommended  him  for  promotion  and  I  recommended  him  for  .]«romo- 
tion,  but  the  Secretary  declined  to  promote  him.  I  believe  he  looked 
up  the  matter  in  regard  to  his  pension  and  it  was  found  that  he  was 
the  same  Payne  who  had  been  rerated,  and  he  revoked  the  order  upon 
the  ground  that  he  should  be  satisfied  to  keep  his  place  without  seek- 
ing promotion,  on  account  of  this  rerating  affair. 

Q.  If  a  man  stands  upon  the  record  charged  officially  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  upon  a  state  of  facts  that  are  submitted  as  a  per- 
jurer, do  you  think  he  ought  to  be  in  the  service  at  all  f — ^A.  Those 
matters  in  connection  with  the  rerating  were  left  to  be  disposed  of  by 
the  Secretary.  If  I  believed  a  man  guilty  of  perjury  I  certainly  would 
not  want  him  in  the  office  there. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  understand  by  that  that  you  don't  believe  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  is  correct  t — A.  He  did  not  make  that  report,  it  was  simply 
a  committee  oT  three  gentlemen  who  were  authorized  to  examine  into 
this  matter  of  reratilig  and  they  made  a  report  to  him  and  he  had  that 
report  before  him.    It  was  not  a  report  made  by  the  Secretary  himself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  transmitted  the  document 
to  the  House. 

A.  It  was  made  by  three  persons. 

By  Mr.  LiTTLB : 

Q.  You  don't  believe  the  report  is  true! — A.  I  don't  say  that,  but  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  had  that  report  before  him  quite  a  time  before 
I  went  into  office  and  he  knew  exactly  what  that  report  contained,  and 
I  left  the  matter  for  him  to  determine  whether  he  would  turn  anybody 
out  or  not  on  a  report  of  a  committee  he  organized  himself.  I  did  not 
organize  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Have  yon  gotcopiesof  thos^  letters  from  Payne  and  MeOnlloughf — 
A.  They  are  with  the  Secretary,  and  I  will  get  them  for  you  if  you 
wish  it. 

Q.  We  will  be  glad  to  have  them.  Didn't  you  make  them  in  this  let- 
ter admit  that'  everything  you  had  charged  them  with  was  true  t — A. 
I  would  prefer  you  should  have  the  letters.  I  didn't  make  them  admit 
anything. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  they  did  admit  it. 

Judge  Payson.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  letters  are  the  best 
evidence. 

Mr.  Enloe.  All  right,  then :  I  will  pass  it  over. 

Q.  General  Baum,  where  is  Mr.  Lineaweaver  f — ^A.  I  said  to  you  yes- 
terday he  is  not  in  the  city,  but  is  out  on  business  under  my  direction. 
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Mr.  DuNGAN.  You  stated  yesterday  Xhat  he  tr«8  oat  on  bmnm 
partly  that  might  eome  up  before  this  oommittee. 

A.  He  is  not  in  connection  with  anything  that  will  come  before  tins 
committee  at  the  present  time. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  he  in  Boston  f — A.  1  decline  to  answer  that. 

Judge  Payson.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  respected  if  the  Oommissiona 
says  he  is  out  on  business  that  ought  not  to  be  made  public  at  this 
time. 

By  Mr,  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  want  the  Oommissioner  to  tell  the  committee  where  Mr.  lineir 
weaver  has  gone  and  what  he  has  gone  for. 

A.  1  decline  to  answer  that. 

Q.  You  decline  to  answer  the  question? — A.  Yes,  sir.  He  win  be 
here  in  a  day  or  two,  and  if  it  is  anything  which  ought  to  oome  befoie 
this  committee  he  will  tell  it. 

Q.  Wouldn't  you  have  to  have  some  authority  from  the  Secretary  « 
the  Interior  to  send  him  oat  on  a  secret  mission  f — ^A.  The  authority  is 
quite  ample. 

Q.  I  ask  you  to  answer  that  question  f — A.  The  aesignment,  no.  Tb« 
only  thing  that  is  necessary  is  for  the  commission  that  I  gave  him  U) 
be  signed  by  the  Secretary  under  his  seal,  to  verify  my  signature. 

Q.  Has  he  any  such  authority  t — A.  He  has;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  he  get  itf — A.  He  got  it 

Q.  Did  he  get  it  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  signed  the  commission  which  be 
bears  now  while  he  is  on  this  service  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  be  a  fact! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  . 

Judge  Payson.  That  has  been  answered  three  times,  and  it  ought  to 
be  answered. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Was  that  signed  by  the  Secretary  or  Assistant  Secretary  T — A.  I 
don't  recall  as  to  that.    I  think  by  the  Secretary. 
.  Q.  Yon  said      moment  ago  it  was. — A.  It  is  signed  by  the  proper 
head  of  the  Department  for  the  time  being. 

Q.  Who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Department  T — A.  I  think  he  is  at  the 
head  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  ToNNBB.  Yes,  sir :  he  is  at  the  head  of  the  Department  to-day. 

Q.  Was  he  yesterday  t 

Mr.  ToNNEB.  A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  Secretary  absent  the  day  before  yesterday  f 

Mr.  ToNNEB.  He  was  absent  on  Tuesday,  but  Wednesday  he  was 
home  doing  home  work. 

Q,  What  day  did  Mr.  Lineaweaver  leave  the  city  t 

Gen.  Baum.  I  think  he  left  Monday. 

Q.  Was  the  Secretary  in  his  office  Monday,  Mr.  Tenner  1 A.  I  think 

so. 

Q.  Did  he  get  his  authority  that  day  f — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  When  did  he  get  itf — A.  Seine  time  before. 

Q.  Bow  long  before  t — A.  Several  months  before. 

Q.  How  was  that !— A.  It  was  necessary  to  seud'bim  as  a  witness.  I 
think,  and  the  necessary  paper  was  prepared,  and  he  has  held  it 

Q.  Is  he  out  as  a  witness  now!— A.  If  you  please.  I  deolin^  t^  utats 
what  the  oUJect  of  his  basiness  is.    He  is  not  out  as  a  wSUSa  iow. 
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Q.  Is  he  out  then  on  the  anthority  to  attend  as  a  witness  t — A.  No, 
sip. 

Q.  You  said  a  moment  ago  that  he  had  a  commission  to  go  as  a  wit- 
ness, and  it  was  on  that  be'wentY — A.  Perhaps  I  had  better  give  you 
a  complete  explanation  of  this  matter.  A  person  who  is  to  be  detailed 
as  a  special  examiner  has  a  document  issued  to  him  under  the  seal  of 
the  Department.  It  is  quite  a  nice-looking  paper,  stating  that  he  was 
authorized,  etc.,  and  his  signature  verified,  and  the  Oommissioner  cer- 
tifies to  it,  and  the  Secretary  certifies  to  the  signature  of  the  Commis- 
sioner ;  and  he  has  had  one  of  those  documents  for  several  months,  and 
it  is  not  necessary  to  renew  it,  and  he  is  operating  under  it  under  my 
instructions. 

Q.  'He  is  now  out,  then,  as  a  special  examiner  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Gone  out  to  examine  a  paper  in  connection  with  the  Pension  Of- 
fice!— A.  He  has  gone  out  in  connection  with  proper  business  connected 
with  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Do  you  state  to  this  committee,  to  inform  this  committee,  what  he 
has  gone  out  for  would  be  detrimential  to  the  public  service  Y — A,  I  say 
that 

Q.  Answer  that  question. — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  should  say  that  it  is  not 
proper,  where  an  investigation  is  being  made,  to  make  it  known  and 
let  it  go  out  broadcast  throughout  the  country,  through  the  news- 
papers, giving  the  particulars  and  all  of  that,  and  I  don't  propose  to  do 
it;  that  is  all. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  this  committee  that  he  is  not  out  to  inquire  into 
any  matters  personally  relating  to  you  in  connection  with  this  investi- 
gation ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  do. 

Q.  When  will  he  return  t — A.  Probably  in  the  course  of  two  or  three 
days.    He  is  not  on  a  mission  for  me  persgnally  at  all. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  The  general  said  that  yesterday. 

A.  It  is  quite  a  proper  official  action. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  offer  this  letter  in  evidence  for  the  purpose  of  examin- 
ing Oen.  Baum  on  it,  dated  August  4, 1891,  to  the  Hon.  Gyrus  fiussey, 
which  is  as  follows : 

DSPABTMHMT  OF  TUT.  INTBRIOR,  BURBAU  OT  PENSIONS, 

OmcB  OF  THK  Commissioner, 
Washingum,  X>.  C.,Aug.  4IA,  1891 

Hod.  Gyrus  Bussst, 

AM\9iani  Secretary,  WashingUm,  D.  C, : 

Sir  :  I  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  Jaly  29fch,  and  note  yonr  reoomw 
mendation  in  regard  to  Mr.  Harry  E.  Liueaweaver.  Yon  will  recall  that  I  stated  to 
yoQ  some  time  since  that  it  was  my  intention  to  transfer  Mr.  Lineaweaver  to  other 
wbrk  in  a  short  time.  It  is  the  intention  of  Mr.  J.  Bradley  Tanner,  who  has  acted  as 
stenographer  at  my  desk,  to  resign,  and  I  have  assigned  Mr.  Lineaweaver  to  that 
dntv. 

I  have  assigned  Major  William  C.  Carroll  to  assist  in  the  work  of  the  appointment 
division  nnder  the  assistant  chief  clerk. 

In  regard  to  Mr.  Lineaweaver,  I  think  it  proper  that  I  should  state  that  he  is  a 
yonng  man  of  most  excellent  ability  and  character,  and  that  I  have  entire  confidence 
in  his  fidelity  and  zeal  in  the  service. 
Very  respectfally, 

Orxsn  B.Raum, 

Dbpartmrnt  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WoBhington,  Mar,  26,  1892. 

1  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

N.  C.  TONNEB, 

Chief  of  Ajf^avkUi^KKX  l^wsf^wtk*. 
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Q.  Toa  know  what  this  letter  says  t  (Hands  letter  to  witness.)— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  it  f    State  the  sabstanee  of  it. 

Jadge  Patson.  I  object;  the  letter  shows  for  itself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  For  the  parpose  of  examining  him  on  the  letter,  I  want 
it  to  appear  what  the  letter  is. 

A.  This  is  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Hon.  Cyras  Bassey,  AsssisUot 
Secretary,  Washington  D.  O.,  signed  by  Green  B.  Kaam,  OoinmissiooeTf 
acknowledging  receipt  of  a  letter  of  July  29,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Harry  S. 
Linea weaver.  It  is  assigning  reasons  why  Mr.  Lineaweaver  has  not  beea 
transferred  to  some  other  position. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  what  the  snbstance  of  that  letter  was  towhieb 
this  was  a  replyt — A.  I  would  prefer  that  you  should  get  the*  ItiVa 
itself.  It  was  a  suggestion  that  Mr.  Lineaweaver  should  be  transferred 
from  the  appointment  division. 

Q.  Did  that  suggestion  come  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  T— A. 
I  think  so ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  his  reason  for  wanting  Mr.  Lineaweaver  transferred  from 
the  appointment  division? — ^A.  Well,  Oeu.  Bussey  stated  to  me  that 
he  was  offensive  in  his  conversation,  talking  with  people,  etc. 

Q.  Didn't  this  occur  soon  after  the  charges  were  made  that  he  was 
in  league  with  your  son  and  others  for  the  purpose  of  peddling  out  ap- 
pointments there  t — A.  I  will  have  to  refresh  my  memory  as  to  that 
(Witness  refers  to  papers  in  his  possession.)  That  was  some  time  before 
that,  sir. 

Q.  Some  time  before  there  were  any  charges  of  this  sort  made  f—i* 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  the  filing  of  Howard  and  Eagle's 
affidavits! — A.  I  think  I  have  copies  of  them  here. 

Q.  See  what  date  they  are,  please. — A.  The  17th  of  September,  1891; 
that  is  the  date  I  believe.    (Hands  papers  to  counsel.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  some  time  before  this  Howard  aod 
Eugle  had  made  a  verbal  statement  to  the  Secretary  f — A»  My  mUx- 
mation  from  the  Secretary  was  that  the  written  statement  succeeded 
the  verbal  statement  by  two  or  three  days,  probably  two  days. 

Q.  Within  two  or  three  daysf — ^A.  That  was  my  Information. 

Q.  Did  you  get  that  information  from  the  Secretary! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Will  you  examine  those  two  papers.  They  are  blanks  required  to 
be  filled  out  in  the  Pension  Office,  giving  an  applicant's  place  of  birth, 
occupation,  etc.  (Hands  papers  to  witness.)  You  notice  the  state- 
ments made  there  by  Mr.  Lineaweaver  as  to  the  place  of  his  birth  and 
residence  in  the  two  papers  ! — A.  1  see  that  in  the  statement  which  lie 
made  to  Gren.  Black.  August  9, 1885,  he  was  bom  August  3, 1868,  at 
Shrewsbury,  York  County,  Pa.,  and  his  present  actual  residence  is 
Washington,  D.  0. 

Q.  What  do  you  find  in  the  other  one  on  that  subject ! — A.  I  find  in 
a  communication  in  reply  to  inquiries  I  made,  Nov.  6,  1889,  that  he 
states  that  he  was  born  August  3, 1868. 

Q.  Born  where  ! — A,  It  says  at  Washington,  D.  C,  and  that  he  was 
appointed  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  and  that  his  present  legal 
residence  is  the  town  of  Shrewsbury.    It  seems  to  be  reversed  there. 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  Are  they  both  in  the  same  handwriting! — A.  I  recognize  this  a^ 
bis  handwriting,  but  I  don't  recognize  this.  It  was  written  four  years 
and  a  half  ago. 
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Q.  Do  you  recognize  the  signatare  t — ^A.  This  is  not  signed  except 
at  the  top. 

Q.  Do  joa  recognize  the  other  one  f — A.  I  don't  recognize  that.  His 
handwriting  has  changed  so  much  since  that. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  simply  wanted  to  know  if  yon  knew  of  the  existence  of  that 
l>a))er. — A.  I  never  knew  that  before  in  my  life. 

Q.  (Hauds  paper  to  witness.)  Just  state  what  that  communication 
is.— A.  Here  is  ft  letter  ^'1411  "F"  street,  Washington,  D.  O.,  July 
23fd,  1886.  Signed  W.  W.  Dudley,  with  a  postscript  W.  W.  D."  This 
seems  to  be  from  the  Department  files. 

Q.  It  was  identified  by  Mr.  Tanner  as  from  the  files  of  the  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  General  Baum  to  see  these  letters,  because  I 
wish  to  ask  him  some  questions  on  them.  (Hands  letters  to  witness 
already  identified  by  Mr.  Hallam.) 

Q.  Yon  furnished  me  yesterday  with  copy  of  letters  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Ford,  in  which  charges  were  made  by  some  of  these  men,  and  in  regard 
particularly  to  his  manner  toward  old  soldiers  f — A.  Y^  sir. 

Q.  Those  are  in  the  record  now.  Those  letters  from  Ool.  W.  W. 
Dudley,  asking  for  this  man's  appointment,  etc.,  show  that  he  took  a 
very  active  interest  in  his  appointment t — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  it  seems  so. 

By  Judge  Payson  :  * 

Q.  Most  of  these  letters  aie  during  Tanner's  time} — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  indulged  in  some  criticisms  in  regard  to  Mr.  Taylor  concern- 
ing his  manner  towards  old  soldiers  and  you  find  these  letters  in  your 
office,  statements  inregard  to  the  abusive  manner  of  this  man  Ford  t — A. 
I  see  a  letter  here  from  Gapt.  A.  W.  Fisher. 

Q.  I  am  asking  yon  now  in  regard  to  this  other  mattor.  That  is  in 
confirmation  of  Mr.  Dudley's  recommendation  f — A.  He  speaks  of  that 
appointment  there.  '<  He  has  always  spoken  in  the  kindest  of  terms," 
etc. 

Q.  The  other  charges  filed  by  old  soldiers  against  this  man  are  in 
evidence  this  morning,  the  letters .  you  furnished  me  yesterday  f — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  thing  I  wished  to  call  your  attention  to  and  ask  you  if  you 
thought  it  was  fair  to  criticise  Mr.  Taylor  for  that,  and  still  adhering 
to  Mr.  Ford  f — A.  What  do  you  mean  by  adhering  i 

Q.  You  seem  to  be  taking  his  part  against  Howard  and  Engle  and 
others. 

Judge  Payson.  I  object  to  that,  sir.  It  is  not  sworn  to  nor  has  not 
been  stated  here. 

Oen.  Baum.  I  will  state  for  the  benefit  of  the  committee  that  all  of 
the  papers  here  are  from  the  files  of  the  Department.  These  files  I 
have  never  examined ;  never  had  occasion  to  examine :  never  knew  of 
their  existanoe.    Never  saw  them  until  brought  here  tnis  morning. 

Q.  You  never  look  into  the  files  unless  you  have  kindly  feelings 
towards  a  man,  like  Engle  and  Howard. — A.  I  look  them  over  when- 
ever I  think  it  is  necessary  to  do  so. 

Q.  You  never  do  that  except  in  a  case  like  that  ? — A.  I  look  at  them 
whenever  I  think  it  is  proper.  I  have  never  seen  these  files  as  the  ap- 
pointment clerk  will  tell  you.  I  have  never  looked  over  the  files  in  the 
Department  at  all. 
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OFfesponsible  for  that  which  was  fnruished  him  there  t — A.  Mr.  Gannou 
» ggcit^  that  case  as  an  evidence  of  his  partisanship,  and  I  sx)oke  of  the 
Kiman  aside  from  the  case,  statiug  that  I  acted  upon  the  representation  of 
s*  Mr.  Gannon,  and  removed  him. 
KB     The  following  is  a  copy  of  letter  referred  to  by  witness : 

!.l  Department  of  the  Interior, 

''  Appointment  Division,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WoBhington,  D.  C,  Felmuury^ik,  1890 
il  Hon.  Gbbbn  B.  Raum, 
^2  Cim^miMioner  of  Pensions: 

Sib  :  I  beg  to  call  yoar  attentioD  to  the  decision  of  the  medical  referee  in  the  case 

of  Scott  .lewell,  late  a  private  in  Company  ''I,"  Dth  Indiana  Car.,  Certificate  No. 

^  2S]  663.    It  appears  that  upon  the  reeommendatiou  of  a  special  examiner  in  this 

K    Bureau  the  pensioner's  rate  of  pennion  was  reduced  from  fifty,  dollars  to  two  dollars 

f.^,  per  month. 

The  following  is  an  extract  from  the  decision  in  qne«tion : 
■'       « I  believe  it  was  an  error  and  grave  injnstioe  to  reduce  this  man's  pension  to  |2. 
I  am  sustained  in  this  oonolosion  by  substantial  testimony  fnmished  by  Hon.  Joseph 
»    G.  Cannon,  and  others  showing  that  the  evidence  furnished  by  the  special  examiner 
recommending  reduction  was  instigated  by  malice  and  political  disagreements. '' 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Eaum,  Jr., 

AppoMmtni  Clark, 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  the  Secret  art, 
Washington,  Mar.  36, 1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.   C.  TONNER, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Division, 

Q.  Did  yon  not  remove  him  because  Mr.  Cannon  wanted  him  re- 
moved f — A>  If  Mr.  Gannon  had  not  made  the  representation  and  request 
which  iie  did  make  the  man  would  not  have  been  removed. 

Q.  How  long  before  this  was  the  reduction  of  the  pension  madet — 
A.  I  can  not  tell  without)  looking  at  the  papers. 

Q.  Was  he  removed  as  alleged  in  that  paper,  on  account  of  testimony 
that  was  sworn  to  and  famished  him  as  a  special  examiner,  upon  which 
facts  the  pension  was  reduced  f  Don't  you  think  that  if  that  was  the 
ground,  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  should  also  have  been  re- 
moved for  agreeing  to  the  reduction  t — A.  A  man  might  have  been  mis- 
led by  the  evidence. 

Q.  Could  not  he  have  been  misled  by  the  evidence  as  well  as  you  f — 
A.  I  may  have  made  a  mistake  in  removing  him.  I  believed  I  was  act- 
ing upon  proper  grounds. 

Q.  Did  you  not  act  because  of  the  political  influence  exerted  by  Mr. 
Cannon  ? — A.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  acting  in  good  faith. 

Q.  As  a  partisan  you  were  acting  in  good  faith ;  but  as  a  public  offi- 
cer were  you  so  acting Y — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  a  public  official  I  think  I  was 
doing  right. 

Q.  You  removed  him  on  account  of  the  matter  furnished  while  he 
was  acting  as  a  special  examiner  in  this  caseY — A.  It  was  reported  to 
me  that  he  was  a  strong  partisan. 

Q.  Did  you  investigate  it  t — A.  I  did  have  the  matter  looked  into. 

Q.  Who  investigatod  itY — A.  I  do  not  recall  at  this  moment. 

Q.  Did  you  get  a  special  examiner,  or  send  out  a  special  examiner,  to 
look  into  this  case  t — A.  I  would  have  to  look  at  the  papers  to  tell  you. 

Q.  As  matter  of  fact,  was  there  ever  any  examination  made  into  that 
case;  but  did  you  not  summarily  dismiss  him  f — A.  The  dismissal  was 
on  the  recommendation,  as  I  have  alluded  to  it. 
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Q.  Yoa  stated  yesterday  you  did  not  know  on  wbat  groanda  Mr. 
Suinerlin  was  dismissed  and  called  for  the  letters  on  file.  Here  are 
the  letters  [hands  letters  to  witness].  I  will  ask  yoa  to  look  at  them.— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  document  which  I  wished  to  see. 

Q.  You  dismissed  him  upon  the  recommendation  of  whomf — A. 
These  facts  were  brought  to  my  attention  and  it  was  stated  to  me 

Q.  By  whom  ? — A.  It  was  stated  to  me  by  the  Hon.  J.  G.  Gannon 
that  he  was  quite  offensive. 

Q.  State  upon  whose  recommendation  that  disnAssal  was  madefy 
A.  The  formal  recommendation  is  the  appointment  derk. 

Q.  Who  was  he  f — A.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr. 

Q.  You  oughb  not  to  have  any  objection  to  giving  his  name. — ^A.  He 
was  represented  to  me  as  quite  an  offensive  partisan  out  in  his  ooantry. 

Q.  He  was  dismissed  on  account  of  his  offensive  partisanship  f— A. 
It  is  stated — ^it  is  stated  in  dealing  with  a  pension  claim.  It  was  in  a 
partisan  way  and  an  offensive  way. 

Q.  Whatwas  the  fact  t — A.  [Witness  reads.]  Here  is  an  extract  which 
he  states. 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  it. — A.  ^<  I  believe  it  was  an  error  and  a 
grave  injustice  to  reduce  this  man's  pension  to  $2  and  I  am  sustained 
in  this  conclusion  by  substantial  testimony  furnished  by  the  Hon.  Joseph 
G.  Cannon  and  others  showing  that  the  evidence  furnished  by  the 
special  examiner  recommending  the  reduction  was  instigated  by  malice 
and  political  disagreements." 

Q.  You  hold  that  examiner  responsible,  do  yon,  for  the  character  of 
the  evidence  that  was  given  him  f — A.  He  was  held  responsible  for  his 
recommendation. 

Q.  He  recommended  it  upon  the  evidence,  didn't  he  t — A.  I  should 
prefer  to  give  you  those  papers. 

Q.  We  have  papers  enough  to  answer  this  question.  You  read  here, 
'<  I  am  sustained  in  this  conclusion  by  the  testimony  furnished  by  the 
Hon.  J.  G.  Gannon  and  others  "  etc.  Did  you  hold  him  respou^ble  for 
the  character  of  evidence  furnished  him  t-^A.  As  I  understand  tiiat, 
Mr.  Siimerlin  was  responsible  for  that. 

Q.  How  could  he  be  responsible  for  it,  for  what  men  swore  to  out  in 
Illinois  in  regard  to  a  pension  casef — ^A.  ^^It  was  evidence  furnished 
by  him  instigated  by  partisan  malice'' — that  was  the  opinion  expressed 
to  me  by  Mr.  Gannon  verbally;  I  remember  the  case  well. 

Q.  What  did  the  board  of  review  do  with  that  case  f^-A.  I  don't 
remember. 

Q.  Did  they  agree  with  him  f — A.  I  don't  remember  as  to  that 

Q.  Gould  the  pension  have  been  reduced  without  their  concurrence  T 
— A.  I  don't  remember  whether  the  case  was  taken  up.  If  yon  will  let 
me,  I  will  try  and  make  an  examination  into  that,  but  as  far  as  Burner- 
lin's  removal  is  concerned,  the  representations  to  me  were  that  he  was 
an  offensive  man  politically  and  I  acted  upon  that  recommendation  and 
recommended  it  at  the  time. 

Gommissioner  Baxtk.  If  you  want  the  particulars  I  will  get  them  for 
you. 

Mr.  Enlob.  It  is  not  necessary.  In  the  case  of  Jewel,  late  private, 
Gompauy  I,  No.  326663,  you  have  said  you  removed  him  for  offensive 
partisanship. — A.  Yes,  sir;  on  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Gannon. 

Q.  You  did  not  remove  him  for  furnishing  evidence  f — ^A.  That  was 
one  of  the  things  brought  up  in  connection  with  the  discussion  of  this 
case. 

Q.  Does  this  letter  that  you  have  had  copied  show  that  yon  held  him 
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fefiponsible  for  that  which  was  fiiruished  hiiu  there  t — A.  Mr.  Gannou 
cited  that  ease  as  an  evidence  of  his  partisanship,  and  I  spoke  of  the 
man  aside  from  the  case,  stating  that  I  acted  npon  the  representation  of 
Mr.  Gannon,  and  removed  him. 
The  following  is  a  copy  of  letter  referred  to  by  witness : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Appointment  Division,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waahington,  D.  C,  Fehru&ry  6ih,  1S90 
Hon.  Grkbn  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner  of  Pensions: 
Sib:  I  beg  to  call  yonr  attentiou  to  the  decision  of  the  medioftl  referee  in  the  case 
of  Scott  .fewell,  late  a  private  in  Company  *%"  nth  Indiana  Cav.,  Certificate  No. 
231  663.  It  appears  that  npon  the  recommendation  of  a  special  examiner  in  this 
Bureau  tbe  pensioner's  rate  of  pension  was  reduced  from  fifty.  doUars  to  two  dollars 
X>er  month. 
The  following  is  an  extract  from  the  decision  in  question : 

"  I  believe  It  was  an  error  and  grave  injustice  to  reduce  this  man's  pension  to  |2. 
I  am  sustained  in  this  oonolnsion  by  substantial  testimony  furnished  by  Hon.  Joseph 
G.  Cannon,  and  others  showing  that  the  evidence  furnished  by  the  special  examiner 
recommending  reduction  was  instigated  by  malice  and  political  disagreements.'' 
Very  respectfully, 

Qrken  B.  Kaum,  Jr., 

Appointment  Clerk, 

Dkpartbisnt  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  Mar.  26, 1892. 
I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

A.  C.  TONNBR, 

Chief  of  Appointment  Division. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  remove  him  because  Mr.  Cannon  wanted  him  re- 
moved f — A.  If  Mr.  Gannou  had  not  made  tbe  representation  and  request 
which  he  did  make  the  man  would  not  have  been  removed. 

Q.  How  long  before  this  was  the  reduction  of  the  pension  made  f — 
A.  I  can  not  tell  without  looking  at  tbe  papers. 

Q.  Was  he  removed  as  alleged  in  that  paper,  on  aceount  of  testimony 
that  was  sworn  to  and  furnished  him  as  a  special  examiner,  npon  which 
facts  the  pension  was  reduced  Y  Don't  you  think  that  if  that  was  the 
ground,  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  should  also  have  been  re- 
moved for  agreeing  to  the  reduction  f — A.  A  man  might  have  been  mis- 
led by  the  evidence. 

Q.  Could  not  he  have  been  misled  by  the  evidence  as  well  as  you  f — 
A.  I  may  have  made  a  mistake  in  removing  him.  I  believed  I  was  act- 
ing npon  proper  grounds. 

Q.  Did  you  not  act  because  of  the  political  influence  exerted  by  Mr. 
Gannon  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  acting  in  good  faith. 

Q.  As  a  partisan  you  were  acting  in  good  faith ;  but  as  a  public  ofiQ- 
oer  were  you  so  acting? — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  a  public  official  I  think  I  was 
doing  right. 

Q.  Ton  removed  him  on  account  of  the  matter  furnished  while  he 
was  acting  as  a  special  examiner  in  this  caset — ^A.  It  was  reported  to 
me  that  he  was  a  strong  partisan. 

Q.  Did  you  investigate  it  f — A.  I  did  have  the  matter  looked  into. 

Q.  Who  investigated  itf — A.  I  do  not  recall  at  this  moment. 

Q.  Did  you  get  a  special  examiner,  or  send  out  a  special  examiner,  to 
look  into  this  case  t — ^A.  1  would  have  to  look  at  the  papers  to  tell  you. 

Q.  As  matter  of  fact,  was  there  ever  any  examination  made  into  that 
case;  but  did  you  not  summarily  dismiss  him  Y — A.  The  dismissal  was 
on  the  xeoommendation,  as  I  have  alluded  to  it. 


426  PENSION   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  What  was  the  extent  of  your  iavestip^ation  f  Toa  did  not  send 
an  examiner  to  inquire  into  itt — A.  I  think  not.  Mr.  Gannon  was  a 
prominent  man,  a  man  apon  whose  word  I  felt  I  coald  rely,  and  he  re- 
presented to  me  that  this  man  oaght  to  go,  because  of  his  partisanship. 

Q.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Taylor,  when  he  was  charged  with  acting  un- 
fairly in  taking  testimony  in  the  case  where  6en.  Bussey's  friend  was 
concerned,  he  sent  out  a  special  examiner  f — A.  I  did  not  make  the  ex- 
amination in  th  at  case.  That  happened  before  I  went  into  the  office,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  Gen.  Bussey. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  that  was  a  just  way  of  proceeding  with  a  public 
official,  who  was  charged  with  having  acted  unfairly  in  taking  testi- 
mony Y — A.  Well,  it  was  thought  to  be  fair  in  the  case  of  Taylor.  I  be- 
lieved that  the  facts  on  which  I  acted  were  sufficient,  and  I  acted 
accordingly. 

Q.  Here  are  the  papers  in  the  case  of  Dugan.  Will  yoa  look  at  those 
papers f— A.  (After  examluing  papers:)  Yes,  sir;  I  reoognize  them. 

Q.  Did  you  send  these  papers  when  you  transmitted  that  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ? — A.  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Those  were  the  papers  upon  which  yon  made  that  recommenda- 
tion 1 — A.  I  think  these  are  the  papers ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  contemplate  putting  in  all  the  papers  in  the  61e  at  the 
office  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Patson.  Those  are  supplementary  papers  which  yoa  have  Y 

A.  I  propose  to  put  in  copies  of  those.  This  was  the  instructions  for 
the  investigation. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  was  Oen.  Dugan  charged  withf — A.  (After  looking  at  the 
papers :)  I  thought  I  could  find  a  statement  here  which  made  it  clear. 

Mr.  Patson.    Let  the  whole  paper  be  read. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  would  consume  considerable  time  to  read  these  papers. 
I  know  what  they  contain. 

Mr.  Patson.  I  do  too,  but  the  committee  does  not.  Toa  ask  what 
Gen.  Dugan  was  charged  with. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  paper  is  already  in  evidence. 

Commissioner  Haum.  There  is  other  offensive  language  used,  but  I 
think  this  is  sufficient. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  did  the  chief  of  the  division  recommend  should  be  done  in 
his  casef — A.  I  do  not  think  the  chief  recommended  anything. 

Q.  Is  this  letter  from  the  chief  of  the  division? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is. 

Q.  What  did  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office  recommend  should 
lOe  done! — A.  He  found  that  Mr.  Dugan  did  use  the  language  reported 
by  Mr.  Reynolds.  He  was  in  a  nervous  and  excited  condition,  due  to 
drink.  The  chief  clerk  recommended  that  Mr.  Dugan  receive  a  repri- 
mand from  the  Department,  and  that  such  further  action  be  taken  as 
might  be  thought  best  after  a  personal  interview  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  have  an  interview  with  Gen.  Dugan  after  that  f — ^A.  I 
did  not 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  communication  with  himf — ^A.  I  think  be  wrote 
a  letter  here  to  Gapt  Fisher,  the  chief  clerk. 

Mr.  Patson  (to  Mr.  Enloe).  Are  you  following  the  history  of  that 
case  and  asking  him  what  he  did  himself! 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Then  I  will  a«k,  what  did  you  do! — A.  I  made  an  indorsement  on 
January  20,  ^'Bespectfully  submitted  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the 
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Interior.  I  respectfally  submit  that  Q^n,  Dagaii  sbonld  be  retired  from 
theBnrenu,  and  so  recommend." 

Q.  Yon  have  a  letter  also  in  there f — A.  I  said :  "  I  have  the  honor  to 
submit  the  matter  for  yonr  consideration." 

Q.  What  were  the  charges  upon  which  you  removed  Gen.  Dugan  Y — 
A.  I  thought  that  that  was  offensive  language  and  disrespectful  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Q.  Tou  did  not  inquire  into  the  truthfulness  of  the  language  t — ^A.  I 
knew  that  the  language  was  false.  There  was  no  question  about  that, 
so  far  as  it  related  to  me. 

Q.  As  an  ofiicial  fact,  at  least  f — A.  If  it  would  be  proper  I  have  a 
matter  I  would  like  to  submit  in  reference  to  the  case  of  Gen.  Dugan, 
because  I  want  the  matter  all  to  go  before  the  conjmittee.  It  might  as 
well  go  in  here.  After  Gen.  Dugan's  retirement  Senator  Palmer  called 
upon  me  and  we  had  quite  a  conversation  about  it.  He  represented 
Gen.  Dugan  as  an  old  comrade  in  arms  with  him,  and  brought  Gen. 
Dugan  in  to  see  me. 

The  Chairman.  What  Senator  Palmer  was  thatf 

The  Witness.  Senator  Palmer  of  my  State.  I  said  to  Senator  Pal- 
mer and  to  Dugan  also  that  I  had  no  personal  feeling  against  Dugan ; 
and  that  if  the  Secretary  were  disposed  to  accept  a  statement  of  his, 
and  let  him  off,  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  kind  of  a  statement  f 

The  Witness.  An  apology ;  that  be  meant  nothing  offensive  by  what 
he  said ;  and  that  in  consideration  of  his  services  that  I  would  be  will- 
ing to  have  him  reinstated.  In  the  course  of  the  conversation  Senator 
Palmer  turned  to  Gen.  Dugan  and  said :  ^'  I  think  the  general  did  you 
right,  and  if  he  is  willing  to  have  you  reinstated  upon  a  frank  admis- 
sion of  these  facts,  and  a  statement  in  reference  to  it,  it  would  be  very 
considerate  on  hi^  part."  Senator  Palmer  asked  that  I  should  do  that, 
and  I  said,  ''I  will,  and  bring  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary ;  ^  and  I  did. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  go  to  see  the  Secretary? — A.  I  went  alone; 
but,  unfortunately,  the  general  had  filed  this  paper. 

Q.  General  who  f  There  are  so  many  generals  mentioned  here. — A. 
Gen.  Dugan. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  had  better  show  what  this  paper  is. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  dismissal  t — A.  I  do  not  know  that  this 
shows  it.    January  21  is  the  date  of  this  letter. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  indorsement  t — A.  The  indorsement  is 
that  the  dismissal  is  to  take  effect  January  26. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  order  149  t^A.  That  was  December,  1889. 

Q.  Then  the  order  was  before  this  f 

Mr.  Payson.  The  order  had  been  issued  before  that. 

The  Witness.  When  I  went  into  Gen.  Bussey's  office  he  reached  up 
and  got  this  paper  and  said  that  he  could  not  approve  the  restoration. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  is  the  communication  to  which  reference  is  made  f 

The  Witness  read  the  communication  as  follows : 

Mr.  Payson  (after  hearing  the  communication  read).  It  is  not  strange 
that  that  man  was  not  retained  in  the  service. 

Mr.  Enloe.  This  evidence  is  offered  by  the  defense  [handing  the 
paper  to  the  stenographer]. 
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.  »■ 

Mr.  Pay»on.  If  you  are  not  williog  to  offer  it,  I  will  facther  ite  intro- 
dnctioD.    It  wonid  be  an  outrage  if  it  were  not  introdnced. 

Mr.  Enlob..  I  am  glad  to  get  it  in.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  truth  in 
it.  That  was  written  after  he  was  turned  out,  and  I  think  is  a  natiinl 
thing.* 

The  Witness.  It  was  shown  me  at  the  time  I  went  over  to  get  him 
reinstated. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  blame  Gen.  Bussey  for  not  being  wiUing  to  re- 
instate him. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  about  a  report  made  by 
Dr.  Guentsch  in  reference  to  charges  against  Theodore  Smith  T — A.  Ko^ 
sir ;  I  never  saw  them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  became  of  them  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  where  would  be  the  proper  place  for  them  ? — A.  They 
ought  to  be  in  the  Pension  Office  or  in  the  Secretary's  office. 

Q.  In  which  place  ought  they  to  be  f — A.  That  depends. 

Q.  Was  Dr.  Guentsch  a  special  examiner  f — A.  Dr.  Guentsch  was  the 
head  of  the  special  examination  division  under  Gen.  Black. 

Q.  Do  not  those  recommendations  go  to  the  files  of  the  Office  f — A 
The  Secretary  may  make  an  order  for  an  examination,  and  in  that  case 
the  report  would  go  to  hun.  If  the  Commissioner  ordered  the  investi- 
gation to  be  made,  then  the  report  would  naturally  be  found  in  the  Pen- 
'  sion  Office  files,  unless  it  had  slfterwards  been  sent  to  the  Secretary.  It 
ought  to  be  in  one  or  the  other  place. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  see  that  report — A.  I  never  heard  of  that  report 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  there  was  such  a  report! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Whatever  there  was,  it  was  in  Gen.  Black's  time.  I  never  heard 
of  this  before. — A.  Yes,  sir.  Dr.  Guentsch  was  chief  of  the  special  ex- 
amination division  under  Gen.  Black. 

Q.  Was  Theodore  Smith  ever  chief  of  that  division  t — A.  Yes,  sir; 
he  was  made  chief  by  Mr.  Tanner. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  he  have  any  access  to  the  files  of  the  office  where  those  re- 
ports should  be  found  T — A.  I  do  not  know.  Mr.  Brock  was  assistant 
chief  clerk,  and  under  Gen.  Black  acted  as  appointment  clerk.  He  did 
not  call  him  such,  but  he  was  practically  appointment  clerk. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Did  Theodore  Smith  have  access  to  the  file^  T— A.  He  could  call 
for  them,  but  he  did  not  have  charge  of  those  papers.  In  the  re])orts 
which  are  made  in  cases  by  the  special  examination  division^  if  the  re- 
ports concern  individuals  in  the  office,  then  they  ought  to  be  in  the 
files  of  that  person. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  say  that  under  Gen.  Black,  the  appointment  clerk  was 
assistant  chief  clerk.  Then  when  Gen.  Black  went  out  of  office,  if 
files  were  properly  kept,  it  would  be  in  the  files  of  your  office. — A.  It 
ought  to  be;  a  paper,  however,  might  be  regarded  of  such  importance 
that  it  would  not  be  put  upon  the  Hies.  My  practice  is  to  put  those  iu 
the  files  where  they  relate  to  any  particular  individual  in  the  office. 

Q.  The  next  case  we  will  take  is  the  Welty  case.  I  will  ask  you  to 
iStote  wbo  reco  mm  elided  the  apvo\vi^\ii^ti\»  ol  kx,  W^Vt^  xxi  the  Pension 

*-Aa  to  the  a bs<  ncp*  oV  the  paper  he^e  xefett^i^  \«,  wi^  \a»\:\\xiows  ^\^«ti«^.  IOLx^k^ 
Wilcox,  ex&minev  fur  the  committee,  ftvv«ik^^^  ^A^Sa, 
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Office! — A.  I  have  here  a  letter  addressed  by  John  M.  Welty  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr.  Noble,  with  an  indorsement  to  this  effect : 
**  I  have  the  highest  regard  for  Mr.  Welty,  who  served  under  me  while 
I  was  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  see  him  favored 
with  a  reinstatement.  W.  W.  Dadley."  On  the  outside  is  this  indorse- 
ment :  <<  I  respectfully  recommend  the  reinstatement  of  John  M.  Welty. 
He  is  a  good  man,  and  I  want  him  put  back.  S.  M.  Oullom."  This  is 
from  the  Department  files. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  seen  this  paper  dated  October  8, 1884, 
written  by  Mr.  Welty  t — A.  I  never  saw  it  before,  sir ;  I  have  read  the 
letter. 

Mr.  EiOiOE.  I  will  read  the  letter,  and  it  will  be  submitted  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Enloeread  the  letter,  dated ''  Washington,  D.O.,  October  8,1884," 
as  follows : 

[DictiOed.] 

Dkpartmbmt  of  trs  Intbrior, 
Pbnsion  Office,  Sfbciai.  Examination  Division, 

WoBhingtonf  D,  C,  Oct,  8,  1884. 

Dear  Kd.  :  Tonn  of  the  6th  received,  aod  I  hasten  to  give  yoa  the  news  pertain- 
ing to  tho  ofiQce.  The  Secretary  has  ordered  ns  to  take  Gojger  hack,  and  he  reports 
every  morning  to  MiUs  for  duty.  Mills  gives  him  no  work,  because  he  says  the  re- 
sult would  be  simply  to  mix  matters  so  that  it  would  require  additional  labor  tc^ 
straighten  out  any  case  he  might  handle.  I  am  not  certain  whether  I  can  approve 
his  expense  and  per  diem  account  without  being  ordered  to  do  so  by  higher  authority. 
It  is  settled  that  Mr.  Bond  will  not  go  oat.    I  think  I  floored  him  the  first  round. 

Frost  wanted  to  go  to  Ohio  to  vote,  but  had  no  leave  coming  to  him,  having  already 
had  one  hundred  and  twenty-six  (1^)  days,  so  I  had  him  make  out  an  application 
for  sick  leave  with  ]3ay,  took  it  myself  in  person  to  Joslyn«  who  approved  it,  after  a 
little  kicking  on  bis  part.  I  have  recommended  that  Conner  be  reduced.  He  is 
coming  east;  wanted  to  come  to  Washington.  After  a  little  conversation  with  Mi^or 
Clarke,  the  Major  directed  that  he  obey  his  order^  and  go  to  Banks ;  then  if  he  wanted 
any  leave  to  go  to  Ohio  to  vote,  to  apply  for  it  from  St.  Louis,  after  having  reported 
as  directed.  Sprague  is  getting  along  nicely  in  his  new  field.  I  directed  him  to 
close  up  the  work  in  the  mountains  of  West  Virginia  before  eold  weather. 

MMor  Clarke  and  myself  are  as  harmonious  as  brothers  in  arms.  Newoombe  is  on 
that  rhiladelphia  matter.  I  shall  advise  that  he  arrest  Libwrence.  I  think  he  has 
enongh  evidence  to  warrant  us  in  this  step. 

I  will  do  the  best  I  can  nntil  you  return,  which  you  say  will  be  about  the  20th  or 
25th ;  stay  as  long  as  yon  have  a  mind  to,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mrs.  Bouney  was  promoted  to  $1,200,  through  an  error  in  the  Chief  Clerk's  room. 
Captain  Fisher  says  that  he  did  not  get  your  last  list  of  recommendations,  so  I  sent 
him  a  copy  of  the  same,  to  avoid  mistakes  hereafter. 

I  was  up  at  the  Secretary's  yesierdav.  Geo.  Lockwood  said  that  Colby  wanted  to 
be  ordered  in.  I  drew  out  of  him  the  lact  that  he  wanted  to  come  to  Washington  on 
private  business.  Lockwood  said  that  if  we  did  not  order  Colby  in,  he  (C.)  would 
get  Secretary  Teller,  who  is  in  New  York,  to  do  so.  I  saw  Major  Clarke  about  tho 
matter,  and  the  major  said,  after  a  conference  with  Lockwood,  to  call  Colby  to  Wash- 
ington. All  this  took  place  yesterday,  so  this  morning  I  went  down  to  see  the  m^jor 
and  said  to  him,  that  with  his  permission  I  would  forget  to  call  Colby  iu ;  he  suid 
all  right,  hold  the  matter  up.  Now  let  ns  see  whether  Colby  will  get  an  order  from 
Secretary  Teller  to  come  to  Washington.    I  do  not  believe  he  will. 

Nothing  more,  except  that  we  are  all  considerably  excited  over  the  Ohio  election. 
Hope  it  will  go  off  all  right. 
Very  truly  yoaiB, 

^^^^^^^■"  — ^— ^^^"". 

I  certify  that  this  is  a  true  copy  of  a  letter  dictated  by  me  as  asst.  chief  8.  £.  D., 
to  E.  G.  Kathburne,  then  chief  of  S.  £.  D.,  and  that  the  statements  contained  therein 
relative  to  Mr.  Frost  are  true  in  fact. 

John  M.  Welty. 

He  is  an  employ^  in  the  same  division. 
Mr.  Payson.  What  is  tlie  date  1 
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Mr.  Enloe.  October  8,  1884.  It  relates  to  this  man  Welty,  who  ia 
a  witness,  and  I  will  call  attention  to  that  paper. 

The  Witness.  This  paper  which  I  now  have  is  his  retiremenL 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  it  t* A.  Jane  30, 1888.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
signed  by  Acting  Secretary  Hawkins  dismissing  Mr.  Welty  from  the 
service  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  snbmit  these  papers  in  connection  with  the  case,  and 
I  think  one  accounts  for  the  other. 

Commissioner  Eaum.  I  will  furnish  copies  of  them. 

The  following  are  copies  of  letterrt  referred  to  by  witness : 

DBPARTMENT  of  the  iNTKRIORy 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Office  of  the  Comissioner, 
Waahinglan,  D,  C,  Junt  30,  iSSa 
Mr.  John  M.  Wsltt, 

Prewiii : 

Sir  :  On  the  recommendation  of  the  CommiasioDer,  your  services  an  an  assiBtanft 
chief  of  division  in  the  Pension  OMoe  are  hereby  dispensed  with  from  and  after  July 
7,  1888. 

Bespeotfally, 

D.  L.  Hawkins, 
AcUug  Seorikary, 
(Thro.  Commr.  ot  Pensions.) 


[George  B.  Lemon,  oonnselor  at  law.  eoliottor  of  pfttenti  tad  olAlms.| 

Washington,  D.  C,  Marek  29, 1889. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  apply  for  reinstatement  as  assistant  chief  of  division  in 
the  Bnreau  of  Pensions.  And  in  this  connection  I  beg  to  say  that  I  served  as  a  pri- 
vate in  Co.  '<A/'  13  111.  Vols,  from  May  24,  1861,  to  Jnne  18,  1864.  I  was  appointed 
to  a  clerkship  of  class  one  in  the  Pension  Office  July,  1871,  without  my  solicitation, 
at  the  request  of  Hon.  John  A.  Logan  and  H.  C.  Burchard.  I  was  endorsed  for  the 
place  bv  the  members  of  the  15th  Corps  at  their  reunion  at  Rock  Island  in  1871 ;  was 
regularly  promoted  through  each  grade  to  ass't  chief  of  division  by  Commissioners 
Bentley  and  Dudley  on  merit,  alone,  without  the  intervention  of  any  outside  influ- 
ence. During  my  seventeen  years  of  service  I  have  lost,  I  think,  only  three  days  on 
account  of  sickness.  As  to  my  efficiency  I  appeal  to  the  records  of  the  Pension  Bu- 
reau and  all  the  officers  under  whom  I  served. 

I  was  dropped  from  the  rolls  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  July  7,  1888,  at  the  request 
of  the  late  Commissioner  Black,  without  any  preliminary  warning  or  notice,  no  cause 
whatever  being  assigned,  nor  could  my  friends  learn  the  cause.  Gen.  Black  has 
steadily  declined  to  disclose  the  grounds  of  my  dismissal  or  discuss  the  matter  atall. 

For  the  reasons  above  stated  I  believe  that  this  application  for  reinstatement 
should  and  will  be  favorably  considered. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  M.  Welty, 
No.  615 15  St  N.  W,,  UK  HL  Cong.  DtMtricL 

Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  ike  Interior. 

(Through  Hon.  James  Tanner,  Commissioner  of  Pensions.) 

I  have  the  highest  regard  for  Mr.  Welty.  He  served  under  me  while  I  was  Com. 
of  Pensions,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  see  him  favored  with  reinstatement. 

W.  W.  Dudley. 

(Indorsed :)  I  respectfully  recommend  the  reinstatement  of  John  M.  Welty.  He  is 
a  good  man  and  I  want  him  put  back.    S.  M.  Cullom. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Waehingtofif  Mar.  26, 1892. 

I  oartify  that  this  is  a  ooneot  oopy  oi  \^^  oiVg^sioSL 

CMi4  ^  A^^<A-kVimrA  IK^x^Mtu 
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By  Mr.  Eklob  : 

Q.  I  DOW  want  to  ask  you  lu  refereoce  to  the  papers  iff'  Mr.  Taylor* 
Where  ought  to  be  the  original  letters  and  recoinmeDdations  f — A. 
They  should  be  either  in  the  office  of  the  Gommissioner  of  Pensions  or 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  It  sometimes  happens 
that  a  man  withdraws  his  papers  and  leaves  a  copy. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  does  not  seem  to  have  been  done  in  this  case. 

Mr.  Patson.  There  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  it. 

The  Witness.  Those  papers  may  have  been  withdrawn.  A  man 
sometimes  gets  papers  which  he  prizes  very  highly. 

Mr.  Enloe.  There  ought  to  be  copies  of  them  left  on  file. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  that  should  be  done. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Or  some  memorandum  made  of  the  fact. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  questioned  you  yesterday  in  reference  to  your  indorsement. — A. 
This  is  Taylor's  letter  to  tlie  Secretary,  dated  September  25, 1889.  Here 
is  the  same  indorsement. 

Q.  Let  me  see  that  indorsement  of  yours.  (Examining  paper.)  That 
was  September  25, 1889,  about  the  date  when  you  signed  it  t — A.  I  do 
not  know  what  date  it  was.  It  was  dated,  but  1  presume  I  should  say 
that  it  was  made  upon  this  paper  that  is  dated  March  8, 1889,  but  I  do 
not  know  about  that. 

Q.  Here  is  a  letter  of  Mr.  Taylor  addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  applying  for  the  position  of  a  supervisorship  in  the  special  ex- 
amination division.  That  was  before  your  term  as  Commissioner  began  f — 
A.  Tes,  sir :  it  was  indorsed  by  John  Martin,  Hon.  John  II.  Thomas, 
member  of  Congress  from  the  district  in  which  I  live,  and  I  also  indorsed 
it. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Taylor  before  you  indorsed 
it  J — A.  I  had  met  Mr.  Taylor.  Maj.  Edwards  was  formerly  of  Illinois, 
but  is  now  of  Dakota. 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  papers  of  Mr.  McElfresh,  I  will  ask  you  if  3  ou 
knew  of  the  existence  of  these  papers,  and  have  known  of  them  all  the 
time  f — A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  exaniined  these  papers. 

Q.  What  is  the  datet — A,  Here  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  James 
Tanner^  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  dated  May,  1889.  There  is  no  date 
of  the  month.    It  has  on  it  the  Department  file  date  of  July  25, 1889. 

Q.  What  time  did  your  term  as  Commissioner  commenced — ^A.  In 
October,  1889.    I  never  saw  these  papers  before. 

Q.  Who  indorsed  the  papers  1 — ^A.  W.  W.  Dudley,  John  S.  Clarkson, 
John  C.  New,  Albert  Small ;  A.  C.  Bichards,  formerly  major  and  super- 
intendent of  police  in  the  District ;  Wash.  B.  Williams,  Z.  D.  Coleman, 
Joseph  D.  Franzoine,  Barber  &  Hamilton,  and  Judge  A.  Wy  lie.  There 
is  this  indorsement  on  the  outside,  ^^Grand  Army  of  the  Bepublic.  J. 
M.  Pipes ;  and  Arthur  Hendricks,  secretary  Employment  Committee." 

Q.  I  wanted  to  ask,  in  reference  to  Mr.  McElfresh,  if  you  knew  of  any 
charges  being  made  against  him  while  he  was  on  the  police  force  Y — A. 
There  are  more  gentlemen  than  one  of  that  name.  I  never  saw  this 
man  until  1  saw  him  in  the  Pension  Office.  I  knew  of  the  family,  but 
I  had  no  personal  acquaintance  with  this  gentleman. 

Q.  You  never  heard  any  charges  against  him  while  he  was  on  the 
police  force  f — A.  I  did  not  know  that  he  was  on  the  police  force. 
There  are  three  or  four  brothers  of  that  family.  I  found  this  man  thei^ 
as  a  messenger,  and  he  is  there  yet. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  ofler  this  letter,  aUo« 
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Mr.  Patson.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  competeuti 

Mr.^ENLOE.  I  will  read  it,  and  then  we  can  see. 

Mr.  Enloe  here  read  the  letter,  signed  by  W.  W.  Dudley,  as  follows: 

[WilliMn  W.  Dndley,  Mtorney  and  ooanaeUor  at  law,  Waabingten.  D.  C,  Paeifle  BoildiBS.  CB  FSL, 

Washington  D.  C^  Ifardk  28,  UBQi 

Mr.  Grken  B.  Raum,  Jr., 

Pension  Office,  Wa$hingionf  D,  C.  : 

My  Dear  Sib  :  Mr.  George  McEIfrcsh  is  a  messenger  In  tho  8.  E.  dlTision  of  tbe 
PeDsiou  Office.  He  was  with  ua  in  tbe  campaign  in  New  York,  and  did  OLcelkit 
secret  service  directly  nnder  me.  He  is  a  Union  soldier,  and  took  this  plaee  in  the 
Pension  Ofilce  with  the  hope,  and  with  almost  a  guaranty,  that  ho  would  be  pfo- 
moted  in  a  short  time.    He  obtained  his  position  nnder  Mr.  Tanner  at  mv  request. 

Won't  yon  kindly  see  if  it  is  possible  to  give  him  a  lift ;  be  uf'eds  aaaiatance  ts? 
badly,  and  I  feel  as  if  we  ought  to  do  something  for  him.    If  it  is  at  all  poeaible^  1 
would  take  it  as  a  favor  if  yon  would  let  me  know. 
Yonrs  truly, 

W.  W.  DunuT. 

The  Witness.  I  said  he  was  a  messenger.  Allow  me  to  withdnw 
that.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  a  messenger  or  an  assistant  m«- 
senger.    He  is  assigned  to  duty  in  the  law  division. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  been  in  the  Pension  Office? — ^A.  I  think  he 
was  appointed  under  that  application  that  was  made  to  Gommissioner 
Tanner. 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  Pension  Office  at  the  time  he  was  performing  this 
service  in  the  campaign  to  which  Gen.  Dudley  refers  t — ^A.  I  think  not 
That  was  in  March,  1888. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  about  it,  as  to  whether  he  was  in  theoffioe 
at  the  time  Y — A.  1  do  not  know,  but  I  think  the  papers  themselves 
will  show  that  he  was  not.  In  May,  1889,  he  made  application  to  be  ap- 
pointed. Here  is  the  letter  of  July  16, 1889.  This  is  the  letter  of  Gen. 
Dudley  to  the  effect  that  in  the  campaign  of  1888  he  did  some  secret 
service. 

Q.  Tbe  papers  show  for  themselves.  Messrs.  Dudley,  Olarkson,  and 
New  were  members  of  the  campaign  committee  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^      ByMr.ENLOB: 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  this  secret  service  related  to  the  can- 
vass f  There  are  some  things  to  be  understood  when  we  are  talking 
about  these  matters.  It  says  '^  He  was  with  us  in  the  campaign  and  did 
excellent  secret  service.'' — A.  That  indicated  the  political  campaign  of 
1888. 

Q.  Was  this  a  recommendation  for  promotion,  and  what  was  the  ob- 
ject of  that  letter? — ^A.  I  do  not  nnderstand,  unless  it  was  to  make  him 
assistant  messenger. 

Q.  It  seems  he  was  appointed  July  16, 1889,  as  a  messenger  f— A 
There  was  no  promotion  in  his  case,  because  he  could  not  get  through 
the  classified  service. 

Q.  Was  anything  done  for  him  in  response  to  thatt — ^A.  Nothing 
could  be  done.  Here  are  the  papers  that  I  require  of  persons  to  fill 
up,  and  I  see  that  McElfresh  filled  that  up  after  November  6, 1889,  and 
represents  himself  as  drawing  a  salary  of  $840. 

Q.  He  is  still  a  messenger  in  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  He  is  still 
there. 

Q.  As  a  messenger  1 — A^  l\2l\TiY\\l«Xr^E^v\A«a^axl% 
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Q.  Has  be  at  any  time  performed  duties  as  a  special  examiner  f — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  as  a  detective ;  or  done  any  special  service  t — A.  I  have  never 
assigned  him  to  any  sacb  daty.    He  has  been  there  as  a  messenger. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Mr.  McElfresh  had  anything  to  do  with 
looking  into  tbese  charges  against  your  son,  or  whether  he  made  any 
report  to  the  district  attorney  on  the  sabject  f — A.  I  have  not  any  in- 
formation or  knowledge  upon  that  point  If  he  did,  that  was  some- 
thing I  knew  nothing  abont. 

Mr.  Brosius.  If  Mr.  Enloe  has  reached  a  point  in  his  investigation 
where  we  can  suspend,  I  move  that  the  Committee  adjourn. 

The  Chaieman.  To  what  time! 

Mr.  Bbosius.  I  move  to  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next  at  12 
o'clock. 

Pursuant  thereto,  the  committee  adjourned.  * 


Washington,  D.  0.,  Monday^  March  28, 1892. 

The  committee  met  at  10:30  a.  m. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Little,  Dungan, 
and  Brosius,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe,  and  Hon.  L.  B. 
Payson. 

TESTIHOHT  OF  GEOBGE  M.  LOCKWOOB. 

Geobge  M.  Lookwood,  sworn  and  examined. 

Examined  in  chief  by  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  Please  give  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  My 
name  is  George  M.  Lockwood;  age,  50  years;  residence,  Washington, 
D.  G.;  occupation,  land  and  patent  attorney.  I  am  not  a  pension 
attorney. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  Commissioner,  Gen.  Green  B. 
BaumY — A.  I  am. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  since  he  has  been  Commissioner  of  Pensions  he 
applied  to  you  for  a  loan  of  money,  and,  if  so,  state  as  near  as  you  can 
the  date  and  the  circumstances  under  which  the  application  was 
made  f — A.  I  think  in  six  or  eight  months  following  Gen.  Eaum's  ap- 
pointment, that  year,  I  met  him  one  day  on  F  street,  not  far  from  my 
office,  between  Thirteenth  and  Fourteenth.  He  stopped  me  and  said, 
Lockwood,  you  are  just  the  man  I  want  to  see.  I  am  a  little  pushed 
to-day  to  meet  an  obligation,  won't  you  lend  me  your  check  for  three  days 
for  $500.  I  replied,  General,  I  am  not  in  a  condition  to  do  that  myself, 
but  if  you  will  step  with  me  to  the  Metropolitan  Bank  I  will  try  and 
help  you  out.  We  walked  along  as  far  as  the  bank,  when  the  General 
said  he  would  have  to  go  a  little  beyond,  I  think,  perhaps,  to  the  Biggs 
House.  Mr.  Thompson,  the  president,  was  in  the  back  part,  as  I  was 
informed,  attending  a  meeting  of  the  board.  I  sent  my  card  in  to  Mr. 
Thompson,  and  he  came  out. 

Judge  Payson.  Whatever  is  said  of  done  in  the  absence  of  Gen. 
Baum  is  not  com])etent  here  unless  it  is  connected. 

Mr.  Cooper.  We  will  connect  it. 

Judge  Payson.  Whatever  was  said  in  his  presence  is  e.o\$iV^\KQX»^\s^ 
outside  of  it  is  not 

The  Chairman.  Ton  expect  to  show  tbafhie  com\sixx\Acs>»\ftdLNX»^ 
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Mr.  Cooper.  Yes,  sin 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Thompson  came  out  and  met  roe  in  the  front  part 
of  the  bank  when  I  told  him  what  I  wanted,  that  I  had  come  in  bebalf 
of  Gen.  Haum  to  help  him  out  for  a  few  days.  Mr.  Thompson  re- 
plied that  he  wouldn't  do  anything  of  the  sort^  that  he  thought  Gen. 
Eaum  had  ti'eated  him  badly  in  a  matter  that  he  and  friends  of  his  had 
requested  of  the  Commissioner,  and  that  he  was  not  iDclined  to  extend 
to  him  any  favors  or  accommodation. 

Q.  Now  right  there,  please  state- in  what  coBnection  it  was  tiiathe 
had  been  mistreated,  with  reference  to  what  matter  f — ^A.  He  said  that 
he  and  friends  of  his,  amongst  others  Senator  Plamb,  as  I  remember  it, 
had  asked  of  the  General  for  the  promotion  of  a  friend  of  his,  who  was 
in  every  way  a  competent  clerk,  but  without  strong  political  influence, 
and  that  Gen.  Raum  had  paid  no  attention  to  the  request. 

Q.  Now,  during  this  time  where  was  Gen.  liaum  i — A.  Jnst  let  me 
think.  Gen.  Baum  had  come  in  in  the  meantime,  I  think,  and  was 
standing  in  the  fore  part  of  the  bank.  I  said,  "Mr.  Thompson,  I  want 
to  help  the  general ;  I  have  known  him  for  years  and  we  are  both  mem- 
bers of  the  same  Grand  Army  ix>st,  and  I  have  known  how  it  is  myself 
to  be  in  such  a  ^x  and  I  would  like  to  aid  him.''  To  which  Mr.  Tbooip- 
son  replied,  "I  wont  do  it  for  Baum,  but  I  will  let  you  have  the  money 
yourself,  and  you  can  do  as  you  choose.''  I  then  went  to  Gen.  Raam 
and  told  him  that  Mr.  Thompson  would  let  me  have  the  money,  and 
that  the  note  must  be  made  in  that  way,  which  was  arranged. 

Q.  Now,  tell  what  you  told  Gen.  Baum  with  reference  to  the  conver- 
sation.— A.  I  said  to  Gen.  Baum,  **Mr.  Thompson  is  under  the  impres- 
sion tbat  you  have  some  personal  feeling  towards  him,  which  is  the  rea- 
son why  you  have  not  given  cousideration  to  his  and  others'  requests  for 
promotion."  Gen.  Baum  disclaimed  that  he  had  any  such  feeling  to- 
wards Mr.  Thompson,  and  that  he  soon  would  have  a  large  number  of 
])romotions  to  make  and  that  he  should  be  very  glad  to  consider  the 
case.    That  is  as  near  as  I  can  remember  the  language  he  used. 

Q.  In  that  connection  what  did  be  say,  if  anything,  about  a  law  that 
had  recently  passed f — A.  I  should  have  said,  in  that  connection,  that 
he  said  a  law  had  recently  passed  giving  a  large  increase  to  the  force 
in  the  Pension  Office,  and  that  it  would  be  practicable  to  make  a  good 
many  promotions,  and  that  he  should  be  very  glad  to  eouBider  this  case, 
or  words  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Now,  then,  what  occurred  after  that! — A.  After  that  the  note  was 
given,  Gen.  Baum  got  the  money  from  the  cashier  and  left  the  bank. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  note  was  ever  paid,  and,  if  so,  when  ?— 
A.  I  know  that  the  note  was  paid.  It  was  drawn  for  three  days ;  know- 
ing that  I  was  responsible  fof  the  note,  at  the  end  of  the  third  day  I 
went  to  the  bank  to  see  if  the  note  had  been  paid  and  it  had  not  been, 
and  the  next  day  I  went  to  the  generaPs  office  and  asked  him  if  he 
would  be  in  shape  to  meet  the  note  within  the  three  days'  grace,  to 
which  he  replied  tbat  he  would,  and  I  knew  afterwards  that  it  was  so 
met. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  person  to  whom  reference  was  made  by 
Mr.Thomi>8on  in  thebank,  after  that  date  was  subsequently  promoted!— 
A.  I  don't 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Was  there  any  talk  between  yon  and  Mr.  Thompson  that  you 
should  ask  Gen.  Raum  to  promote  this  person  in  consideration  of  the 
loan  f — A.  I  said  to  Mi*.  Thompson  that  Gen.  Kaum  disclaimed  to  me 
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that  he  had  any  feeling  towards  him  at  all,  and  that  it  was  a  misappre- 
hension on  the  part  of  Mr.  Thompson  if  he  had  sach  an  idea. 

Q.  Did  yon  convey  to  Mr.  Thompson  the  idea  that  the  Commissioner 
would  promote  the  person  f — A.  I  told  Mr.  Thompson  just  what  Gen. 
!Raam  told  me,  that  he  would  have  a  large  number  of  promotions  to 
make  and  that  he  should  be  very  glad  to  consider  the  case. 

Q.  This  conversation  was  all  had  before  the  note  was  made  out  and 
before  it  was  paid  f — A.  The  conversation  with  Mr.  Thompson  was  after 
the  money  had  been  paid  to  Gen.  Eaum,for  Baum  had  left. 

Q.  That  is,  you  told  Thompson  after  Raum  had  left  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  your  talk  with  Thompson  and  Gen.  Baum^was  before  the  note 
was  executed  f — ^A.  All  going  on  at  the  same^  time.' 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Is  this  the  only  transaction  of  that  kind  yon  had  with  Gen.  Baum, 
indorsing  his  note  for  three  days  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  the  consideration  of  your  indorsing  the  note  that 
he  should  promote  a  girl  that  was  either  a  friend  of  yours  or  a  friend  of 
Thompson's  f — A.  It  was  not,  emphatically  not. 

Q.  The  statement  was  made  here  by  counsel  last  week  that  he  pro- 
posed to  prove  and  would  prove  that  G^n.  Baum  applied  to  yon  as  a 
friend  for  either  the  loan  of  some  money  or  the  use  of  your  name,  and 
that,  as  a  consideration  of  this  use  of  your  name,  he  would  promote  a 
friend  of  yours  or  a  friend  of  Thompson's;  is  there  any  truth  in  that  f — 
A.  I  have  stated  the  case  exactly . 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  at  the  time  this  talk  was  going  on  what  per- 
son was  alluded  to  f — A.  I  can't  recall  the  name. 

Q.  The  person  was  named f — A.  Some  one;  it  was  a  friend  of  Mr. 
Thompson  or  he  was  a  friend  of  the  person  spoken  of. 

^  By  Judge  Payson  : 
Q.  That  was  the  talk  between  Thompson  and  youf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  Mr.  Baum  and  Mr.  Thompson  had  any  in- 
terview in  the  bank  at  all. — A.  As  near  as  I  can  recall  they  did  not. 

Q.  Not  even  say  good  morning  f — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  After  you  had  the  talk  with  Mr.  Baum  in  the  front  of  the  bank 
and  he  said  he  was  willing  to  give  this  matter  some  consideration,  did 
you  have  any  further  talk  with  Mr.  Thompson  before  the  transaction 
was  completed f — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  after  General  Baum  had  left  that 
I  went  back  to  Mr.  Thompson  and  told  him  what  the  general  had  said. 

By  Mr.  Ooopeb: 

Q.  Was  the  name  of  the  person  given  to  yon  in  your  conversation 
with  Mr.  Thompson;  was  the  name  of  the  clerk  mentioned f — A.  I  am 
not  certain  as  to  that. 

Q.  In  your  conversation  with  Gen.  Baum  did  it  appear  to  you  that 
he  knew  the  person  f 

Judge  Payson.  What  did  he  say  and  what  was  donef 

By  Mr.  Cooper  : 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  tliat  would  indicate  that  he  knew  the 
person  f  And,  if  so,  state  what  he  said  in  that  connection*— -A.  I  think  I 
have  stated  all  I  know  about  that. 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

'Q.  Do  yoa  think  yon  would  remember  the  name  if  it  sLould  be 
spoken  f — A.  I  don't  think  I  would.  There  is  noman  in  the  world  with 
a  greater  facility  for  forgetting  names  than  I. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  a  Miss  Mark  wood  t — A.  I  do 
not. 

TESTIHOVT  OF  WILLIAM  H.  BAEKEB. 

WiLLiAH  H.  Babker  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  EnloIs  : 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  positions  you  have  held  in  the  Pension  Offiw 
and  what  time  you  were  connected  with  it! — A.  I  received  my  commis- 
sion on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1889,  as  chief  of  the  record  division. 

Q.  Where  is  your  home  ! — A.  In  the  city  of  Brooklyn. 

Q.  From  what  State  were  j^ou  appointed! — A.  The  State  of  New 
York. 

Q.  Have  yon  held  any  other  position  before  filling  this  one  f — A.  Not 
under  Government  employ ;  under  the  State,  yes. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  that  you  entered  in  the  employ  of  the  office  !— A 
February  3, 1889. 

Q.  How  long  were  yon  connected  with  the  Pension  Office? — A.  I 
resigned  October  the  12th,  1891,  making  in  all  about  twenty  months' 
service. 

Q.  Who  were  your  assistants  when  you  entered  that  office  and  whom 
did  you  succeed  when  you  went  in  there! — A.  I  succeeded  Mr.  Ford, 
who  was  chief  of  the  record  division. 

Q.  What  Ford  was  that !  ^ A.  William  T.  Ford.  He  was  afterwards 
made  my  assistant;  also  Mr.  J.  Edward  Engle. 

Q.  Was  he  one  of  your  assistants  ! — A.  He  waa  also  my  assistant 

Q.  How  many  people  comprise  the  working  force  of  that  division  !— 
A.  About  90  people  at  that  time. 

Q.  Well,  after  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  how  many  !-^A.  About  397, 
the  largest  division  under  the  Government. 

Q.  What  acquaintance  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Engle  while  connected 
with  that  office,  and  what  do  you  know  about  his  character  and  con- 
duct, officially  and  personally,  while  he  was  associated  with  you  there!— 
A.  I  found  Mr.  Engle  a  capable  assistant,  one  to  whom  I  at  all  times 
referred  for  advice,  as  far  as  that  was  concerned.  He  was  recommended 
to  me  by  people  in  the  special  examiner's  division  and  other  divisions 
as  a  capable  man,  and  I  looked  to  him  a  great  deal. 

Q.  Was  he  ever  ordered  to  be  transferred  after  you  took  charge  of 
the  office,  or  had  he  been  transferred ! — ^A.  I  think  if  I  am  not  mis- 
taken there,  I  asked  for  his  transfer  after  some  little  controversy  be> 
tween  Mr.  Baum,  Mr.  Ford,  and  myself,  but  I  think  what  brought  that 
to  me  was  that  Gen.  Baum  wished  his  transfer  at  a  certain  period  of 
time,  and  I  stated  I  could  not  allow  him  to  be  transferred  at  that  time, 
because  I  looked  to  him  for  information,  as  he  knew  more  about  the  De- 
partment than  I  did,  1  being  a  new  chief  and  therefore  I  could  not  spare 
him  at  that  time,  but  later  on  there  happened  to  be  some  words  between 
Mr.  Ford  and  himself 

Q.  Whot — A.  Mr.  Ford  and  Mr.  Engle,  and  they  did  not  speak  to- 
gether for  months;  and  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Engle  himself  I  said  I 
would  ask  for  his  transfer,  and  I  think  he  acquiesced  in  it  at  that  time, 
as  be  did  not  want  to  stay  wmWt  Mt.YotCi,  ^  \\^^^&  \xi'a>8:\\i^  \\»  \LUkd 
of  onerous  for  him.    They  did  not  ftp^>L\.o^<ei'Osi«c  tot  mwiXJoa  vax*^^. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  the  matter  inentioued  in  the  affidavit  which 
was  presented  by  the  Commissioner  hero  the  other  day  in  regard  to 
Eu^le's  connection  with  some  woman  in  the  Pension  Office  9— A.  I  have 
not  seen  the  affidavit.  • 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  Mr.  Ford  making  any  charge  against  Mr. 
Engle,  that  he  had  sustained  improper  relations  with  a  woman  in  the 
Pension  Office,  or  had  seduced  a  young  woman  in  his  office  f — A.  I 
never  did.  If  Mr.  Enloe  will  allow  me  I  will  state  this :  After  I  had 
been  in  the  office  about  some  three  or  four  weeks  Mr.  Brooks,  a  special 
examiner,  came  to  me  and  said  that  he  had  an  anonymous  letter  which 
was  sent  to  Mrs.  Baum  and  given  to  him  by  Mr.  itaum  to  investigate. 
He  wanted  to  know  some  points  and  wanted  to  speak  to  me  about  it, 
and  as  he  and  I  belonged  to  one  organization  he  came  to  me  and  spoke 
to  me  under  an  obligation,  so  that  he  could  get  the  handwriting  of  cer- 
tain people  in  my  division,  and  I  furnished  the  handwriting  to  him. 

Q.  He  was  th«^n  investigating  this  matter  t — A.  That  was  an  anony- 
mous letter  which  accused  Mr.  Eiigle  of  certain  things.  One  was  that 
he  bad  a  little  liquor  in  the  room ;  another  thing  was  in  regard  to  some 
lady,  etc.  After  I  had  furnished  that  handwriting  he  laid  it  to  a  cer- 
tftin  woman  in  my  division,  and  he  wante<l  me  to  remove  the  lady  and 
I  refused,  as  I  said  it  could  not  be,  because  the  only  persons  in  my  room 
were  Messrs.  Engle,  Ford,  and  Miss  Pudney,  and  it  must  have  been 
one  of  those  persons  who  told  it  out  of  the  room,  I  laid  it  to  Mr.  Ford 
and  thought  he  sent  this  anonymous  letter  and  always  did ;  I  thought 
this  anonymous  letter  came  through  him.  The  matter  was  dropped  as 
a  result  of  the  whole  thing,  and  the  ladies'  names  who  were  mentioned 
in  that  letter,  I  think  there  were  three  of  them,  were  all  promoted,  and 
promoted  by  Gen.  liaum. 

Q.  Who  were  the  ladies  mentioned! — A.  I  would  not  like  to  say. 
My  recollection  fails  me,  and  I  would  rather  see  the  anonymous  letter. 

(Objection  was  here  made  by  Mr.  Pay  son,  and  the  matter  was  dis- 
cussed, and  Mr.  Paysou  afterwards  withdrew  the  objection.) 

Mr.  Enloe.  We  will  let  thnt  pass  for  the  present  and  call  Mr.  Bar- 
ker later  if  we  want  this  information. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  You  say  there  were  some  ladies  promoted! — A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  about  their  being  the  same  ladies  mentioned  and 
referred  to  in  the  anonymous  letter! — A.  After  the  investigation  took 
place  and  I  was  ordered  to  remove  a  certain  lady,  I  refused  to  do  it  un- 
less Mr.  Baum  removed  her  himself.     I  refused  to  make  the  charges 

Q.  Against  whom! — A.  The  lady  they  supposed  had  written  this 
letter. 

Mr.  Payson.  Who  supposed  ! 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Brooks,  the  examiner. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Raum  suppose  it  too  ! — A.  Mr.  Eaum  never  knew  I  knew 
anything  about  this  letter.  Mr.  Brooks,  the  special  examiner,  came  to 
me,  and  I  had  never  consulted  Mr.  liaum  one  way  or  another  in  regard 
to  it. 

Q.  You  refused  to  remove  the  womanr! — A.  Who  they  supposed  had 
made  these  charges. 

Q.  Who  a^ked  for  her  removal! — A.  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.,  and  Mr. 
Brooks. 

Q.  The  Commissioner  did  not  ask  for  it ! — A.  No,  sir.  I  will  saj'  this: 
After  the  investigation  had  taken  place  and  I  saw  these  ladies  had  been 
assailed  in  a  manner  Mr.  Brooks  said  ^a^  uviXxvi^^  ^\A  \i^N}v2^\^^  ^^£&' 
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ranted  it,  I  recommended  their  promotion,  and  G^n.  Raam,  without  mj 
asking,  acquiesced  in  it,  and  the  three  were  promoted. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  about  the  date  of  thatf — ^A.  I  think  it  was  in  April 
or  May<  1889.    I  had  been  in  office  bat  a  few  months. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Engle  in  the  office  at  the  time  f — A.  He  was  my  assistant. 

Q.  Ford  also  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  they  remain  after  the  ladies  were  promoted!— A. 
Mr.  Ford  was  there  before  I  resigned.  Mr.  Engle  remained  there,  I 
>think,  nearly  a  year. 

Q.  I  mean  a^r  these  ladies  were  promoted,  how  long  did  Engle 
remain  there  f — A.  I  think  five,  six,  or  seven  months. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  charges  made  against  Engle  by 
Ford,  or  either  of  them  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  In  that  connection  do  yon  know  whether  or  not  any  one  of  those 
three  ladies  named  in  the  anonymous  letter  was  the  lady  referred  to  in 
the  affidavit  made  by  Ford  I — A.  I  never  saw  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Ford. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  yon  say  that  reference  was  made  in  that  anonymons  com- 
munication to  Engle's  excessive  use  of  intoxicating  liquors ;  did  he  ever 
appear  during  office  hours  under  the  influence  of  whisky  f — A.  I  never 
saw  him  under  the  influence  of  whisky  at  all  in  my  life. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  an  ill  feeling  between  Engle  and  Ford,  so  great 
that  they  did  not  speak  to  each  other  for  months.  Did  any  of  the 
ladies  in  your  division  come  to  you  and  make  any  complaints,  or  to  Mr. 
Landon,  the  assistant  chief,  that  Ford  had  offered  Insult  to  them  ! — A 
Mr.  Landon  told  me  that  a  lady  had  said  to  him  that  he  had,  a  Mrs. 
Jennings,  that  is  in  office  hours ;  but  it  was  nothing  more  than  being 
irritable  and  using  harsh  language.  Ford  was  rather  an  erratic  and 
Irritable  fellow,  and  would  say  a  great  many  things  if  he  was  pushed  to 
the  wall  different  from  what  I  would  or  Mr.  Enloe  would.  The  other 
lady's  name  I  do  not  wish  to  give,  but  I  will  give  it  to  you  privately. 

Q.  Did  she  make  a  statement  to  you  that  Mr.  Ford  had A.  She 

made  a  statement  to  Mr.  Landon  and  he  brought  it  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  her  about  it  f — A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  that  statement? — A.  I  think  it  was  that 
he  wanted  her  to  go  somewhere — I  paid  no  attention  to  those  things. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  it  to  be.  I  want  you  to  tell  what  it 
was ;  this  is  a  very  indifferent  sort  of  answer  you  made  about  going 
somewhere  ?— A.  I  might  make  it  worse. 

Q.  Well,  just  tell  it  in  plain  English. — A,  Ho  happened  to  bestand- 
ing  on  the  corner  of  the  Post  Office  building,  and  he  asked  her  to  walk 
down  the  street  with  him  and  talk  to  him  and  he  said  to  her  that  of 
course  he  was  a  married  man  and  she  knew  that  and  he  wauted  her  to 
go  off  somewhere.  That  is  the  statement  made  to  me.  This  was  after 
office  hours. 

Q.  Why  did  she  complain  about  it,  did  you  understand  f  Do  you 
think  there  was  anything  improper  that  he  should  want  to  walk  down 
the  street  with  her? — A.  The  reason  she  complained,  if  you  want  to 
know,  was  because  she  received  harsh  treatment  from  the  assistant  in 
the  office  afterwards  in  regard  to  her  work,  etc. ;  that  is,  she  was  pat 
at  harder  work  than  she  would  have  naturally  had  otherwise. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Ford  t— A.  By  Mr.  Ford. 
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Q.  Did  she  luiderstauil  it  was  because  she  would  not  walk  with  him 
somewhere! — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Was  that  lier  comphiint  ? — A.  I  stopped  it  and  I  put  her  back  to 
her  old  work  aud  kept  her  there  while  I  was  in  olHce.  What  has  be- 
come  of  her  since  then  I  do  not  know. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  she  make  a  complaint! — A.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Landon  told  me 
she  was  willing  to  come  on  the  stand  herself. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  this  same  wonTan  whom  he  talked  to  on  the  street 
afterwards  came  to  you  com plaininp:  that  this  same  man  had  put  lier 
at  other  work,  harder  work,  or  something  of  that  kind! — A.  You  know 
under  the  office  the  work  can  be 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  the  woman  was  discriminated  against  I — A.  I 
presume  so. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Because  she  did  not  take  this  walk  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  For  that  reason  she  was  discriminated  against  in  this  work! — A. 
She  thought  she  was. 
Mr.  Little.  That  is  what  we  are  trying  to  find  out. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  clerks  in  the  record  division  holding  notes  of 
Mr.  Ford;  if  so,  who  were  they  ! — A.  Mr.  Doiiohue  told  me  he  had  in- 
dorsed his  note  for  a  cousifierable  amount  and  was  about  suing  him 
unless  he  paid  them.    Mrs.  Holmes,  and  I  believe  Mr.  McCartney- 

Q.  Did  the  parties  themselves  tell  you  of  it! — A.  They  did.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  owes  them  now. 

Q.  That  was  at  that  time! — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  a  good  many 
people  at  that  time,  but  he  may  have  settled  by  this  time. 

Q.  Speaking  of  that  anonymous  letter,  do  you  know  what  became  of 
it! — A.  I  do  not ;  no,  sir ;  only  I  was  given  about  live  minutes  to  look 
at  it,  and  that  was  the  only  time  I  ever  saw  it. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Brooks  tell  you  who  he  thought  was  the  author  of  the 
letter! — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Whom  did  he  tell  you  wrote  the  letter  ! — A.  A  lady  in  my  divi- 
sion. 

Q.  Who  was  she! — A.  A  Mrs.  Wilson. 

Q.  Did  you  believe  what  Mr.  Brooks  told  you  abpnt  it ;  did  you  be- 
lieve he  was  correct! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  have  stated  you  thought  Mr.  Ford  had  the  letter  written  ! — 
A.  I  do.  I  thought  it  emanated  from  that  room  because  what  was  told 
was  this,  that  Mr.  Engle  had  a  small  bottle,  a  flask  of  whisky  in  his 
drawer. 

Q.  That  was  one  of  the  things  told  ! — A.  That  was  one  of  the  things 
in  this  letter  outside  of  uieiitioning  the  women  matters.  That  was  in 
his  drawer.  He  sent  out  to  an  apothecary's  store,  it  being  a  rainy 
day  and  it  was  so  he  could  not  go  out.  I  took  a  drink  from  that  bottle 
myself  and  there  were  only  three  pe>ople,  Mr.  Ford,  Mr.  Engle,  and 
Miss  Pudney ;  nobody  else  was  allowed  in  my  room ;  so  when  we  took 
a  drink  somebody  in  that  room  must  have  stated  it,  as  they  were  the 
only  people  who  knew. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  do  not  think  it  was  possible  he  may  have  invited 
anybody  else  to  take  a  drink  from  tiiat  bottle  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  h  is 
possible.    There  were  only  three  in  that  room;  Miss  Padwe^  ^^^^  \X^ 
stenographer. 
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By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Will  yoa  give  the  committee  the  substance  of  that  anonymoos 
letter! — ^A,  I  could  not.    I  just  ran  over  it. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  something  about  women  ia  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  remember  about  that! — A.  It  was  that  Mr.  Eogle 
was  trying  to  get  the  chief  of  division  inveigled  with  a  womau. 

Q.  Get  the  chief  of  the  division  f — A.  I  thought  I  had  a  ri^bt  to 
take  that  up  myself  if  I  wanted  to.  The  other  was  that  be  had  goue 
to  certain  places  with 

Q.  Who  had  gone,  the  chief! — A.  No,  sir;  I  was  too  old  for  that 

Q.  Mr.  Engle  had  ! — A.  Mr.  Engle  had. 

Q.  Were  the  ladies  mentioned  ! — A.  The  ladies  were  mentioned ;  yefl, 
sir.  / 

Q.  Db  you  remember  now  who  they  were  ! — A.  I  do ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Have  you  any  objection  to  furnishing  the  names,  not 
to  go  upon  the  record,  but  to  be  handed  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee! 

The  Witness.  I  would  rather  not  until  Mr.  Ford  comes  on  the  stand. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  right  that  I  should  be  the  first  one  to  briu^  out  the 
names  of  that  anonymous  letter,  because  I  do  not  believe  in  anonymous 
communications  myself,  aiid  if  they  had  sent  that  to  me  I  would  have 
put  it  in  the  waste-paper  basket. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  that  letter  came  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
Gen.  Eaum  ! — A.  I  think  the  letter  was  sent  to  Mrs.  Kaum  and  she 
brought  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  He  testified  to  that  when  on  the  stand. — A.  I  do  think  he  did 
perfectly  right  in  sending  the  letter  to  be  investigated,  because  I  think 
be  would  have  to  make  an  answer  to  Mrs.  Eaum  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  are  a  married  man  ! 

The  Witness.  I  am. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  testimony  of  the  Commissioner  suffi- 
ciently in  regard  to  what  he  says  about  Engle  to A.  I  have  not; 

no,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  refers  to  this  same  thing  or  not!— 
A.  From  reading  what  I  have  seen  in  the  papers  I  think  it  is  the  same 
thing. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  say  that  these  ladies  mentioned  in  this  anonymous 
letter  were  afterwards  promoted  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  were  afterwards 
promoted. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  After  an  investigation  of  the  charge! 

The  Witness.  Yes^  sir ;  after  an  investigation  of  the  charge :  and  I 
recommended  it,  also,  because  I  thought,  alter  Mr.  Brooks  stated  to  me 
that  everything  was  untrue  and  false  that  it  was  dne'tliem. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afcer  their  promotion  was  it  before  charges 
were  made  against  Engle  ! 

The  Witness.  I  never  knew  the  charges  were  made  against  Mr.  En- 
gle. Those  against  Mr.  Ford,  in  regard  to  a  quarrel  he  had  with  Mr. 
Sidell 

Bv  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  We  will  come  to  tha^ater.  I  want  to  ask  if  you  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Lockwood  about  one  of  the  ladies  in  the  -Pension  Bureau 
and  what  was  the  result  of  tViat.  T>\vi  >io\i  ^n^x  Vki^s^  ^\i^  ^<Q\Lver8atiou 
trif/i  Mr.  Lockwood  1 — A.  Bo  ^^ou^tio^  \i\a  to^\.\i^\afe\ 
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Mr.  Enloe,  Mr.  George  M.  Lockwood,  an  attorney. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  The  man  who  testified  here  this  morning  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  same  man  who  testified  this  morning. 

The  Witness.  I  was  introduced  to  Mr.  Lock  wood,  if  I  must  tell  it, 
by  Mr.  Eugle,  at  Schwing  &  Clark's.  The  matter  turned  upon  the  pro- 
motion of  a  lady  whom  he  wished  me  to  promote. 

Q.  What  was  that  lady's  namef — A.  I  would  rather  not  give  it  now. 

Q.  I  see  no  impropriety  in  regard  to  that ;  it  is  a  question  of  the  pro- 
motion of  an  employ6  ? — A.  Mrs.  Wilson. 

Mr.  LiND.  The  same  one  you  mentioned  before t 

The  Witness.  The  same  one. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  did  you  do  about  it ;  did  you  promote  her  f — A.  I  did  not. 
I  stated  to  him  I  could  not  and  would  not  ^  that  certain  facts  had  been 
brought  out  in  regard  to  my  office,  and  I  would  not  and  could  not 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  testimony  of  the  Commissioner 
and  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Lockwood  this  morning  in  regard  to  a  certain 
financial  transaction  occurring  between  the  Commissioner  and  Mr. 
Thompson,  as  to  whether  or  not  she  is  the  woman  referred  to  f — A.  I 
do  not  know  anything  in  regard  to  that.  She  is  a  woman  Mr.  Lockwood 
had  in  the  office,  I  presume,  long  before  I  went  there,  and  1  transferred 
the  lady  to  another  division. 

Q.  When  these  complaints  were  made  about  Ford — this  lady  came  to 
yon  and  complained  about  Ford — what  did  you  say  to  him  in  regard  to 
it  and  what  did  you  do  about  it  ? — A.  I  spoke  to  Commissioner  Eaum 
in  regard  to  it  and  asked  for  his  transfer ;  at  least  I  went  to  Chief 
Clerk  Fisher  and  asked  for  his  transfer. 

Q.  How  many  times  did  you  ask  for  his  transfer  f — A.  Oh,  three  or 
four  times. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  get  him  transferred  f — A.  He  never  was  transferred. 

Q.  What  did  the  Commissioner  say  was  the  reason  he  did  not  trans- 
fer him  t — A.  He  said  he  would  look  into  the  matter. 

Q.  That  is  as  far  as  you  ever  got  with  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  charge  against  Ford  and  Sidell  for  ungentlemanly 
conduct  during  office  hours  f — A.  These  charges  are  in  writing  with  the 
Commissioner.  I  made  these  charges  against  Mr.  Sidell.  They  were 
brought  to  my  attention  during  office  hours,  whereby  they  used  very 
harsh  langnage  towards  each  other,  ungentlemanly  language,  so  that 
the  ladies  had  to  leave  the  room,  and  I  made  the  charges  to  the  Com- 
missioner ;  and  I  was  ordered  to  reprimand  them,  which  I  did. 

Mr.  Payson.   You  were  ordered  to  reprimand  them  I 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  was  Ford's  treatment  of  Sidell  during  your  ab- 
sence from  the  office? 

Mr.  Payson.  On  the  face  of  that,  how  could  the  witness  tell  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  him  this  question:  Did  they  have  a  personal 
difficulty  and  did  you  not  reprimand  them? 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  brought  that  about,  that 
controversy  they  had,  but  it  was  in  regard  to  some  papers.  Mr.  Sidell 
held  the  position  of  Congressional  clerk,  looking  after  all  calls,  and  any- 
thing intricate  that  could  not  be  found  out  by  other  clerks  were  always 
referred  to  him,  he  being  one  of  the  old  clerks;  and  he  was  the  one 
called  upon  to  look  over  the  books  to  see  if  he  could  not  connect  the 
names  with  any  other  names,  so  as  to  bring  up  the  e^^YNVRft^  <i/i  ^^^^ 
soldier 
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The  Chairman.  Do  not  extend  yonr  answer  bejoud  what  is  abso- 
lutely required. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q«  Was  there  any  ill  feeling  existing  between  Ford  and  Sidellf— A. 
After  that ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Ford,  as  assistant  chief,  attempt  in  any  way  to  gratify  his  per- 
sonal feeling  towards  Sidell,  and  if  so,  how  t^  A.  Yes,  sir ;  by  redaciiig 
him  in  my  absence  to  a  mere  clerk. 

Q.  Did  he  do  that  more  than  once? — A.  Oh,  yes;  if  I  was  only  gone 
for  a  day  he  would  do  it,  and  I  would  pat  him  back  eus  soon  as  I  re- 
turned. 

Q.  You  would  always  restore  him  to  his  former  position  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  resign  yonr  position  as  chief  of  the  record  division  f— 
A.  To  go  into  the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  Were  there  any  charges  whatever  against  youT — A.  No  charges 
except  what  the  Herald  had  made. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  what  they  weret — A.  Only 
charges,  I  believe,  that  Mr.  Fleming  had  written  in  regan!  to  iny  owing 
money  to  some  people,  that  came  out  in  the  Sunday  New  York  Herald— 
I  forget  the  date — and  I  immediately  went  to  Secretary  Chandler  aud 
Secretary  Bussey,  who  lived  where  I  was  boarding,  and  demanded  as 
investigation  of  those  charges. 

Q.  Was  that  investigation  madef — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was. 

Q.  Who  conducted  it  f — A.  Gen.  Bussey  and  Gen.  Eaum,  and  they 
had  two  stenographers. 

Q.  I  will  caU  your  attention  to  an  article  from  the  Star  of  May  15, 
1891,  a  newspaper  in  this  city,  and  ask  yon  if  you  remember  uotioing 
that  statement  at  the  time  it  appeared  and  if  this  is  what  it  relates 
to. — A.  (Examining  slip  of  paper.)  That  is  it,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Theodore  Smith  filed  any  charge  before 
Judge  Chandler  or  made  any  af&davit  about  you  at  that  time  I — A.  £ 
never  heard  of  it  in  regard  to  this  investigation.  I  knew  Theodore 
Smith  very  well,  but  I  never  heard  of  any  such  thing  until  I  heard  it 
here. 

Q.  You  never  knew  that  Judge  Chandler  conducted  another  investi- 
gation on  these  charges  filed  by  Smith  f — A.  1  knew  that  J.  Jolly  Joues 
was  coming  down  there  to  my  Department. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Who  was  thatt 

The  Witness.  J.  Jolly  Jones,  his  private  secretary,  went  around  to 
different  people  there  with  printed  affidavits,  trying  to  get  them  swear 
to  them.  • 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Whose  private  secretary  was  he  t 

The  Witness.  The  private  secretary  to  Judge  Chandler,  J.  Jolly 
Jones. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Were  newspaper  reporters  permitted  to  attend  this  session  of  this 
investigation  1 — A.  The  article  in  the  press  gave  them  all  an  invitation, 
I  invited  the  Herald,  Star,  and  everybody.  That  was  conducted  by 
Gen.  Bussey  and  Gen.  Raum  in  the  office  at'  Gen.  Kaum. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  numerous  witnesses  were  examined 
in  regard  to  it  f — A.  There  were  ten  or  fifteen  witnesses  examined, 
every  person  whom  they  said  X  QW^  mouey  to,  even  Mrs.  FitiiiaOy  who 
^ajd  I  never  had- 
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Q.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  that  was  the  number  examined  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  see  the  statement  here  has  it  that  altogether  there  were  twenty 
witnesses  examined  ? — A.  There  may  have  been,  I  do  nut  know.  I  do 
not  think  there  was  as  many  as  that,  but  every  person  mentioned  in  the 
Herald  article  or  any  other  article  was  examined  at  that  time.  The 
stenographic  notes,  1  ])re8ume,  are  in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  they  decided  about  the  matter,  what  they  de- 
cided in  conclusion  f — A.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Donohue  was  to  be  dis- 
missed, the  man  who  gave  the  Berald  information. 

Q.  How  much  money  did  they  find  you  owed  at  that  time  f — A.  Forty 
dollars. 

Mr.  Patson.  The  whole  amount  to  everybody  f 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  $40. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Who  indorsed  that  note f— A.  For  (40  f 

Q.  Yes. — A.  I  think  it  was  borrowed  of  Mr.  Beagan;  the  Donohue 
note  had  been  paid. 

Q.  Well,  was  Donohue  dismissed  ? — ^A.  Gen.  Hauiu  recommended 
his  dismissal,  and  so  did  Gen.  Bussey,  but  I  understand  Secretary  Chand- 
ler stopped  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  rate  of  interest  that  was  prevalent  about  this  time 
in  the  Pension  Office  f— A.  Well,  I  paid  none  t'O  Mr.  Ileagan. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  about  the  money-lenders  who  were  loaning  money 
in  there ;  do  you  know  what,  or  about  what,  they  were  charging  em- 
ployes!— A,  I  understand  they  were  charging  from  5  to  10  per  cent. 

Q.  Per  annum  or  per  montii? — A.  Per  month  or  per  day,  just  as 
they  could  get. 

Q.  Well,  I  presume  it  is  hardly  competent  to  ask  you  what  was  shown 
in  the  Donohue  case,  as  the  note  would  show.  You  say  a  stenographic 
copy  of  those  notes  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioner! — A.  Yes, 
sir.    There  are  two  sets  of  notes  taken  by  two  different  stenographers. 

Q.  Are  you  in  any  way  related  to  Gen.  Bussey,  by  marriage  or  other- 
wise t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  connection  ! — ^A.  I  never  met  him  until  I  met  him  in  the  na- 
tional committee. 

Q.  You  have  been  a  member  in  the  national  committee  ! — A.  I  had 
charge  of  the  speakers  of  the  national  committee  with  Mr.  Goodloe  in 
1888. 

Q.  What  national  committee! — A.  The  National  Bepnblicau  Com- 
mittee. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  Mr.  Sidell,  to  whom  you  referred  awhile  ago,  is 
still  in  the  Pension  Office! — A.  I  believe  he  is,  sir. 

Q.  What  position  does  he  hold  ! — A,  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is 
kept  in  the  same  position,  but  I  think  not.  I  think  he  is  placed  in  some 
other  position.    I  have  not  been  in  the  Pension  Office  since  I  resigned. 

Q.  Why  did  you  want  to  quit  the  Pension  Office  and  goto  the  Treas- 
ury Department! — A.  The  duties  called  me  to  the  city  of  New  York, 
and  there  was  more  money  connected  with  it. 

Q.  Who  recommended  you  for  appointment  in  the  Treasury  Depart 
ment! — A.  The  same  petitions  that  I  had  in  the  Interior  Department 
I  placed  in  the  Treasury  Department  with  a  few  other  names,  Shepherd 
and  others. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  indorsement  of  the  Coti\ts\\^s\o\\^t  cil  ^^w^^xw^s^ 
and  Gen.  Bussey  and  the  Secretary  of  thelntetioT,  OT^^e.t^\».\^  v^^^v^^- 


.444  PENSION   OFFICE   INVESTIGA.TION. 

ler,  or  any  of  tLemf — A.  I  believe,  as  far  as  I  know,  that  they  had 
agreed  with  Secretary  Foster  to  my  appoiDtment,  or  to  my  transfer  to 
the  Treasury  Department. 

Q.  SecretaryFoster  gave  you  the  appointment  T — A.  Secretary  Foster 
gave  me  the  appointment. 

Q.  Who  took  your  platee  in  the  Pension  Office! — A.  A  man  by  the 
name  of  Totten,  from  Ohio. 

Q.  How  was  that  exchange  brought  about ;  what  caused  yoa  to  want 
to  leave  there  ! — A.  In  my  interview  with  Secretary  Foster  and  after 
an  interview  with  several  parties  with  regard  to  my  transfer  and  being 
appointed  in  the  Treasury  Department,  there  were  some  three  or  foar 
gentlemen's  names  mentioned  in  regard  to  taking  my  place  by  which  I 
could  be  transferred  and  appointed  to  the  Treasury  Department.  Mr. 
Smith's  (of  Cincinnati)  name  was  mentioned,  but  he  declined  to  take 
the  position.  On  the  9th  of  October  a  telegram  was  received  from  Mr. 
Totten  saying  he  would  accept  the  position,  he  was  not  in  Goverumeot 
office,  and  on  the  10th  I  was  notified  at  Willard's  Hotel  that  he  woold 
accept,  and  on  the  11th  I  immediately  resigned  in  favor  of  Mr.  Totteo. 
It  was  understood  when  I  resigned  Mr.  Totten  should  be  appointed, 
and  he  was  appointed  within  an  hour  after  my  resignRtion. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  at  that  time! — A.  1204  N  street,  City  of 
Washington. 

Q.  Who  was  living  with  you  t — A.  I  lived  at  the  house  of  a  landlady 
by  the  name  of  Mrs.  Bryan.  Gen.  Bussey,  Mr.  Smith,  of  the  War  De- 
partment, Gen.  Bussey's  daughter,  and  several  table  boarders,  and  I 
believe  Capt.  Brownell  was  also  there. 

Q.  Did  you  find  that  your  associations  in  any  way  by  living  there 
were  any  detriment  to  you  t — A.  I  did  not;  no,  sir;  except  I  paid  a  lit- 
tle more  board  than  I  wanted  to. 

Q.  That  was  to  your  detriment,  I  suppose.  What  do  you  know  aboat 
the  removal  of  Theodore  Smith  f — A.  I  know  nothing  about  it  except 
he  attributed  it  a  great  deal  to  me  because  I  boarded  at  the  house 
where  Gen.  Bussey  did.  That  seems  to  have  beeu  my  great  crime. 
Q,  You  are  not  in  the  Treasury  Department  now  T — A.  I  resigned 
there  February  15. 

Q*  Will  you  state  why  you  resigned  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment?— A.  The  same  articles  that  were  tried  on  me  in  the  Pension  Of- 
fice were  reiterated  by  some  people  and  by  the  old  foe^  I  had  made  in  the 
Pension  division;  the  same  changes  on  the  same  line  with  those  which 
had  been  investigated  were  again  brougiit  to  my  attention  and  I  found 
out  Washington  life  was  a  little  too  hard  for  me,  and  that  if  all  these 
things  were  to  be  taken  and  not  examined  into,  and  if  I  was  not  given  a 
hearing,  I  had  better  resign ;  so  I  resigned  February  the  15th. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  call  to  your  atteiition  the  fact 
that  these  charges  had  been  filed  against  you  f — A.  He  did  not,  bat 
Mr.  Wynn,  his  private  secretary  did. 

Q.  Was  your  resignation  called  for  then  1 — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  not 

Q.  Did  you  understand  you  were  liable  to  be  turned  out  without  an 
investigation  unless  you  did  resign  f — A.  I  understood  it  would  be  very 
warm  unless  I  did. 

Q.  You  were  not  afraid  of  an  investigation  f — A.  Not  at  all,  I  demaud 
it  now,  and  I  would  like  to  see  the  papers. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  they  were  the  same  old  charges  or  similar 
charges  f — A.  The  same  o\d  c^wc^^^  *d\>o\)L\.  Mx&«  EvUiian  and  otberS; 
the  same  that  had  beeu  m\eat\gaA/iOL\>^io^^% 
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Q.  Mrs.  Fithian ?— A.  About  Mrs.  Fithian  and  Latourette  were 

brought  up,  the  same  old  thing. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is,  that  you  had  been  boilrowing  money. 
The  Witness.  The  same  old  story. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  Did  Mrs,  Fithian  testify  in  the  examination  conducted  by  Secre- 
tary Bussey  and  Gen.  Baum  f — A.  She  testified  before  J.  Jolly  Jones 
that  1  did  not  owe  her  a  penny. 

Q.  Why  did  she  have  to  testify  to  him  1 — A.  Because  I  did  not. 

Q.  She  gave  an  affidavit ! — A.  J.  Jolly  Jones  went  to  her  for  an  affi- 
davit. 

Q.  Did  she  furnish  an  affidavit  to  that  effect  f — A.  That  1  did  not, 
yes,  sir :  I  owed  it  to  her  son. 

Q.  Well,  was  that  a  fact  you  owed  it  to  her  son  t — A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did ; 
she  transferred  the  note  I  owed  her  to  her  son. 

Q.  To  her  son  or  grandson  f — ^A.  Her  grandson  is  about  nine  years 
old  ;  how  could  her  note  be  transferred  to  him  f 

Q.  Whose  money  did  you  thin'k  it  wast — ^A.  I  thought  it  was  Mrs. 
Fithian's  money  borrowed  from  Latourette  and  loaned. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is,  that  she  borrowed  the  money  from  Latourette 
and  reloaned  it. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir,  reloaned  it.    It  was  some 

The  Chairman.  Some  what  f 

The  Witness.  That  I  went  to  her  for  a  loan  of  $300  for  another 
party 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Who  was  the  other  party  f — A.  And  when  she  went  to  loan  the 
money  she  demanded  her  promotion 

Q.  Who  was  the  other  party  f — A.  And  he  would  not  take  the  money. 

Q.  Who  was  the  other  party  t — A.  Green  B.  Kaum,  jr. and  he  re- 
fused the  money. 

Q.  She  offered  the  money  to  him  if  he  would  promote  her  and  he  re- 
fused to  take  it  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time  did  that  occur? 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  became  of  Mrs.  Fithian  after  that  f — A.  She  is  in  the  office 
sir. 
Q.  Did  she  stay  right  along  f — A.  She  is  there  yet,  yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  she  the  same  Mrs.  Fithian  who  offered  Mr.  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr., 
(50  for  reinstatement  f — A.  I  Bhould  say  she  was  the  same  one. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  before  she  was  turned  out  of  office,  or  was  it 
before  or  after  she  was  turned  out  of  the  office.  Do  you  remember  as 
to  that f — A.  No;  when  I  went  into  the  office  she  was  there.  No — 
under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  she  was  transferred  to  me  from  the 
survivors'  division.  I  can  not  tell  when  she  was  reinstated  and  I 
know  nothing  about  it.  I  can  not  say  whether  she  was  reinstated  after 
I  came  there  or  before,  but  it  was^bout  that  time,  because  Mr.  Tanner 
had  not  been  out  of  the  office  over  two  months. 

The  Ohatbman.  Was  she  reinstated  before  you  saw  this  money 
handed  Green  B.  Kaum,  jr.  f — A.  I  did  not  see  this  money  handed  to 
him,  but  I  was  told  so.  I  applied  to  her  for  the  money  and  a  note  was 
given  and  I  indorsed  it  for  Green  B.  Ranm,  jr.,  and  1  went  to  Mrs. 
Fithian  for  the  money.    This  was  Green  B.  kaum^^anvoi:^  iiQt  €>.Qi\iv<n^« 
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By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  She  proposed  to  let  yoa  have  the  money  f — A.  She  took  the  note 
aud  said  *^  I  will  see  "  and  she  went  down  stairs  with  it  without  saying 
a  word 

Q.  Who  told  yoa  aboat  the  matter  f — A.  Oreen  B.  Baom,  jr.,  him- 
self, and  he  refused  it 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  ? — A.  She  told  me  he  had  refused  the  money  and 
Mr.  Banm,  jr.,  told  roe  he  refused  it  because  she  wanted  a  promotion. 

The  Chairman.  Was  this  refusal  before  or  after  her  reinstatement ! 

The  WiTNBSS.  It  was  after  her  reinstatement. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  that  was  called  to  the  attention  of 
Gen.  Raum  t — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  call  it  to  his  attention  1 — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  received  the  note  for  Green  B.  Banm,  jr.,  and  went  to  Mrs. 
Fithian  t — A.  It  was  a  matter  between  Mr.  Raum  and  myself.  I  know 
he  refused  to  promote  her,  and  he  said  to  me  that  she  never  should  be 
promoted,  and  I  do  not  think  she  has. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  say  that  her  reinstatement  was  after  that! 

The  Witness.  It  was  before  that,  because  she  was  there  in  my  di- 
vision. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  why  she  was  discharged  from  the  office t 

The  Witness.  Nothing  but  hearsay. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  was  your  understanding  of  the  reasons  for  her 
discharge,  if  that  is  not  objected  tof 

Mr.  Payson.  I  do  not  care  anything  about  this. 

The  Witness.  I  understood  that  she  said  she  had  loaned  money 
when  she  had  not. 

Mr.  Patson.  She  would  report  that  she  had  loaned  money  to  varioas 
people,  thus  bringing  odium 

The  Witness.  Thus  bringing  odium  upon  people  in  there,  and  sbe 
had  loaned  small  sums  and  had  attributed  the  loan  of  large  amounts 
to  certain  people  to  whom  she  did  not  loan  anything. 

Mr.  Beosius.  She  was  getting  a  ret)utation  for  loaning  money  f 

The  Witness.  She  had  one;  oh,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson.  Before  leaving  that  let  us  ascertain  what  were  the  de- 
tails upon  which  he  indorsed  the  note  upon  which  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  was 
to  get  the  money ;  there  is  no  objection  to  that  now. 

Mr.  Enloe.  ^ot  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  In  what  form  was  that  note  given ;  who  was  it  payable  tof — A 
The  note  was  indorsed  payable  to  me. 

Q.  And  you  indorsed  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  went  to  her  to  get  the  money  for  him  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  the  note  and  you  uudertook  to  negotiate  that  notet^ 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  accepted  this  note  and  put  it  in  your  hands  and  you  indorsed 
it  f-^ A.  I  promised  to  get  the  money. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  was  what  is  known  as  ^'  accommodation  paper" t 

The  Witness.  It  was. 

By  Mr.  Patson  : 

Q.  You  went  to  Mrs.  Fithian  to  get  the  money  T — A.  You  must  un- 
derstand that  Mr.  Baum,  31.,  a\\dlN\v).^\i<i.^\i\\i\\i^\vAlivt  of  borrowing 
between  ourselves. 
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Q.  Each  accommodating  the  other,  you  mean  f — A.  Tes,  air. 

Q.  After  yon  got  the  note  you  indorsed  it  for  him  and  you  were  to 
get  the  money  and  bring  it  to  him  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  went  to  Mrs.  Fithian  and  told  lier  you  wanted  the  money 
and  she  took  the  note  from  you  f — A.  And  went  to  Green  B.  Baum,  jr. 

Q.  And  he  repudiat^ed  the  transaction  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  She  offered  him  the  money  if  he  would  promote 
her! 

The  Witness.  She  wanted  promotion  when  she  offered  the  money, 
and  he  refused  to  do  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :  . 

Q.  Did  Green  B.  Eaum  tell  you  the  reason  why  he  wanted  to  borrow 
the  money  at  that  timef — A.  Ko,  except  we  were  both  hard  up. 

Q.  You  were  running  together f — A.  Once  in  a  while;  that  is,  we 
would  go  off  once  in  a  while.  There  was  nothing ;  I  do  not  know  why  be 
wanted  the  money. 

Q.  What  did  Theodore  Smith  tell  you  in  regard  to  Gen.  Bussey  about 
the  time  you  got  into  this  row  f — A.  What  do  you  mean  by  that,  Mr.  En- 
loe f 

Q.  It  seems  there  was  some  controversy  about  you  and  Theodore 
Smith,  or  at  least  he  filed  some  charges  against  you  in  some  sort  of  form ; 
it  developed  that  Theodore  Smith  at  all  events  was  not  friendly  to 
you  f — A.  After  Theodore  Smith's  resignation,  Mr.  Smith  efaid  to  me  that 
it  was  attributed  to  me,  I  living  with  Gen.  Bussey,  and  that  I  had  said  to 
him  certain  things  connected  with  the  office  and  the  Department. 

Q.  Heblamedypn  in  regard  to  his  discharged — A.  He  blamed  me  for 
knowing  about  his  discharge,  but  I  said  I  knew  nothing  about  it.  He 
wanted  to  know  about  anything  Gen.  Bussey  or  something  else 

The  Chaibman.  What  something  else? 

The  Witness.  Anythinghe  might  havein  his  mind  that  Gen.  Bussey 
had  done.  He  did  not  care  whether  it  was  true  or  was  a  slander  at  that 
time,  but  he  wanted  to  get  even  with  somebody. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Did  you  ever  borrow  any  money  from  Theodore  Smith  T— A.  I^ 
have;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  it  back  to  himf — A.  I  did  on  the  day  the  note 
was  due  at  the  Columbia  Bank,  for  (200,  without  his  knowing  or 
asking  for  it.    I  borrowed  that  money  for  thirty  days. 

Q.  In  this  investigation  here  in  regard  to  these  charf^es  of  borrowing 
money,  did  you  give  any  reason  why  you  were  in  such  straits  for  money 
and  had  borrowed  money  from  people? — A.  Mr.  Enloe,  let  me  say  this 
much,  that  the  extent  of  money  I  borrowed  in  the  city  of  Washington 
was  $629.  The  money  I  lost  in  speculation,  in  stocks,  was  over  $12,000, 
but  that  is  my  own  business.  The  money  I  borrowed  all  told  in  the  ^ity 
of  Washington  was  $629,  and  that  was  my  crime. 

Q.  Who  got  you  into  speculation  ? — A.  Myself. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  advisers  in  the  matter  f  —A.  I  might  have  had 
**  tips,''  which  we  all  have  had. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  any  attorneys  practicing  before  the  Depart- 
ments made  any  suggestions  to  you  about  using  your  money  in  specula- 
tion ? — A.  Not  except  I  might  meet  a  man  around  who  might  say  '<  this 
is  a  good  thing." 

The  Chaibman.  Do  not  extend  your  answer,  as  it  makes  the  record 
too  voluminous;  you  can  answer  that  either  yes  or  no. 

TheWiTMESS.  No. 
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The  Chairman.  That  ends  it. 

The  Witness.  Well,  I  will  change  that. 
*    The  Ghaibman.  Qualify  it. 

The  Witness.  Iu  coDversation  one  day  Gen.  Dudley  might  Lave 
said 

The  Chaibman.  Well,  did  he  say  f 

The  Witness.  I  think  he  did. 

The  Ghhibman.  Then  state  it. 

The  Witness.  That  Western  Union  was  a  good  stock  to  purchase, 
and  I  purchased  it. 

Mr.  LiND.  Who  was  that! 

The  Witness.  Gen.  Dudley,  and  1  did  purchase  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  this  while  you  were  chief  of  the  record  division  t — A.  He 
told  me  another  stock  was  a  good  stock  to  purchase,  and  I  made  some 
$3,000. 

Q.  Was  this  at  the  time  you  were  chief  of  the  record  division  !— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  of  Ford  furnishing  a  list  of  claimants 
without  attorneys^ — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  [Continuing:]  To  pension  attorneys  t— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  anyone  ever  claim  to  you  that  Mr.  Ford  was  using  the  tele- 
phone in  the  office  to  telephone  about  pension  affairs  to  pension  attor- 
neys f — A.  Mr.  Engle  spoke  to  me  after  I  came  in  there  about  Mr.  Ford 
using  the  telephone. 

Mr.  PAYSON.  What  do  you  mean ;  using  it  for  private  business,  or 
how,  or  was  it  durfhg  office  hours  or  after  office  hours  f 

The  VViTNESS.  Let  me  say  that  every  chief  of  division  has  a  telephone 
in  his  office  which  is  under  the  sole  control  of  the  chief  of  the  division. 

The  Chairman.  The  inquiry  is  whether  any  attorneys  were  in  any 
way  called  up  by  this  man  f 

The  Witness.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  Mr.  Engle  or  anyone  else  suggest  to  you  that  Mr. 
Ford  was  furnishing  such  information? 

The  Witness.  Miss  Pudney  said  so. 

Mr.  Payson.  Said  what  I 

The  Witness.  That  Ford  was  talking  over  the  telephone. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Who  was  the  pension  attorney  ? — A.  Not  exactly  a  pension  attor- 
ney  

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  of  any  person  with  whom  he  had  heard  Ford  hold 
conversations  through  the  telephone,  whom  he  knew  he  called  up  and 
communicated  with  f — A.  He  told  me  the  day  I  issued  the  order  that 
he  had  just  talked  to  Col.  Dudley,  but  I  do  not  ituow  whether  it  was  in 
regard  to  pension  matters  or  what  matters. 

Q.  Did  yoa  issue  an  order  to  stop  that ! — A.  I  reiterated  an  old  order 
which  was  in  vogue  at  that  time  that  no  person  should  talk  over  the 
telephone  unless  first  consulting  the  chief  of  the  division. 

Q.  This  had  been  done  without  consulting  yon? — ^A.  Oh,  yes;  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  doing  that  while  he  was  chief  of  the  division. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  reprimand  from  any  of  your  superior  offi- 
cers about  your  conduct  outside  of  the  office? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  ever  speak  to  you  about  it  ? — A.  I  will  say  this 
much,  I  was  sent  for  once  by  Qeiv.  ^w^^e^ ,  h^V^q^  stated  to  me  that  he 
understood  I  visited  pool  roona^  SbX,  Wie  ^ovxii^^x's^  wa<\.  \l^  ^\^  ^x»  ^^^^ 
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better  for  me  if  I  was  doing  sach  a  thing  to  stop  it ;  that  he  had  also 
sent  for  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  and  talked  to  him,  and  I  stated  to  him  that 
I  had  visited  pool  rooms  bat  it  would  be  the  last  time,  and  it  was. 
That  is  the  only  censnre  I  received,  and  that  was  not  a  censnre;  it  was 
carried  on  pleasantly  and  kindly. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  or  not  any  clerk  or  persons  connected  with 
the  Pension  Office  signed  a  statement  in  regard  to  your  conduct  and 
Baum's  with  those  that  had  been  running  with  yon  outside  t — ^A.  Only 
I  understood  Theodore  Smith — it  was  only  a  syndicate 

Q.  What  syndicate  t — A.  A  syndicate,  I  would  mean  by  that  three  or 
four  good  fellows  going  out  after  4  o'clock  investing  if  they  wished,  and 
having  a  good  time  generally. 

Q.  Investing  at  pool  rooms  f — A.  If  they  saw  fit,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  syndicate  of  that  kind,  having  an  understanding 
with  each  other  in  that  sort  of  business! — A.  Not  exactly,  but  it 
was 

Q.  Did  you  put  in  your  money  to  play  the  horses  t — A.  We  may  have 
done  it  once  or  twice. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  in  the  syndicate,  Smith  and  who  elset 

The  Witness.  I  said  we  met  sometimes.  We  would  meet  after  4 
o'clock. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Just  be  perfectly  frank  now  about  that.  Did  not  you  and  Green 
B.  Baum,  jr.,  and  Theodore  Smith  sometimes  agree  that  you  would  go 
out  and  pool  your  capital  and  invest  in  the  races  I — A.  No,  not  exactly 
that. 

Q.  "Not  exactly ;"  well,  state  what  it  was  you  did  then. — A.  Well, 
we  went  out  and  if  one  had  a  little  more  money  than  the  other  we  would 
loan  one  another. 

The  Chairman.  For  what  I 

The*WiTNESS.  To  bet. 

The  Ghaibman.  On  whatt 

The  Witness.  On  the  winning  horses  if  we  could  pick  them. 

Mr.  Enloe.  After  your  attention  was  called  to  this  by  Gen.  Bnssey 
you  quit  it. 

Q.  The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

TESTIMOHT  OF  J.  W.  THOMFSOV. 

J.  W.  Thompson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Goopeb: 

Q.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  President 
of  the  National  Metropolitan  Bank ;  age,  65. 

Q.  Do  you  reside  in  this  city?— A.  My  residence  is  in  this  city; 
yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  Gommissioner  of  Pensions,  Gen. 
Baum  I  —A.  Yes,  sir;  not  intimately,  but  very  slightly. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  if,  since  your  incumbency  of  that  position, 
any  application  was  made  to  you  as  president  of  the  bank,  by  him  or  in 
his  behalf,  by  Mr.  Lockwood  for  the  loan  of  some  money. — A.  Mr. 
Lockwood  made  application  for  a  loan  as  indorser  on  Mr.  Baum's  note. 

Q.  Please  state  to  the  commiissiou  the  circumstance  under  which  that 
application  was  made,  and  what  took  place  between  you  and  Mr.  Lock- 
wood  on  that  subject. — A.  Lockwood  asked  for  a  discount,  which  was  a 
discount  for  him. 

29  PEN* 
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Q.  What  was  said  to  Mr.  Lockwood,  and  by  Mr.  Lockwood  to  yon, 
and  what  took  place  between  yon  f — A.  There  was  not  a  great  deal 
said  about  it.  I  preferred  as  a  matter  of  course  to  loan  it  to  Mr.  Lock- 
wood,  because  he  was  one  of  our  customers  and  Mr.  Baum  was  not 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Lockwood  state  to  you,  and  what  did  you  say  to 
him,  when  he  came  to  see  you? — A.  lifothing  was  said  of  any  impor- 
tance whatever. 

Q.  We  will  have  to  decide  whether  it  was  of  any  importance.  Sup- 
pose you  state  to  the  committee  what  took  place,  and  what  he  stated 
to  you  and  what  you  stated  t/o  him. — A.  He  said  it  was  for  Mr.  Eaom. 
I  said  that  might  be,  but  I  would  discount  it  for  him  and  not  for  Mr. 
Eanm. 

Q.  What  reason  did  he  givet — A.  l^one  whatever. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him,  whether  you  had  any  feeling  against 
Mr.  Eanm  or  nott — A.  I  told  him  I  had  not  much  confidence  in  him, 
that  he  was  a  politician, tand  whatever  he  might  say  had  to  be  taken 
with  some  degree  of  allowance. 

Q.  What  reason  did  you  give  for  your  opinion.  State  what  was  said 
between  you  and  him  on  the  subject  of  a  promotion  t — A.  I  had  asked 
at  some  previous  meeting,  possibly  at  some  entertainment,  that  if  he 
could  consistently  with  his  duty  make  this  promotion  I  would  be  much 
gratified  if  it  was  possible;  but  I  stated  that  I  had  no  confidence  abont 
his  doing  it  or  paying  any  attention  to  it.  I  did  not  speak  to  him  at 
all. 

Q.  You  did  not  speak  to  Gen.  Eaumt — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Lockwood  subsequently  say  to  you.  Do  you  know 
whether  Mr.  Lockwood  communicated  this  to  Gen.  Baum? — ^A.  That  I 
do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lockwood  come  back  and  give  you  any  answer  on  the 
subject  of  promotion! — A.  !No  answer;  I  have  no  evidence  of  it  at  a]I. 
If  he  spoke  to  him  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  because  I  was  out 
of  hearing. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  person  spoken  of  that  day  was  promoted  sub- 
sequently!— A.  Ithinknotr 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  investipration  recently  to  learn  whether  the 
person  was  promoted  or  not! — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  a  conversation  with  me  on  the  subject! — A.  Ido. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  beg  your  pardon,  but  I  object  to  your  testifying;  the 
gentleman  is  perfectly  competent  to  testify  for  himself. 

Mr.  Cooper.  Iu  the  conversation  I  had  with  you 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object  to  that,  Mr  Chairman. 

Mr.  Cooper  (continuing).  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  the  party 
had  been  promoted  ! 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  so ;  I  understand  she  was  not 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Whose  name  was  mentioned  about  this  promotion  ! 

Mr.  Payson.  There  was  no  name  mentioned  about  it.  I  think  Mr. 
Lockwood  said  he  did  not  remember. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  name  of  the  lady,  if  there  is  no  objec- 
tion ! 

The  Witness.  I  could  not  give  it  to  you. 

The  Chairman.  You  object ! 

The  Witness.  I  object,  because  I  do  not  think  you  are  trying  ladies 
here. 

The  Chairman.  No,  but  it  would  be  obliged  to  be  given  here  if  she 
was  promoted. 

The  Witness*  The  mpxe&&\oii  1  \i^\^  \&  ^^  n^^s^  xi^^^ "^^Amoted. 
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By  Mr.  Cooper: 

Q.  Did  not  you  state  to  me  thatslie  had  been  promoted! — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  I  stated  that.    I  stated  I  could  not  tell,  but  I  would  ascertain. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  eflfort  to  learn  1 — A.  I  have  not  seen  the  par- 
ties and  therefore  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  tell  the  committee  if  she  did  not  come  to  you 
afterwards  aud  say  her  promotion  had  not  come,  and  if  she  did  not 
come  in  tears,  saying  she  had  been  insulted  there  by  young  Baum  t — 
A.  No. 

Q.  Tell  what  occurred  in  regard  to  thatt— <A.  She  came  to  me  after- 
wards and  said  she  called  on  young  Eaum  and  something  was  said, 
something  a  little  rough ;  and  you  know,  sometimes  women  are  very 
sensitive  and  ladies  have  feelings  about  such  things.  She  had  not  been 
promoted.    That  was  some  months  afterwards. 

Q.  Did  not  you  go  to  Senator  Plumb  and  call  his  attention  to  the  cir- 
cumstance ? — A.  Senator  Plumb  wa43  acquainted  with  the  parties  and 
lie  may  have  taken  the  matter  under  consideration.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  result  of  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  go  to  Senator  Plumb  and  call  his  atten- 
tion  

The  Witness.  No,  he  came  to  me. 

Mr.  Cooper.  You  say  you  did  not  learn  whether  she  was  promoted 
or  not? 

The  Witness.  I  have  not  learned  that,  but  my  impression  is  she  was 
not. 

By  Mr.  Payson: 

Q.  The  statement  has  been  made  here  by  distinguished  gentlemen 
that  it  was  the  consideration,  and  that  alone  moving  to  yon,  and  you 
insisted  upon  it,  that  this  young  lady,  whoever  she  was,  should  be  pro- 
moted as  a  condition  of  your  making  the  loan  on  that  note;  is  that 
true? — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  in  the  world  about  the  consideration 
of  Mr.  Lockwood 

Q.  I  am  speaking  about  you  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  simply  a  matter  of  business  with  you t — A.  Simply  a  business 
matter. 

Q.  And  the  matter  of  the  promotion  of  this  lady  is  another  distinct 
matter? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cooper.  You  are  testifying  now. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  have  the  right  to  make  my  cross-examination  as  lead- 
ing as  I  choose. 

Mr.  Cooper.  You  want  to  earn  your  money  ? 

Mr.  Payson.  It  is  utterly  immaterial  what  I  shall  earn^  and  that 
need  not  be  any  concern  to  the  other  side.  (To  the  witness.)  Did  you 
ever  talk  to  Mr.  Cooper  about  this  business  I 

A.  He  called  at  my  house,  and  I  was  rather  surprised,  I  confess.  He 
came  with  a  Mr.  Johnson. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Johnson  ? — A.  I  do  not — (to  Mr.  Cooper).  If  you 
had  said  that  this  was  a  matter  of  an  investigating  committee  it  would 
have  been  more  proper,  and  I  feel  very  much  hurt- 


The  Chairman.  If  you  will  permit  me  there,  gentlemen 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Where  did  he  call  on  you,  at  your  residence? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  How  long  ago  ? — A.  Probably  two  or  three  weeka« 
Mr.  Cooper.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Thompson- 
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By  the  Ohaibman  : 

Q.  I  did  not  nnderstand  whether  yon  knew  the  name  of  the  person 
referred  to;  do  you  know  her  uainet — A.  Oli,  yes. 

Q.  And  knowing  that  name  you  decline  to  give  it  to  the  committee  f-- 
A.  I  refase  to  bring  a  lady's  name  in  here. 

By  Mr.  Ooopeb  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  yon  did  not  yourself  npon  my  saggestion  of  what  the 
subject  of  my  visit  was  say  that  you  would  be  very  glad  to  help  me 
in  any  way  and  bring  this  matter  to  light,  and  did  not  you  say  yoa 
did  not  have  any  confidence  in  Gen.  Kaum,  and  that  I  would  never  get 
at  the  bottom  facts  I—  A.  I  say  that  now. 

Q.  Did  not  you  st-fite  that  you  believed  I  would  never  get  at  the 
bottom  facts,  because  these  things  would  be  covered  up? — ^A*  If  yon 
ask  me  the  question,  I  say  so  now. 

Mr.  GooPEB.  I  think  your  testimony  bears  that  out 

Mr.  Payson.  I  hope  the  witness  understands  your  last  remark.  (To 
witness.)  What  is  there  about  the  matter  of  this  note  that  has  not 
been  developed  f 

A.  !N'othing  at  all. 

Q.  Mr.  Cooper  interjects  the  remark  that  your  evidence  demonstrates 
the  fact  that  you  can  not  get  at  the  bottom  of  anything.  Is  there  any- 
thing in  your  investigation  that  you  have  ^soncealed  and  not  brought 
out  t — A.  The  note  was  discounted  June  18  and  I  left  afterwards  for 
Kew  York  and  Europe,  and  when  I  returned  I  found  the  note  was  paid 
when  it  was  due.  I  found  the  principal  and  interest  was  paid  when  it 
was  due. 

Q.  It  was  a  transaction  in  the  ordinary  run  of  business  oi  loaning 
money  and  nothing  else  t — A.  ^Nothing  else. 

Mr.  CoopPB.  The  money  was  loaned  to  Lockwood  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  one  of  our  cuntomers  and  came  in 
with  the  note  of  Mr.  Kaum  and  the  money  was  loaned  to  him  on  bis 
indorsement. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  When  Mr.  Lockwood  came  to  speak  about  the  matter  of  the  dis- 
count, did  you  say  to  Mr.  Lockwood  that  Mr.  Eaum  had  not  shown  yoa 
any  courtesy  in  the  promotion  of  the  lady. — A,  I  told  him  I  had  no 
confidence  in  him. 

Q.  But  that  is  not  my  question  ? — A.  I  may  have  said  to  him  at  tbe 
time,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I  did,  that  no  matter  what  you  said  to  him 
ha  was  unreliable.    I  have  no  doubt  I  did  say  so  to  him. 

Q.  Finally,  you  did  make  the  loan  ? — A.  To  Mr.  Lockwood,  bat  not 
to  him. 

By  Mr.  Coopeb  : 

Q,  Wa«  it  not  your  understanding  that  the  girl  was  to  be  promoted  t— 
A.  By  no  means. 

Q.  Mr.  Thompson,  did  not  you  tell  me  at  your  house  that  that  wa^ 
your  understanding  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  you  wanted  to  think  so,  but  1  did 
not  say  so. 

Q.  Did  not  you  say  so  t — A.  Most  positively  I  deny  any  such  thing. 

Q.  Did  not  you  tell  me  Mr.  Lockwood  told  you  Gen.  Baum  had  said 
the  matter  had  been  overlooked  and  he  would  give  attention  to  it  at 
oiicet — A.  I  do  not  think  I  used  that  language. 

Q.  What  language  did  you.  ue^^ — A.  I  do  not  remember  using  any 
aacL  language  as  that  to  you. 
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Q.  Did  not  you  learn  from  Look  wood  what  was  the  result  of  the  con- 
versation with  Gen.  Baum  about  the  subject  of  the  girl's  promotion  ? — 
A.  I  may  have  simply  said  to  him  that  I  had  no  confidence  in  Mr.  Baum 
because  I  spoke  of  a  certain  subject  and  he  had  paid  no  attention  to  it, 
and  that  was  all  there  was  to  it.  I  spoke  to  him  as  I  would  speak  to 
any  other  man  who  had  charge  of  appointments  if  I  sought  for  any  one's 
promotion ;  just  as  I  would  to  anyone  else,  without  seeking  to  compen* 
sate  him  in  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  bribe  or  anything  else. 

W.  H.  BABKEB^-Eeoalled, 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  asked  you  something  in  reference  to  this  before,  but  I  do  not 
think  I  got  what  I  understood  to  be  the  facts.  Do  you  remember  that 
some  one  passed  a  paper  round  among  the  clerks  in  the  record  divi- 
sion about  the  time  that  charges  appeared  in  the  New  York  Herald  ex- 
pressing confidence  in  you  and  the  Commissioner  and  Mr.  Baum,  jr.f — 
A.  After  these  charges  there  was  such  a  paper  circulated.  I  went  to 
the  section  chiefs  in  my  division  and  demanded  this  paper,  and  when  I 
got  it  1  tore  it  up. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  started  the  circulation  of  those  different 
papers  I — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Who  had  them  in  charge t — A.  The  section  chiefs. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  wrote  themt — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Who  were  the  chiefs  of  those  sections  in  which  those  papers  were 
circalatedf — A.  Mr.  Bell  was  one,  Mr.  Bipley  was  another,  Mr.  Tilton 
was  another,  and  Mr.  Morse  another. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Bailey  talk  to  you  in  regard  to  the  $72  which  came  into 
the  law  division,  and  about  which  there  was  an  investigation ;  there 
was  some  charges  made  and  some  reports  circulated  by  some  one  that 
Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  had  it,  or  something  of  that  kind  f — A.  Mr.  Bailey, 
chief  of  the  law  division,  said  to  me  one  day  that  he  had  just  come  from 
Secretary  Chandler's  office,  and  that  he  was  going  in  to  see  Gen.  Baum, 
and  was  going  to  toll  him  something  against  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  that 
was  terribly  detrimental  to  him  (Green  B.  Baum,  jr.). 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyons  on  the  subject  and 
did  Mr.  Lyons  tell^ou  that  it  was  the  same  $72. 

Mr.  Patson.  1  do  not  remember  any  such  question  being  asked.  (To 
the  witness.)  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyons  about 
the  identity  of  these  bills  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  find  the  qaestion  was  put  in  a  general  way  only.  Do  you  know 
whether  Mrs.  Fithian  ever  offered  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  any  money  for  pro- 
motion I— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  offer  you  any  money  for  promotion  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  It  was  along  in  the  summer. 

Q.  In  the  summer  of  1891? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  report  that  occurrence  to  Gen.  Baum  or  to  Green  B.  Baum, 
ir.  t — A.  I  reported  it  to  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  and  she  was  not  promoted. 

Q.  Did  you  borrow  any  money  from  George  Morse  through  a  Mr. 
Donohue  t  And,  if  so,  did  that  have  anything  to  do  with  these  difficul- 
ties in  the  office  t — A.  That  was  where  it  originated. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  borrow  from  him! — A*  I  botxo^^  ixws\.^^^x* 
Morse  $50. 

Q.  What  conaeotiou  did  you  have  witk  tbe  chatg^^  \X\^t  nr^x^  ^\]^:v^^- 
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qaently  investigated,  and  whose  money  was  Dononae  loaning,  his  own 
or  somebody  elite's  1 — A.  Shall  I  state  it  as  it  happened  f 

Q.  Yon  may  state  it  so,  if  it  will  throw  any  more  light  in  that  way.— 
A.  I  went  to  Mr.  Donohne  and  told  him  I  wanted  $50.  He  said,  H 
guess  I  can  get  it  for  you."  I  said,  ^^  I  do  not  want  to  pay  interest  on 
it."  He  said,  ''  I  guess  I  can  fix  it  all  right."  In  a  few  minutes  after- 
wards I  did  sign  a  note  for  tbe  money  and  it  was  handed  to  me.  When 
the  note  came  due  I  told  the  party  for  whom  I  got  the  money  tJiat  I 
could  not  pay  it  and  a^ked  for  an  extension,  and  an  extension  was 
granted.  On  the  second  axtension  becoming  due  it  seems  that  Dono> 
hue  had  indorsed  my  note  to  Mr.  Morse. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Morse  an  employ^  f — A.  Ye^,  sir.  The  second  time  the 
note  came  due  Mr.  Donohue  asked  me  for  the  money.  I  told  him  I 
could  not  pay  it,  and  I  asked  for  another  extension.  He  said  he  eonid 
not  grant  it,  as  Mr.  Morse  wanted  the  money.  It  turned  out  that  Morse 
had  sued  Donohue  without  knowing  anything  in  regard  to  the  jadg- 
uient  or  anything  of  the  kind.  Mr.  Donohue  wrote  me  a  note  one  day 
saying  that,  unless  that  money  was  paid,  he  would  have  me  arrested 
under  a  process.  That  was  2  o'clock  in  tbe  day.  I  was  sitting  at  my 
desk  when  the  note  came  to  me.  I  had  made  Donohue  a  section  chief. 
I  then  said  to  Donohue,  '^I  will  pay  the  money  in  the  morning  before 
10  o'clock.'^  On  receiving  this  notice  I  walked  down  to  the  room,  called 
for  Morse,  and  handed  him  $50.  I  then  walked  back  and  reduced  Dono- 
hue from  a  section  chief  back  to  the  desk. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Why  did  you  do  that ! — A.  For  writing  that  letter.  For  a  sub- 
ordinate I  thought  he  was  acting  greater  than  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions.    It  did  not  reduce  his  salary,  however. 

Q.  It  was  a  little  punishment  to  him  for  insubordination  f — A.  It  was 
not  half  what  he  deserved  for  writing  a  letter  of  that  kind.  I  did  Dot 
care  who  it  was.  It  came  to  me  during  office,  about  2  o'clock  in  the 
day. 

Q.  If  he  had  mentioned  it  outside  of  the  office  you  would  have  thought 
nothing  about  it! — A.  I  would  have  thought  nothin^about  it  then. 

Q.  It  was  a  question  of  preservation  of  official  dignity  f — A.  If  yoa 
put  those  words  in  my  mouth,  yes. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  get  that  money  for  ! — A.  For  myself. 

Q.  Who  used  that  money  f — ^A.  I  might  have  loaned  it  out  again. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  loan  it  out ! — A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Maybe  your  memory  can  be  refreshed  about  it.  Did  you  loan  it 
to  Theodore  Smith  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  loan  it  to  Mr.  Lineaweaverf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  loan  it  to  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.  ?— A.  I  might  have 
done  so,  as  we  were  borrowing  money  back  and  forth  from  each  other. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  what  you  did  with  that  particular  money  t  Don't 
you  know  that  you  loaned  it  to  Green  £.  Kaum,  jr. ! — A.  He  might 
have  had  part.of  it. 

Q.  You  did  not  loan  it  to  the  Commissioner  T — ^A.  I  never  loaned  him 
a  cent  in  my  life. 

Q.  What  part  of  it  did  you  loan  to  Green  B.  Raum,  jr.? — A.  I  do  not 
know.  We  were  borrowing  back  and  forth.  I  was  taking  his  notea, 
and  he  was  taking  mine. 

By  the  CHAiRKiLis ; 
Q.  Do  you  remember  leUiBg  \i\m\ia^^  wii  ^1  Vc%— i^  \  ^'tw^x.Vxtfs^x 
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* 

I  remember  that  I  borrowed  it  for  some  particalar  purpose,  and  I  think 
we  both  ased  it. 

Q.  I  woald  like  to  know  if  Oreen  B.  Baum^  jr.^  had  any  knowledge  of 
your  having  borrowed  this,  money  at  the  time. — A.  No,  «ir. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Enloe's  question,  I  believe  you  were  about  to  state 
something  that  you  said  to  the  party,  and  then  you  corrected  yourself 
and  said,  "  I  will  take  it.^ — A.  I  said  the  party  who  I  borrowed  it  for 
would  not  take  it.  ^ 

Q.  What  party  were  you  referring  to  f — A.  I  might  have  referred  to 
Mr.  Baum,  jr. 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Baum,  jr. ! — A.  I  think  he  had  asked  me  that  day  for 
some  money,  and  I  had  loaned  it  to  him. 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Baum,  jr.  I — A.  I  presume  it  was. 

Q.  When  you  say  you  "  presume  it  was,"  do  yon  mean  that  it  wast — 
A.  He  said  he  wanted  some  money,  and  I  borrowed  some  and  let  him 
have  St.    Whether  it  was  the  same  day  or  not,  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  I  am  talking  about  when  it  fell  due. — A.  He  owed  me  some  money 
and  could  not  pay  it  at  that  time. 

Q.  The  party  was  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.  I— A.  Yes,  air. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Are  there  certificates  filed  in  the  record  division  in  regard  to  the 
disabilities  of  soldiers  who  have  been  discharged  which  would  be  valu- 
able to  the  pension  attorneys  ? — A.  There  are  about  250,000  of  them,  I 
think.  I  think  there  are  that  many  ^certificates  of  disabilities  filed  in 
the  Pension  Office.  On  service-disability  certificates  we  state  that 
those  certificates  are  of  persons  who  have  been  wounded  or  killed  on 
the  field  of  battle,  and  when  those  claims  are  made  for  pensions  these 
certificates  are  filed.  There  are  also  army-disability  certificates  under 
the  regular  seryice.  All  those  certificates  are  filed  in  the  record  divis- 
ion, and  if  a  man  is  wounded,  and  he  makes  application  for  a  pension, 
that  becomes  part  of  the  application,  and  we  would  have  the  certificate 
made  a  part  of  the  claim.  That  is  secret  to  everybody.  I  found  them 
there,  and  I  saw  that  under  Gen.  Black's  administration  they  were 
kept  under  lock  and  key. 

Q.  Gould  anybody  connected  with  that  record  division  get  access  to 
them  f— A.  Not  during  office  hours. 

Q.  Could  they  if  they  remained  after  office  hours  ? — A.  They  could ; 
messengers,  or  anybody  that  had  a  mind  to,  could  do  so. 

Q.  How  could  anybody  get  access  to  them  if  they  were*  under  lock 
and  key  f — A.  They  were  not  under  lock  and  key  during  my  ndminis- 
tration.  During  the  daytime  from  9  to  4  nobody  was  allowed  to  go  to 
them  except  one  person. 

Q.  Who  was  that  person  I — A.  Miss  Duvall. 

Q*  Do  you  know  of  any  persons  remaining  in  the  office  after  hours 
who  could  have  had  access  to  these  papers  in  order  to  furnish  them  to 
attorneys  if  they  desired  T — A.  I  had  heard  at  times  of  men  who  had  re- 
mained after  office  hours,  but  for  what  purpose  I  could  not  state.  The 
watchmen  were  there,  but  they  were  down  on  the  lower  floor. 

Q.  Was  your  attention  called  to  the  fact  of  their  remaining  there? — 
A.  Mr.  Engle  did  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Ford,  Livingston,  and 
other  gentlemen  remained  after  hours  day  after  day.  I  called  attention 
to  it  and  stopped  it  for  a  while.  I  called  Gen.  Kaum's  attention  to  the 
fact,  and  he  authorized  me  to  have  the  cases  prepared  and  that  the  cer- 
tificates should  be  locked  up. 
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By  Mr.  LiND : 
Q.  Were  they  locked  ap  t — A.  Not  daring  my  administration. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  If  a  pension  attorney  coald  get  this  information  wonld  it  not  be 
valaable  to  him  to  enable  him  to  write  to  the  applicant  I — ^A.  The  i^- 
nlar  army  service  would,  because  they  have  a  regular  post-office.  Tbe 
claimants  for  those  killed  twenty-five  or  thirty  years  ago  would  be  hard 
to  find. 

Q.  Such  papers  would  be  valuable  to  attorneys? — A.  If  they  give  the 
names  of  these  persons  the  attorneys  could  communicate  with  them 
and  lay  the  foundation  for  an  application  for  a  pension. 

Q.  Is  not  that  one  reason  why  they  were  kept  so  closely  guarded  t^ 
A.  It  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  those  cases,  in  which  there  were 
no  attorneys,  where  persons  were  entitled  to  or  had  applied  for 
pensions  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890?  Was  it  an  easy  matter  for 
the  clerks  to  get  access  to  those  papers  and  furnish  informatirn  tx>  pen- 
sion attorneys? — A.  It  was.  Gen.  Raum  called  my  attention  to  it  and 
the  thing  was  investigated. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  persons  were  engaged  in  famishing 
that  information  to  pension  attorneys  ? — A.  I  do  not.  Mr.  Brooks  bad 
that  under  investigation.    He  came  to  me  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Brooks  a  special  examiner  for  this  district  referred  to  ?^A. 
He  was. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  J.  Jolly  Jones  and  his  visits  to  the  Pen- 
sion Office? — A.  He  was  Secretary  Chandler's  private  secretary  and  he 
would  come  to  the  office  with  papers,  lay  them  on  my  desk,  and  want 
calls  made. 

Q.  How  could  J.  Jolly  Jones  get  calls,  unless  they  came  through  the 
regular  channels? — A.  liecognizing  Mr.  J.  Jolly  Jones  as  Mr.  Chand- 
ler's secretary,  I  would  give  him  imformatiou  immediately. 

Q.  When  he  got  information  from  your  division,  do  you  know  what 
use  he  made  of  it? — A.  He  would  have  to  go  to  one  of  the  adjudica- 
ting divisions.    We  had  the  record  of  all  soldiers  and  their  service. 

Q.  Would  not  that  give  him  precedence  over  all  others  in  the  office  ?— 
A.  It  would  give  him  the  number,  in  what  division  it  was,  and  whether 
it  was  progressed  further,  and  also  whether  certificates  had  been  issued. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Whether  it  was  on  the  completed  files,  or  was  entitled  to  be  pot 
there? — A.  The  record  division  has  a  jacket  containing  the  number, 
the  record,  and  also  the  attorney.  From  that  division  it  goes  to  the  law 
division,  and  from  there  to  the  adjudicating  divisions,  and  from  there  it 
is  progressed. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Suppose  some  member  of  Congress  or  some  pension  attorney  or 
claimant  in  some  way  had  gotten  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  send 
a  call  through  the  regular  channels  with  this  information,  would  Mr. 
Jones's  appearance  there  neccessitate  the  putting  on  ^of  a  force  in  or- 
der to  look  up  what  he  wanted  and  in  that  way  give  him  precedence 
over  others  ? — A.  If  Mr.  Jones  called,  I  would  call  a  clerk  and  get  him 
the  information. 

Q.  That  would  stop  the  clerk  from  working  on  other  claims?— A 
Yes,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  if  the  evidence  is  not  in,  and  it  stands  ready 
to  go  to  the  completed  files,  that  that  would  take  it  to  the  completed 
files  f — A.  The  case  being  completed,  it  would. 

Q.  In  what  way  f  Is  there  any  rule  which  authorizes  the  ofSce  to 
take  it  up  ! — A.  The  Commissioner  had  to  issue  an  edict  to  that  efGBct. 

Q.  Would  it  not  have  been  taken  up  when  the  attorney  called  it 
up  I — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  a  member  of  Congress  could  do  the  same 
thing  f — A.  I  think  he  could. 

Q.  It  was  done  generally  for  J.  Jolly  Jones  1 — A.  Jolly  Jones  would 
receive  the  information,  and  it  might  be  special. 

Q.  You  would  send  a  clerk  out  to  get  the  status  of  the  case  t — A. 
We  would  get  the  status  of  the  case,  and  he  would  go  to  the  adjudicat- 
ing division  or  the  board  of  review  and  find  out  whether  or  not  it  had 
gone  to  the  completed  files. 

Q.  Instead  of  letting  it  go  through  the  office  f — A.  He  would  take 
the  case  himself  and  go  to  the  adjudicating  division. 

Q.  Would  he  not  thus  get  a  preference  over  other  people  T — A.  As 
far  as  my  division  was  concerned,  he  could  not 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  Did  he  have  access  to  any  records,  or  did  he  have  the  handling 
of  any  records? — A.  Not  in  my  division.  He  just  laid  the  papers  on 
my  desk  when  he  came  to  my  division. 

Q.  He  got  the  information  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  I  have  gotten  like  information,  if  I  had  applied  for  it  t — 
A.  You  would  not  have  come  to  me.  You  would  have  gone  to  the  Com- 
missioner, and  he  or  his  deputies  might  have  sent  it  up  to  me. 

Q.  But  the  same  information  would  be  furnished  if  I  went  myself  t — 
A.  If  I  knew  who  you  were,  it  would  ^  and  if  I  did  not,  it  would  not. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Do  not  the  rules  of  the  Department  prevent  members  of  Congress 
from  going  into  the  office,  without  authority  from  the  Commissioner,  and 
calling  up  cases  ! — A.  I  have  never  had  a  member  of  Congress  come  to 
me,  unless  he  came  through  the  Commissioner  or  the  Deputies. 

Q.  Is  there  any  rule  which  prevents  that  t — A.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  a  rule  as  to  members  of  Congress.  It  is  the  rule  in  regard  to 
pension  attorneys  and  people  from  the  outside. 

By  the  CHAiEiiAN : 

Qr  Is  there  any  law  giving  members  of  Congress  any  rights  over  any- 
body  else  t — A.  I  never  saw  or  heard  of  any  such  law. 

Q.  Is  there  authority  to  advance  a  case  to  the  completed  files  unless 
the  attorney  in  the  case  certifies  that  it  is  completed  t^A.  I  never 
heard  of  any. 

Q.  And  yet  you  say  that  Jolly  Jones  would  do  that? — ^A.  He  would 
get  information  from  me,  and  go  to  the  a(|]udieating  division  with  it. 
What  they  did,  I  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  say  there  is  a  rule  which  prevents  persons  from  coming  and 
going  in  the  building  where  they  please;  that  they  must  get  permission 
from  the  Commissioner  or  the  deputies? — A.  Yes,  sir;  or  the  chi<^C 
clerk.    That  permission  consists  of  a  card  numbe^T^d  ^\id  \si^TV^% 

Q.  What  about  Mr.  Latourette,  who  lia&be^ii  ^WoAftA.Xa  \iKt^^&^ 
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money-lender  !  Has  he  been  in  the  habit  of  going  through  the  Pension 
Office) — A.  I  have  seen  him  in  the  corridors  any  day  that  he  had  a 
mind  to  come  there. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  come  into  yonr  division  7 — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  his  business  there  f — A.  I  suppose  he  was  trying  to 
collect  his  loans. 

Q.  Did  he  seem  to  be  calling  on  people,  with  bills  in  his  hands! 

Mr.  Bbosius.  He  was  not  an  employ^  T 

Mr.  Enlge.  No,  sir. 

The  Witness.  It  is  possible  that  that  was  his  business  there. 

By  Mr.  Enlge  : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  who  gave  him  permission  to  go  in  there  f — A.  I  do 
not.    He  would  come  into  my  division  and  call  the  clerks  oat. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  any  one  requires  a  pass  in  order  to  get  into  the 
building  or  the  corridors  t 

Mr.  Enlge.  I  said  to  get  iuto  the  divisions. 

The  Witness.  It  requires  a  pass  to  get  upon  my  floor.  There  are 
messengers  there  to  stop  them. 

By  Mr.  Enlgb  : 

Q.  Can  anybody,  even  a  member  of  Congress,  go  down  there  and 
call  out  clerks  from  their  work,  without  permission  from  the  chief 
clerk  ? — ^A.  No,  sir ;  you  would  go  tx)  the  chief  clerk.  The  Commission- 
er's rule  is  that  all  must  apply  to  the  chief  clerk  for  that  permissioD. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  appointment  of  Totten  as  chief 
of  a  division  t — ^A.  Mr.  Totten  was  appointed  the  day  that  I  resigued. 

Q.  He  was  a  man  who  was  brought  in  from  Ohio? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he 
was  recommended  by  Secretary  Foster. 

Q.  That  is  the  way  that  you  got  out  t — A.  I  resigned  for  that  par- 
pose. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  Mr.  Carroll  t — A,  He  was  an  employ^ 
under  me.  He  was  sent  to  my  division  and  was  an  $820  clerk.  He 
was  a  messenger  detailed  to  clerical  work  and  came  from  the  War  De- 
partment. 

Q.  Under  the  civil-service  rules  could  he  be  promoted  without  aciWl 
service  examination  f — ^A.  He  could  not.  I  understand  that  he  was 
transferred  to  the  War  Department  again  and  then  transferred  back 
again  to  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  he  ever  underwent  a  civil  service  exam- 
ination?— A,  I  never  knew  of  any. 

Q.  Can  the  civil  service  be  defeated  by  that  sort  of  juggling  between 
the  Departments  by  transferring  a  man  back  and  forth  t — A.  I  never 
knew  of  it 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  order  issued  by  Secretary  Vilas,  which  I 
assuoie  covers  this  case,  where  it  was  considered  that  a  person  in  the 
classified  service  who  had  served  two  years  would  thereby  be  in  the  line 
of  promotion  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  know  that  such  an  order  was  issued. — A.  I  never  heard  of  that 
By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  instructions  to  hurry  up  cases  nnder  the 
act  of  June  27, 1890,  and  to  expedite  the  passage  of  them  through  your 
division  !— A.  Never,  except  Gen  Eaum  telling  me  that  I  must  eet  oat 
10|000  cases  a  day.  ^ 
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Q.  You  coald  take  tbe  old  cases  that  had  been  filed  prior  to  the  act 
of  June  27, 1890,  and  get  oat  10,000  of  those  !— A.  Not  the  old  cases, 
because  we  did  not  have  them  there. 

Q.  Do  yoa  remember  at  what  time  that  was  t — A.  It  was  about  two 
months  after  the  passage  of  the  act. 

Q.  Did  you  succeed  in  getting  out  10,000  per  day  t — A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  year  was  that  t— A.  It  was  1890. 

Q.  That  was  in  August,  1890,  preceding  the  Congressional  election? — 
A.  Wait  a  minute.  It  was  in  September,  after  the  law  had  been  passed 
granting  a.  number  of  extra  employes  to  the  Pension  Office,  and  those 
employes  were  sent  to  me  for  that  purpose. 

Q.  What  class  of  cases  did  you  operate  on  at  that  particular  time  f — 
A.  Having  a  certain  number  of  new  clerks  I  put  some  on  the  new  claims 
and  some  on  the  old. 

Q.  How  many  on  the  old  and  how  many  on  the  new  t — ^A.  I  put  about 
twenty  on  the  old  and  about  three  hundred  and  fifty  on  the  new. 

Q.  You  had  nothing  to  do  except  to  furnish  the  information  that  is 
required  from  your  division  to  promote  the  adjudication  of  these  cases? 
You  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  taking  of  testimony  f— A.  If  you  will 
allow  me  I  will  state  how  that  was.  The  application  comes  to  the  mail 
division,  and  from  the  mail  division  it  goes  to  the  record  division.  The 
applications  first  go  to  the  clerks  to  rectify  them  and  look  after  the 
service.  From  that  they  go  to  be  adjudicated.  There  they  go  to  be 
searched,  and  from  the  searchers  they  go  back  to  have  the  attorney  or 
claimant  notified  as  to  the  condition  of  the  case. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  f — A.  For  the  service  during  the  war — the  regi- 
ment  and  company  In  which  the  man  served.  After  everything  is  com- 
plied with  the  attorney  is  notified,  and  the  case  goes  to  the  law  divi- 
sion, if  it  is  represented  by  an  attorney.  If  the  claimant  has  no  attorney, 
it  does  not  go  to  the  law  division.  It  goes  t^  the  law  division  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  whether  there  is  an  attorney  in  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  There  is  no  difference  between  the  old  cases  and  the  new  ones  f — 
A.  Not  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  In  the  cases  pending  information  had  already  been  furnished?— 
A.  It  had  already  been  furnished. 

By  Mr.  PaysoN: 

Q.  Except  the  current  applications?— A.  The  new  applications  and 
the  old  applications  had  two  separate  jackets.  The  new  jackets  were 
different.  The  jackets  were  made  so  as  to  specify  between  the  old  and 
the  new  cases. 

Q.  Then,  owing  to  the  volume  of  new  cases,  there  was  a  proper  pro- 
portion of  clerks  engaged  on  each  ? — A.  Of  the  old  cases  there  would 
be  about  twenty-five  a  day.  Under  the  new  law  there  would  be  about 
twenty  thousand  cases  a  day. 

Q.  In  your  division,  to  keep  up  the  business,  would  it  require  a  larger 
proportion  of  clerks  for  the  new  cases  than  for  the  old  ones  ? — ^A.  Cer- 
tainly. 

Q.  That  was  a  proper  distribution,  in  your  judgment?— A.  Yes,  sir; 
it  was. 

ByMr.  Enloe: 

Q.  You  think  that  with  twenty  clerks  you  were  able  to  keep  up  witk 
that  work  under  the  old  law  ? — A.  They  did  do  It. 
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Q.  And  the  remainder  were  employed  on  the  new  appHcationnf^A. 
Yes,  sir, 

Q.  How  many  days  did  yon  ^et  oat  10,000  a  day  1 — ^A.  It  averaged 
from  8.000  to  10,000  for  abont  three  months. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  officially  discriminate  between  applications  from  dif- 
ferent States. — A.  No,  sir ;  we  took  them  just  as  thej  came  to  us 
through  the  mails. 

Q.  Yon  made  no  distinction  at  all  t — ^A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  What  was  the  average  namber  of  cases  that  jou  worked  oat 
through  the  divisions  when  you  were  not  nnder  orders  to  expedite  f— A. 
Under  the  old  law  while  I  had  ninety  clerks  t 

Q.  I  snppose  you  can  not  make  a  comparison  t — A.  We  kept  up  the 
cnrrent  work.  We  would  clear  the  office  every  day  of  its  work,  except 
the  increase  cases.  Under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  there  was  ao  order 
issued  by  the  Commissioner  that  that  increase  work  should  remain 
where  it  was. 

Q.  The  idea  was  that  increases  should  not  be  looked  after  while  new 
applications  were  coming  in  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  Under  the  act  of  June  27, 
1890,  those  men  who  received  less  might  put  in  a  claim  for  $12  under 
the  new  law. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 
.   Q.  Those  cases  were  not  acted  upon  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bbosius  : 

Q.  The  original  claims  had  precedence  f — A.  The  original  claims  had 
precedence. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  that  policy  continued  while  you  remained  in  office  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir;  it  was  continued  until  about  the  time  I  resigned. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Previous  to  the  time  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  took  effect,  how 
long  had  you  been  in  office! — A.  I  had  been  in  office  from  February 
3, 1889. 

Q.  Before  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  took  effect,  how  many  clerks  did 
you  have  f — A.  I  had  eighty-nine  or  ninety. 

Q.  After  that  law  was  passed,  I  understood  you  to  say  that  yon  re- 
duced them  to  twenty  ! — A.  On  the  old  cases  they  were  reduced  to 
twenty. 

Q.  Then  you  put  how  many  on  the  new  cases  f — A.  About  three  hun- 
dred and  fifty. 

By  Mr.  Pa yson  : 

Q.  When  Mrs.  Fithian  offered  you  some  money  for  promotion,  why 
did  you  not  report  it  to  Oen.  Kaum  f — A.  It  did  not  come  in  that  way. 
Mrs.  Fithian  said  to  me,  '^  If  you  will  get  me  promoted,  I  will  give  yoa 
JISO.'' 

Q.  It  comes  pretty  near  an  offer. 

Mr.  Little.  It  was  a  stand-off. 

The  Witness.  It  was  not  an  offer  of  money.  I  owed  her  some 
money. 

By  Mr.  Pa  yson  : 
Q.  You  were  owing  her  some  money  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Qi  What  did  you  tell  her! — A.  I  told  her  I  would  tell  Mr.  Banm,  jr. 
Q.  What  did  yon  dot-^A.  I  told  him  about  it,  and  then  he  told  me 
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about  the  $50  she  had  offered  him,  and  also  about  the  other  one.   He  said 
he  would  report  it  to  his  father. 
Q.  Yon  did  not  go  to  Gen.  Baum  ?— A.  I  did  not. 

By  the  Ohaibman  : 

Q.  The  $50  that  she  had  offered  was  to  Mr.  Baum,  jr.  t — A.  Mr.  Baum, 
jr.,  told  me  that  the  day  she  was  reinstated  she  had  offered  him  $50,  and 
that  he  had  taken  the  matter  to  his  father. 

Q.  It  was  subsequent  to  the  reinstatement! — A.  It  was  about  that 
time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  she  has  been  promoted  since  t — A.  I  do 
not. 

By  Mr.  LiTTLii : 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  owed  this  lady  money  at  the  time  1 — A.  I 
owed  her  a  portion  of  it. 

Q.  Not  all  of  it  I— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  money  was  paid  to  her  of  the  $150  f — ^A.  $60. 

Q.  Was  this  $150  borrowed  en  the  general  account  that  you  have 
been  telling  of  heretofore  t — A,  It  was  borrowed  for  myself. 

Q.  The  whole  of  it  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  had  paid  all  of  this  money  back  f — A. 
I  said  pretty  much  all  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  say  "  pretty  much,"  or  "  all  ^  t — A.  I  said  "  pretty  much." 

Q.  Then  you  owe  this  lady  $00  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

At  this  point  the  committee  took  a  recess  for  twenty  minutes. 

TE8TIH0HY  OF  THOllAS  B.  FAWCETTE. 

Thomas  B.  Fawoette,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation  t — A.  Thomas 
B.  Fawcette ;  age  about  47  last  29tli  of  February ;  present  residence 
1009  M  street,  NW.,  legal  residence,  Venice,  Madison  County,  UL; 
occupation,  an  attorney. 

Q.  State  if  yon  were  at  any  time  connected  with  the  Pension  Office, 
and  if  so,  when? — A.  I  came  into  the  Pension  Office  in  August,  1885. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  sever  your  connection  with  the  Pension  Office  ? 
— ^A.  The  last  time? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  Well,  the  paper  on  which  I  received  my  discbarge 
was  dated  the  22d  day  of  June,  1891,  but  was  held  up  in  some  way  in 
the  Commissioner's  office  until  after  3  o'clock  on  the  30th. 

Q.  What  are  you  politics,  I  don't  know  myself  I — A.  Well,  sir,  I  have 
been  a  Democrat  since  the  first  vote  I  ever  cast.  Before  1  was  of  age 
I  voted 

The  Chairman.  Just  answer  the  questions  as  they  are  asked. 

Q.  Under  what  circumstances  did  you  sever  your  connection  with  the 
Pension  Office;  did  you  voluntarily  resign? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  dismissed  f — A.  I  was  dismissed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  what  reason  you  were  dismissed ;  I  ask  you 
what  yon  know  f — A.  I  saw  an  official  letter  which  is  on  file  here  which 
stated,  the  letter  is  signed  by  Mr.  Raum,  I  was  not  in  accord  with  the 
present  administration  of  the  Pension  Bureau.  That  is  Mr.  Baum's 
statement  in  a  letter  that  I  see  here. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  effort  to  find  out  the  reason  why  you  were  dis* 
missed  at  the  ume  you  were  dismissed  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  find  out  any  tiling  about  it! — A.  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Baiun 
the  next  day,  met  him  in  the  corridor,  and  he  invited  me  np  to  his  office, 
I  went  with  him  and  asked  him  the  reason  of  my  dismissal,  and  he  theo 
stated.  First,  he  kind  of  got  his  back  up  and  wouldn't  tell  me  any  reason ; 
finally  he  told  me  that  I  had  been  seen  in  the  company  of  some  news- 
paper correspondents  who  were  attacking  him.  I  asked  him  if  he  ac- 
cused me  of  either  giving  away  matters  out  of  tiie  Pension  Office  to  fur- 
nish grounds  for  an  attack  upon  him  or  if  I  instigated  any  attacks  upon 
him.  Be  said  he  did  not ;  that  it  was  a  meie  matter  of  the  compaDv  I 
was  keeping — seen  in  bad  company. 

Q.  Did  he  toll  you  in  whose  company  you  had  been  seen  f — A.  He 
said  newspaper  correspondents ;  he  did  not  name  any  that  I  recollect  ot 
at  that  interview. 

Q.  Go  on. — A.  And  he  said,^^I  will  investigate  it."  He  was  then  goinf 
to  start  immediately  for  Chicago  on  one  of  his  refrigerator  trips,  asl 
understood,  and  he  said  he  would  investigate  it.  He  was  g^one  abonta 
month  or  six  weeks  and  when  he  came  back  I  called  on  him  again  and 
asked  him  if  hehad  made  his  promised  investigation,  and  what  theresolt 
of  it  was.  He  said  he  had  not  heard  anything  that  woald  alter  die 
matter  as  it  stood.  I  then  told  him  that  he  had  done  me  an  injustice; 
that  wlioever  said  I  had  inspired  any  attacks  on  him,  that  if  anybody 
had  told  him  that  1  inspired  any  attacks  on  him,  it  was  false.  He  said 
he  did  not  accuse  me  of  that,  but  the  mere  fact  of  being  in  the  com- 
pany of  newspaper  men  was  enough  for  him,  and  he  would  not  reinstate 
me,  and  I  let  it  drop  at  that,  and  left  him. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  investigated  the  truth  of  these  statements  f^ 
A.  No,  sir.  He  hadn't  heard  anything,  that  would  alter  his  opinion  at 
all.  The  fact  is,  he  hadn't  been  in  Washington ;  it  was  the  first  day  he 
got  back  from  his  trip  because  I  had  watched  for  him.  That  ended  mj 
trial  to  get  back  into  that  office.  I  then  went  to  work.  I  saw  Mr. Bos* 
sey  and  asked  him  if  there  was  any  charges  against  me  which  woald 
prevent  me  from  being  reinstated,  to  get  into  another  department,  as  I 
could  get  an  appointment  in  the  War  Department.  Mr.  Bussey  said 
there  was  no  charges  against  me  to  prevent  tbat.  I  went  to  Kr. 
Chandler  and  made  the  same  statement.  He  also  said  there  was  no 
charges  against  me  to  prevent  that.  I  went  and  made  out  an  applica- 
tion and  brought  it  to  Mr.  Bussey  who  read  it  and  signed  it  and  sent  it 
in  to  Judge  Chandler — Mr.  Noble  was  absent  at  the  time — Judge  Chand- 
ler signed  it;  it  was  sent  to  the  War  Department,  Maj.  Ainsworth,  the 
chief  of  the  record  division  of  the  War  Department  approved  of  it 
and  it  was  approved  also  by  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Mr.  Grant.  It 
was  then  returned  to  the  Intehor  Department.  About  that  timescHne- 
body  had  made  themselves  busy  enough  to  go  and  tell  Mr.  Baum  and 
so  Mr.  Bussey  sent  it  to  Mr.  Banm  and  I  called  to  see  Mr.  Bussey  in 
relation  to  the  matter  and  he  informed  me  that  it  had  been  sent  to  tbe 
Pension  Office.  This  was  on  Friday,  either  Thursday  or  Friday.  I 
waited  until  Monday  and  then  went  down  to  see  what  was  holding  the 
matter  up  and  Mr.  Tonner,  the  appointment  clerk,  said  I  had  better  go 
and  see  what  was  the  matter.  I  went  down  and  found  the  case  lying 
in  a  drawer  in  Mr.  Hallam's  desk  and  I  asked  him  how  it  was  that  Mr. 
Raum  had  not  acted  upon  those  papers,  they  had  been  there  three  at 
four  or  five  days.  He  said  Mr.  Baum  hadn't  been  in  the  office }  altboagh 
still  in  Washington,  he  had  not  been  in  the  office. 

By  Mr.  Littlb  : 
Q.  Did  the  clerk  say  that  t— A.  He  said  he  was  in  Ohicago. 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Goon,  please. — A.  I  went  in  to  see  the  Deputy  Commissioner,  Mr 
Lincoln,  who  was  the  Acting  Commissioner  that  day,  and  asked  him  ii 
he  would  act  on  those  papers  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Baum.  He  stated 
that  if  they  would  come  to  his  desk  he  would  act  upon  them.  I  returned 
to  see  Mr.Hallam,  the  so-called  appointment  clerk,  and  he  told  me  that 
the  Commissioner  had  left  special  orders  that  all  matters  of  this  kind 
should  be  delayed  until  his  return.  I  asked  him  when  he  would  be  back, 
and  he  said  in  a  day  or  two.  I  waited  then  for  a  couple  of  days  and 
went  down  again  to  see  Mr.  Hallam,  and  the  papers  were  lying  on  the 
desk.  He  said,  ^^  They  have  not  been  acted  upon  yet,  but"  (he  says)  ^^  I 
think  they  will  be  to  day."  Mh  Lincoln  was  Acting  Commissioner  yet,  al- 
though Mr.  £aum  had  returned  to  town,  but  was  not  at  the  office  yet; 
so  the  clerk  told  me.  I  turned  around  and  started  down  the  stairs.  Mr. 
Baum  had  come  in,  but  was  not  acting  as  Commissioner ;  Mr.  Lincoln 
was  still  signing  as  Acting  Commissioner.  As  1  came  down  stairs,  on 
the  west  end  of  the  building,  in  the  corridor  I  met  Theo.  Smith  and 
Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  walking  in.  Young  Baum  stopped  to  talk  with  the 
watchman  for  a  few  minutes  and  then  they  both  went  up  stairs  together 
and  went  towards  the  Commissioners  Office,  those  two  did.  I  guess  I 
went  back  up  again  in  about  twenty  minutes  after  that  and  my  papers 
had  been  acted  upon  and  Mr.  Baum  had  indorsed  upon  the  back  ot 
them  that  he  would  not  reinstate  me  because  of  insubordination,  or  in- 
dorsed an  official  lie  upon  them  according  to  what -he  told  me  himself. 
The  papers  went  back  to  the  Interior  Department,  and  Mr.  Bussey  in- 
formed me,  when  I  called,  that  he  wouldn't  do  anything  about  it  unless 
1  went  and  made  matters  right  with  Mr.  Baum.  I  told  him  I  was  not 
trying  to  get  back  into  the  Pension  Office ;  that  I  would  not  work  there 
as  long  as  Mr.  Baum  was  at  the  head  of  it;  that  there  was  a  place  for 
me  in  the  War  Department  and  I  couldn't  see  how  Mr.  Baum  came  into 
it.  I  tried  to  see  Mr.  Noble,  but  it  seemed  to  be  an  utter  impossibility : 
the  private  secretary  of  Mr.  Noble  would  not  let  me  in.  He  always  had 
some  excuse ;  I  told  him  my  business  and  went  there  a  dozen  times,  but 
it  was  always  the  same  thing.  I  then  took  and  wrote  a  statement  of 
the  entire  matter,  and  left  it  with  the  private  secretary  to  give  to  Mr. 
Noble.  I  went  back  a  few  days  later  and  Mr.  Noble  had  referred  the 
matter  to  Mr.  Bussey  for  his  consideration,  and  Mr.  Bussey  had  hung 
it  up  in  the  appointment  clerk's  office  without  any  action,  and  has 
taken  no  action  on  it  yet. 

Q.  So  you  did  not  get  into  the  War  Department !— A.  I  see  since  the 
papers  came  down  that  Mr.  Noble  had  sent  them  to  Mr.  Bussey  and 
indorsed  upon  tnem  that  I  be  reinstated  unless  some  other  good  ground 
is  given  besides  the  letter  that  seemed  to  be  some  of  Theo.  Smith's 
work.    That  is  in  evidence  here,  and  there  it  hangs. 

Q.  During  your  service  in  the  Pension  Office  were  you  ever  reduced 
from  the  position  which  you  held? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  reduced.  There 
is  a  letter  on  file  here.  I  guess  I  had  better  get  the  letter  making  the 
reduction.  [Witness  produces  letter  from  his  own  file  of  papers.]  I 
was  reduced  to  take  effect  March  10, 1890,  from  class  2  to  class  1. 

Q.  What  difference  did  that  make  in  your  salary  I — A.  Two  hundred 
dollars  per  year. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  for  that  reduction! — A.  There  Is  a  letter 
here  which  Mr.  Baum  put  in  evidence  the  other  day  which  states  no 
ground  for  the  reduction  at  ail. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  circumstance t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  of  a 
circumstance  to  which  I  can  trace  it  directly.    If  I  can  not  it  is  a  ver^ 
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remarkable  coiDcidence.    The  latter  end  of  Febrnarj,  1890,  a  case  was 
brought  to  mj  desk,  called  up  by  the  Commissioner.     It  was  one  oi 
my  own  cases  which  was  charged  to  me. 
Q.  As  a  clerk  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Assigned  to  yon  Y — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  we  call  charged  to  as. 
The  case  was  brought  to  my  desk  and  on  it  were  two  replies  to  letters 
which  I  had  written  to  comrades  for  personal  knowledge  of  matters 
sworn  to  in  the  affidavits,  two  comrades  who  had  testified  in  the  case, 
and  a  power  of  attorney  appointing  John  Kaum,  the  Commissioner^ 
son,  as  attorney  in  the  case.  I  think  I  can  get  the  case  after  a  whila 
It  was  about  the  24th  of  February,  1890.  I  took  the  case,  went  through 
it  and  found  the  case  complete,  ready  for  admission. 

By  Mr.  DUNOAN : 

Q.  To  what  f — A.  To  the  board  of  review  for  final  adjudication.  I 
indexed  and  briefed  the  case  and  submitted  it  and  took  a  blank  which 
we  have  in  the  office  something  like  this  [showing  blank],  and  directed 
the  blank  to  Mr.  John  Eaum,  stating  that  he  could  not  be  recognized 
as  the  attorney  in  the  case  under  the  rule  of  the  office  or  Department 
without  the  written  consent  of  the  attorney  of  record  in  the  case.  That 
is,  the  attorney  that  was  in  the  case,  as  he  had  completed  it,  he  had 
given  it  proper  attention  and  had  completed  it,  and  the  $25  belonged 
to  the  man  who  did  the  work. 

Q.  That  claimant  had  an  attorney  f— A.  Yes,  sir.  This  was  on  the 
24th,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect ;  but  I  think  we  can  get  the  case  and  be 
sure  about  it,  as  the  indorsement  will  show.  This  circular  was  written 
on  the  24th.  It  would  lay  on  my  desk  all  that  day;  it  would  then  go  to 
the  letter  critic  of  the  section  and  would  lay  on  his  desk  all  day  until 
evening.  It  would  then  be  sent  to  the  chief  clerk's  office  to  be  signed. 
It  would  come  back  to  me  probably  that  afternoon,  which  would  be  the 
27th  of  February ;  that  is,  if  Sunday  did  not  intervene.  It  would  come 
back  tome  on  the  27th  and  be  sent  out  of  the  office  that  afternoon.  It 
would  bring  it  into  young  Mr.  ^aum's  hand»about  the  28th.  That  would 
give  him  time  to  get  back  to  the  office  to  find  out  who  the  examiner  was 
and  go  through  the  rest  of  the  modus  operandi,  because  I  saw  the  letter 
of  the  Commissioner  was  dated  March  3,  which  recommended  my  re- 
duction, and  this  commission  from  the  Secretary  is  dated  March  10. 
There  had  never  been  a  complaint  put  in  against  me  so  far  as  my  work 
was  concerned.  I  made  special  inquiry  of  the  chief  of  the  division,  Mr. 
Beynolds,  of  Pennsylvania.  He  said  it  was  a  bigger  surprise  to  him 
than  it  was  to  me.  I  then  asked  Mr.  Bryant  if  he  had  made  any  rec- 
ommendation for  my  reduction,  and  he  said,  no,  there  was  no  reason 
why  he  should.  Mr.  Beynolds  says  the  record  of  my  work  would  war- 
rant a  promotion  instead  of  a  reduction ;  so  there  being  no  other  cause 
that  I  could  possibly  find  out  from  any  one,  of  course  this  coincidence, 
this  reduction,  and  this  refusal  to  steal  this  $25  and  give  it  to  John 
Kaum,  when  it  belonged  to  another  attorney,  cost  me  $200  and  finally 
cost  me  my  place. 

By  Mr.  LiND: 

Q.  What  was  your  salary! — A.  My  salary  was  $1,400,  and  1  was 
reduced  to  $1,200. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 
Q.  What  division  were  ^ou  ^otWvxv^  \\i\ — fe^.  'l\kfe  xcMjil^  division. 
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Q.  Does  that  division  have  charge  of  claims  from  Western  States! — 
A.  The  office  is  divided  np  according  to  the  services  of  the  soldiers, 
not  their  residence.  All  soldiers  in  Pennsylvania,  Michigan,  and  Ohio 
are  a^adicated  in  the  middle  division.  Now,  if  a  soldier  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, Ohio,  or  Michigan  were  living  in  any  other  part  of  the  United 
States  their  claims  woald  all  come  into  the  middle  division. 

By  Mr.  DxTGAN : 

Q.  liegiments  from  those  States f— A.  Yes,  sir;  they  all  come  to 
that  division. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  abont  the  claims  of  residents  or  claimants 
from  Indiana  being  advanced  out  of  their  order  just  before  the  election 
of  1890  Y — A.  Yes,  sir.  Along  about  September,  latter  part  of  Septem- 
ber or  first  of  October,  now  I  am  not  certain  which,  there  was  a  lot  of 
claims  brought  in  by  the  file  clerks  and  deposited  on  the  desks,  and 
they  had  a  common  slip,  not  a  regular  Commissioner's  slip.  There  is  a 
Commissioner's  slip  which  is  called  a  red  head,  printed  in  red  ink. 
There  is  a  common  slip  which  sometimes  the  deputy  commissioners  or 
Commissioner  may  call  np  a  case  on ;  it  is  print^  in  black  ink.  When 
they  are  called  up  on  those  it  is  generally  where  special  attention  must  be 
given  to  a  case.  Some  of  the  cases  were  brought  to  my  desk,  and  the 
obief  of  the  files,  Mr.  Butterfield,  told  me  that  those  cases  had  to  be 
given  immediate  attention.  I  looked  at  the  case  and  found  it  was  ttom 
Columbus,  Indiana.  It  was  a  slip  calling  it  up  to  get  the  status  through 
John  O.  Dunbar.  I  was  briefing  a  case  at  the  time  and  I  told  Mr.  But- 
terfield that  I  would  get  the  case  np  I  was  working  on,  and  he  said, 
'<No,  they  want  attention."  I  said,  ^<No,  there  is  nothing  to  show  that 
they  should  have  immediate  attention."  He  said  << There  is  a  Commis- 
sioner's slip,"  and  I  said  ^^That  is  not  a  red  head.  I  am  going  to  brief  this 
case  anyhow ; "  that  was  the  next  time  he  came  in.  I  then  looked  at  the 
case  and  gave  the  status  to  John  G.  Dunbar.  I  asked  him  who  he  was.  He 
is  not  the  claimant's  attorney  or  a  Congressman,  and  there  was  a  gen- 
tleman there  from  Indiana,  and  he  had  a  couple  of  cases  from  the  same 
batch.  I  turned  to  him  and  said,  '<  Who  is  this  John  G.  Dunbar  Y  "  He 
says,  *' Why,  don't  you  know!"  I  said  "No."  Hesays,"  That  is  Cooper's 
opponent ;  Raum  is  out  there,  and  is  going  to  squash  Cooper ;  we  are  go- 
ing to  lick  this  man  by  1,500  majority."  1  said,  "  Oh,  is  that  so  f "  and  I  ex- 
amined the  case  and  found  the  man  was  rated.  It  first  required  an  an- 
swer to  ah  affidavit  of  a  comrade,  which  was  very  important  in  the  case. 
I  found  that  it  needed  that,  and  then  in  looking  over  the  case  I  found 
that  one  medical  board  didn't  give  the  man  any  rating  at  all  and  the 
next  medical  board  gave  him  $2.  Whenever  I  find  a  case  like  that, 
such  a  low  rating  by  a  medical  board,  I  send  the  case  to  a  medical 
board  away  from  where  he  lived,  two  or  three  counties,  in  order  that 
he  will  have  a  fair  show,  as  he  may  owe  a  doctor's  bill,  or  have  had 
some  trouble,  or  something  of  that  sort,  and  that  cause  the  low  rat- 
ing. So  I  made  out  an  order,  and  told  Butterfield  that  this  man  would 
have  to  have  another  examination  before  his  case  was  submitted.  I 
made  out  another  order  for  his  examination.  One  goes  to  the  board ; 
it  is  printed  in  red  ink,  and  one  printed  in  black  ink,  that  goes  to  the 
claimant,  and  I  made  them  out,  and  told  them  I  wanted  the  man 
sent  before  another  board  for  examination,  and  sent  to  the  board  I 
picked  out.  I  came  back  to  my  desk,  and  Mr.  Butterfield  came  in 
and  wanted  to  know  what  I  did  with  the  case,  and  I  said,  '*I  have  or- 
dered a  new  examination,    Qne  board  rates  him  at  |2  and  anotheie 
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none,  and  either  one  or  the  other  of  those  boards  is  doing  the  man  an 
injustice,  and  I  will  not  trust  them."  I  says,  ^'I  have  sent  it  out  for  ex- 
amination; it  will  come  back  to  my  desk,  and  I  will  answer  it"  It  didnt 
come  back  that  day ;  it  was  abont  4  o'clock  when  I  took  it  up  there  and 
gave  it  to  Mr.  Boy,  who  was  chief  of  that  section,  and  he  threw  it  on 
the  desk,  and  I  came  away ;  the  clerks  were  getting  ready  to  go  home, 
and  Mr.  Butterfleld  came  the  next  morning  and  said  the  assistant  chief 
of  division  wanted  to  know  why  I  didn't  tend  to  that  case,  and  I  told 
him  to  tell  the  chief  or  assistant  that  I  had  tended  to  it  as  well  as  I 
could.  He  went  to  Mr.  Boy  and  hurried  the  case  along,  and  that  after- 
noon the  case  came  back  to  my  desk.  I  then  wrote  oat  the  circular 
which  we  have;  you  Congressmen  get  them  once  in  a  while,  personal 
reference  of  so  and  so,  you  are  ordered  for  examination  before  such  and 
such  a  board,  and  I  did  that.  I  took  this  to  Mr.  Bryant,  assistant 
chief,  and  we  had  to  take  it  up  out  of  its  regular  order.  It  should  ha?e 
gone  to  the  letter  critic.  Then  it  would  lay  there  all  day  and  come 
back  signed  in  two  days;  but,  in  this  case,  we  were  ordered  to  take 
them  to  the  assistant  chief,  immediately  taken  up,  signed,  and  sent  oat 

Q.  That  was  the  disposition  yon  made  of  the  caseY — A.  Yes,  sir. 
After  a  while,  in  about  a  month  or  six  weeks  the  case  came  back 

The  Chairman.  We  don't  care  for  that,  do  weY 

A.  I  want  to  show  the  committee  what  an  injustice  I  would  have  done 
to  the  claimant  had  I  submitted  that  case.  The  examination  I  ordered 
at  that  time  gave  this  man  a  rating  of  $14,  so  he  got  $14  per  month 
instead  of  $2. 

Q.  Was  that  proceedings  there  to  take  up  cases  in  that  way  in  vio- 
lation of  any  orders  or  rules  Y — A.  It  was  in  violation  of  a  general  role 
of  the  office.  No  case  is  ever  taken  up  and  worked  that  way  unless  it 
is  a  special  case,  that  is,  where  the  Commissioner  makes  the  case 
special  on  a  showing  that  the  claimant  is  either  a  pauper  or  liable  to 
be  a  paViper,  or  liable  to  die,  bn4;  it  would  be  adjudicated  in  the  regular 
way.  That  covers  all  the  cases  that  can  be  made  special  under  tiie 
rules,  and  that  would  be  about  the  only  case  that  would  be  taken  up  in 
this  way.  It  was  in  violation  of  a  general  rnle  of  the  office  and  a  viola- 
tion of  a  special  rule  of  the  Secretary  made  on  September  10. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  had  only  one  of  the  Dunbar  cases  f — A.  That 
is  all  I  had.  Mr.  Bryant  had  a  large  number  of  them  on  his  desk.  In 
our  division  we  have  but  few  cases  from  Indiana.  The  majority  of  those 
cases  would  go  to  the  western  division. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  actions  taken  on  the  claims  under  the 
order  issued  in  December,  1890,  where  there  was  no  attorney,  in  that 
class  of  cases! — A.  The  order  was  passed  around  and  signed,  ordered 
us  to  take  tip  all  claims  in  which  there  was  no  attorneys  and  give  them 
immediate  and  special  attention  on  account  that  they  were  neglected  by 
the  completed-files  order, 

Q.  Doyouknow  what  was  done  in  those  cases  Y — ^A.  In  our  division  1 
think  they  selected  about  seven  or  eight  examiners  and  put  them  on  those 
claims. 

Q.  The  claims  without  attorneys  Y — A.  They  selected  abont  seven  ex- 
aminers, some  in  each  section,  and  put  them  on  those  claims.  Mr.  Watt 
and  Mr.  Sector  were  put  on  t\iO^^  c\»m%  ^^id  after  they  had  been  working 
there  a  few  days  I  saw  Mi.  ^ aU  \iwj^  «ii  \%s:%^  ^"^^  ^1  ^sM^f^  w^.  \^va  desk 
and  they  looked  thin,  mt\iOufcmudier^^^w»\\i>^^     ^^^^^Xs^sl^v^ 
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he  was  doing  and  he  said  he  was  sending  those  claims  np  for  rejection. 
I  asked  him  how  many  he  had,  and  he  said  a  large  numben  I  said  ^^That 
don't  comply  with  the  Secretary's  orders :  the  claimants  onght  to  be 
given  the  statas  of  the  claims  ander  the  Secretary's  orders."  He  said 
'^That  is  so,  bnt  I  got  tbis  order  from  Mr.  Bryant.  I  don't  know  where  he 
got  it.    I  am  doing  it,  that  is  all." 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Watt  in  the  Pension  Office  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Rector  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  record  kept  in  the  division  will 
show  jnst  exactly  what  was  done  with  those  claims. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  after  the  issuance  of  the  order! — A.  It  may 
have  been  probably  three  or  fonr  weeks  or  a  little  longer,  a  month  per- 
haps, bat  they  were  done  in  violation  of  the  order. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  said  that  before. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Your  position  was  that  of  an  examiner  in  the  office  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  the  completed-files  order  operated  f  Did  you ' 
make  any  observation  or  remember  about  that! — A.  We  all  made  ob- 
servations when  it  came  in  first,  my  observations  and  those  of  the  exam- 
iners around  me;  of  course  we  compared  notes  so  as  to  get  at  it  intelli- 
gently. And  we  commenced  comparing  notes  to  see  how  many  of  the 
completed  cases  were  complete.  Well  I  kept  track  for  about  a  month 
and  I  found  about  5  per  cent,  but  I  found  that  every  case  that  was  as- 
signed to  me  came  along  smiling  with  a  completed  file  slip.  Old  claims 
that  had  been  rejected  eight  er  ten  years  back,  passed  upon  by  special 
examiners  and  decided  by  the  Secretaiy,  came  up  with  a  completed  slip 
on,  cases  complete,  after  it  had  lain  rejected  and  it  would  take  a  yeai^s 
work  to  complete  it. 

By  Mr.  Llin> : 

Q.  Did  that  case  coming  up  smiling  with  a  completed  slip  make  it 
complete  f — A.  No,  sir ;  but  we  had  to  go  through  it  and  tell  Mr.  Lemon 
the  reason  over  again  why  it  was  rejected  some  years  before. 

Q.  Who  put  on  those  slips,  the  attorney  or  the  Commissioner  t — ^A. 
The  attorney  sent  the  slips.  The  attorney  sends  the  slips  to  the  law 
division.    The  slips  state 

The  Chaibman.  Never  mind  going  into  that 

A.  They  go  to  the  law  division  and  the  law  division  stamp  them 
that  they  have  complied  with  the  order,  and  then  they  are  sent  to  the 
files  in  the  adjudicating  division  and  the  file  clerks  apply  them  to  the 
cases.    The  file  clerks  put  them  on. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  these  come  from  the  Commissioner's 
office  or  simply  a  request  of  the  attorney  f — A.  There  is  no  request 
to  it.  It  is  an  order.  The  statement  is  sent  in  in  the  regular  order  and 
goes  to  the  law  division  and  is  stamped  there,  and  as  an  order  the  case 
goes  to  the  desk  and  is  considered. 

Q.  Who  is  the  order  from  T — A.  The  Commissioner. 

Q.  The  order  on  the  slip  Y — ^A.  The  law  division  states  with  a  stamp 
that  the  attorney  has  complied  with  the  Commissioner's  completed-files 
order,  then  that  slip  is  taken  and  sent  to  the  file  clerk  and  from  there 
it  is  brought  immediately  to  the  desk. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  when  it  comes  there  do  you  go  through  to  see  if  it  is  com- 
pleted Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 


468  PENSION  OFFICE  XNYBSTIGATIOir. 

By  Mr.  Enlge  : 

Q.  Did  yoa  Dotioe  in  your  exftmination  at  tiiat  tlniie  whose  caaea  yon 
examined  principally  f --A.  The  first  raft  that  eame  in  they  seemed  to  be 
all  of  Mr.  Lemon's ;  then  of  coarse  all  the  other  attorneys  got  the  hang  of 
it  and  they  all  came  in. 

Q.  What  impression  did  you  have  of  that  order  as  to  its  effect  Y  Did  it 
benefit  claimants  generally  or  notf — A.  No,  the  fact  is  it  retarded  the 
business  of  the  office.  Any  examiner  who  will  tell  it  straight  will  tell 
you  the  same  thing. 

By  Mr.  DUGAN : 

Q.  Yon  mean  it  resulted  in  less  allowances  T — A.  It  broaght  ap  work 
over  old  claims,  and  we  were  compelled  to  go  through  those  claims,  and 
it  will  take  sometimes  a  whole  day  where  a  case  has  had  several  exam- 
inations; may  be  this  case  is  old,  been  rejected  for  ten  years,  and  Mr. 
Lemon  slipped  in  and  bronght  it  np,  and  the  examiner  was  compelled 
to  go  through  the  case  and  read  all  the  testimony  over  i^ain  and  write 
Mr.  Lemon  a  letter  stating  the  case  was  rejected  ten  years  back. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  In  an  old  claim  of  that  character,  if  it  hadn't  been  brought  np  hy 
some  special  [method  of  that  character,  when  in  the  course  of  human 
events  would  it  have  been  reached  Y — A.  I  am  talking  about  cases  that 
had  been  rejected  long  before.  It  might  have  come  np  in  its  regular 
order. 

Q.  What  is  the1*egular  order  Y — A.  For  an  attorney  to  file  a  request 
for  the  status.    It  takes  its  turn. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  you  serve  in  the  office  under  Gommissioner  Timner's  incum- 
bency!— A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  then  any  difference  in  the  color  of  the  slips  used 
by  Mr.  Lemon  and  other  attorneys  Y — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  that  is  so 
to-day.    I  think  Mr.  Lemon's  slip  is  a  red  slip. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  say  the  first  batches  were  Mr.  Lemon's;  how  long  did  that 
continue  Y — ^A.  Probably  three  or  four  weeks,  or  a  month,  until  this 
thing  became  generally  known. 

By  Mr.  Enlge  : 

Q.  What  is  the  color  of  the  office  slip  Y — ^A.  The  Oongressional  slip 
is  in  red  ink. 

Q.  What  is  the  color  of  the  paper  Y— A.  White  paper  generally. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  as  to  the  color  of  the  paper — whether  Mr.  Lemon, 
under  Mr.  Tanner's  administration  used  a  different  color  than  is  now 
used  Y — ^A.  I  don't  remember  that ;  I  didn't  have  any  forty-eight-bonr 
cases  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  serve  in  the  Army  during  the  warY — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  Y— A.  I  served  from  July,  1863,  to  June,  1866,  in  CSom- 
pany  K  of  the  16th  and  11th  Massachusetts.  After  the  two  regiments 
got  too  small,  consolidated  in  the  11th  Massachusetts. 

Q.  Do  you  draw  a  pension  yourself  Y— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Ever  apply  for  one  Y— A.  I  have  applied  under  this  late  law;  dont 
know  whether  I  will  get  it  or  not ;  I  don't  think  a  man  ought  to  get  a 
pension  who  is  in  the  Oovemment  employ. 

Q.  Does  your  wife  draw  a  p^u«vou\~K%  ^o>^\i^ 

Q.  Did  Bhef— A.  YeB,avc« 
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^       Q.  At  what  time  f — ^A.  From  the  death  of  her  first  husband  in  1864  to 
t}  July,  1866. 

>.       Q.  Was  her  i>ea8ion  stopped  after  she  married  yon  f — A.  From  two 
months  before  we  got  married.    That  -stopped  her  pension. 

*•  ByMrLiND: 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  put  in  a  claim  for  that  lapse! — A.  No,  sir. 
^       Mr.  Enlob.  I  have  no  more  questions  to  ask  this  witntos. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  wish  to  cross-examine.  Judge  Payson  t 

Judge  Payson.  I  think  I  would  prefer  to  see  this  evidence  written 
^  up  before  I  cross-examine  him. 

Committee  adjourned  until  Wednesday  morning  at  10.30  a.  m. 


Wednesday,  March  30, 1892. 

The  committee  met  at  10:30  a.  m. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Brosius,  Dun- 

Em,  Little,  and  Lind  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon. 
.  E.  Payson. 

OEV.  SAUM—Beoalled. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  General,  has  Mr.  linea weaver  gotten  back  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  He 
arrived  yesterday. 

Q.  Gan  you  tell  us  where  he  has  been  f — ^A.  If  that  will  cut  any  fig- 
ure in  this  investigation  I  will  give  you  that  information. 

Q.  It  would  gratify  a  very  great  curiosity,  I  think. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  do  not  think,  I  may  say  to  the  committee,  that  it  is  fair 
to  Gen.  Baum  in  this  matter,  after  he  has  declined  to  do  so  to  answer 
that  question.  I  do  not  think  at  present  that  ought  to  be  developed  for 
reasons  that  can  be  given  if  necessary.  But  still  during  either  to-day 
or  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  committee  it  may  not  be  deemed  improper 
then ;  but  I  think,  general,  I  would  decline  to  answer  that  question  this 
morning. 

Gen.  Baum.  I  will  leave  it  to  you.  I  have  nothing  to  conceal  about 
it  at  all.    It  is  perfectly  legitimate. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Are  you  the  judge  of  what  would  be  the  effecton  the  public  interests 
of  answering  questions  relating  to  your  Bureau,  or  do  you  have  to  con- 
sult an  attorney  about  that  f — ^A.  Well,  Mr.  Enloe,  I  am  undergoing 
an  investigation  here,  and  I  think  I  have  for  my  counsel  a  gentleman 
who  is  known  to  be  an  attorney  of  good  repute  and  of  good  judgment, 
and  I  have  informed  him  fully  in  regard  to  the  proceedings  in  connec- 
tion with  the  business,  and,  of  course,  when  this  matter  was  pressed 
upon  my  attention  as  to  where  Mr.  Lineaweaver  was,  why,  I  submitted 
the  matter  to  Judge  Payson,  and  I  said,  ^^Now,  my  judgment  is  that  I 
should  not  be  required  to  answer  that,  and  I  want  your  view  about  it," 
and  he  concurred  in  my  view.  But  I  said  to  him  this,  that  if  the  com- 
mittee insisted  upon  it  why  I  did  no^  propose  to  put  myself  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  person  unwilling  to  answer,  and  I  will  leave  it  to  him.  If  he 
says  so  I  will  go  right  along  and  answer  the  whole  question. 

Q.  I  believe  you  said  the  other  day  that  you  objected  to  answering 
the  question  because  it  might  be  detrimental  to  the  public  service  t — ^A. 
Yes,  sir;  I  did.    I  was  quite  sincere  in  that. 
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Q.  And  this  morning  joa  were  willing  to  answer  it  becaase  yoa 
thought  it  would  not  be,  I  suppose. 

The  Ghaibman.  Under  advice  of  counsel  Gen.  Eaum  thinks  it  is  not 
advisable  to  answer  that  question  at  this  time  for  public  reasons. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  yon  if  yon  have  taken  any  action  in  relation  to  the  case 
of  Hanibal  Landon  t — ^A.  Sir  t 

Q.  Have  you  taken  any  action  in  regard  to  the  case  of  Hanibal  Lan- 
don, a  member  of  the  medical  board  at  Bemington,  Ind.  f — ^A.  I  will 
have  to  see  the  papers  in  that  case. 

Q.  These  are  the  papers  in  the  case  [handing  Gen.  Baam  some  pa- 
pers].— A.  I  do  not  recollect  precisely  what  I  might  state,  if  yon  will 
allow  me 

Q.  Just  go  on. — ^A.  A  few  of  the  boards  throughout  the  country  have 
misconstrued  some  of  the  instructions,  one  of  the  instractions  rather, 
in  regard  to  their  certitLcate.  They  have  signed  certificates  where  they 
were  not  actually  present  at  the  moment  the  man  was  examined ;  bnt 
were  there  during  the  day,  and  upon  consultation  with  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  board  assumed  to  understand  the  case,  and  signed  the  cer- 
tificate. That  is  contrary  to  the  construction  that  the  office  places  upon 
the  instructions,  and  in  all  such  cases  why  energetic  letters  have  been 
written,  and  this  board — ^that  is,  one  of  the  members  of  this  board—fell 
under  that  criticism.  The  attention  of  the  office  was  called  to  that  by 
a  member  of  Congress  who  had  formerly  been  on  the  board,  and  I  at 
once  caused  the  letter  to  be  written,  and  they  have  corrected  that  prac- 
tice. I  have  had  probably  half  a  dozen  different  boards  where  they 
have  claimed  they  misunderstood  the  rules,  and  I  directed  the  medical 
referee  the  other  day  to  prepare  an  order  so  that  a  thing  of  that  kind 
could  not  be  misunderstood  hereafter. 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  letter  there  filed  by  Hon.  Mr.  Pattonf— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  this  was  written  at  my  request.  Mr.  Patton  called  at  the 
office  and  brought  my  attention  to  the  subject,  and  I  requested  that  he 
should  put  in  writing  so  that  it  would  become  a  matter  of  record  in  the 
office. 

Q.  I  submit  that  that  letter  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  t — ^A.  Yes, 

sir. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

HOUSK  OF  RSPRKSRNTATIVIES, 

WoihingtoHy  D,  C,  January  25, 1893. 

Gen.  Green  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  yours  of  the  21st  instant. 

I  now  wish  to  state  positively  that  Dr.  H.  Landon,  president  of  the  board  of  med- 
ical examiners  at  Remington,  Ind.,  was  not  present,  nor  did  he  in  any  way  partici- 
pate in  the  examinations  made  at  that  place  on  December  23, 1891. 

As  yon  state  that  the  records  show  that  a  fall  board  was  present  and  participated 
in  examinations,  you  doabtless  will  not  require  an  argument  to  prove  that  yon  haw 
a  dishonest  and  dishonorable  member  on  that  board,  and  I  trust  that  your  good 
Judgment  will  dictate  his  prompt  removal. 

I  could  furnish  other  evidence  of  his  dishonesty  if  it  were  necessary  to  establish 
the  I'act. 

You  can  easily  get  an  honest  and  competent  medical  man  to  fill  the  place,  and  I 
trust  you  will  do  so. 

I  am,  very  respectfully, 

D.  H.  Patton,  M.  a 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Yoa  have  taken  no  dA\M>Ti  ^moi^  ^i^i%lV>  \^\i\»^  ^«a  filed! — ^A.  Ob, 
yes. 
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Q.  What  action  did  you  take  on  that  letter! — A.  I  will  have  to  fur- 
nish you  a  press  copy  of  that  letter.  The  letter  upon  that  subject  is 
not  here,  and  if  you  will  pass  this  over  I  will  just  take  a  note  and  fiir- 
nish  you  with  the  correspondence  that  was  had  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  What  action  was  taken  on  that  statement  contained  in  the  letter 
so  that  it  will  go  int — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  so  that  it  will  go  in  in  the  proper 
form. 

The  following  is  the  correspondence  relating  to  charges  against  the 
Bemington,  Ind.,  board  of  examining  surgeons  : 

House  of  BBpRBSENTATnocs, 

WaahingUm  Jan,  19, 189i. 
Hon.  Grsiek  B.  Raum, 

CcmmistUnier  of  PefMions: 

Deab  Sir  :  I  would  very  Tespectfnlly  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  yon  have 
failed  to  send  me  information  as  to  the  number  of  the  medical  examiners  present  at 
the  examinations  made  Dec.  23,  '91,  of  the  board  at  Remington,  Ind.  Ton  made  a 
note  of  this  request  and  promised  to  send  report  to  me,  which  fact  I  presume  has  been 
forgotten. 

jQso  to  the  further  fact  that  you  promised  to  resubmit  the  claim  of  George  F.  Eaton, 
Co.  A,  2l8t  Ills.  Yols.^  to  the  board  of  review.  This,  on  my  statement  that  I  was  a 
member  of  the  examining  board  at  Remington,  Ind.,  when  he  was  once  examined, 
and  the  further  statement  by  me  that  I  was  satisfied  that  he  had  not  received  pen- 
sion equivalent  to  his  disability. 

If  desired,  I  wiU  report  to  your  medical  board  and  make  statement  with  reference 
to  it. 

I  am,  very  respeotftilly, 

D.  H.  Pattok,  M.  C. 


Treasury  Bbpartmekt, 
Office  of  Superintendent  of  Immiqratiok, 

WatUngUm,  D.  C,  Felnmary  18, 1899. 

Honorable  CoMMissioifBR  of  Pensions, 

WaahingUm,  D»  C: 

Sir  :  I  have  a  letter  from  Dr.  H.  Landon,  who  is  one  of  your  medical  board  at  Rem* 
ington,  Ind.,  in  which  he  recites  a  report  of  his  presence  at  an  examination  by  Dr. 
Hatoh^  which  is  so  completely  explained  by  Dr.  Landon's  letter  that  I  inclose  it 
herewith. 

I  beg  to  state  that  Dr.  Landon  is  weU  known  to  me.  t  understand  the  running  of 
the  trains  at  Remington  and  know  that  the  pension  board  manages  its  business  as 
recited  by  Dr.  Landon.  Landon  and  Hatch  are  Republicans.  Didiake  is  a  Democrat, 
and  aU  three  are  gentlemen  of  the  first  standing,  and  are  the  leading  physicians  in 
their  respective  towns.  I  therefore  ask  that  the  explanation  made  by  Dr.  Landon 
be  accepted  as  covering  the  request  of  the  Department. 
Very  respectfuUy, 

W.  D.  Owen. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
Waahington,  Feb.  tO,  189t. 

Dr.  H.  Landon, 

Remingtonj  Indiana: 

Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  29th  ultimo.,  addressed  to  Hon. 
W.  D.  Owen,  Supt.  of  Immigration,  which  has  been  referred  to  me  for  my  considera- 
tion. 

The  statements  made  by  you  are  not  entirely  satisfactorv.  Ton  state  that  you^in 
conjunction  witii  Dr.  Didiake,  make  the  examinations  in  the  forenoon  and  that  £>r. 
Hatch  cooperates  with  you  in  the  afternoon.  Dr.  Didiake  taking  the  noon  train  for 
his  home.  I  desire  to  be  advised  directly  and  without  delay  whether  or  not  Dr.  Did- 
iake and  Dr.  Hatch  sign  the  certificates  in  cases  in  which  they  do  not  participate. 
If  Dr.  Didiake  leaves  for  home  at  noon,  he  could  not  possibly  pMt\ftY5^\ASs^>3aft«xa5ss^ 
nations  made  by  you  and  Dr.  Hatch,  and,  theiefoxe,  \i«  tti.o\s\^Tia\»  %VBa.\Xifc<5«s*sb»:- 
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cates  as  having  been  present  and  taking  part,  and  the  same  rale  applies  to  Dr. 
Hatchy  who,  yoa  state,  arrives  and  participates  in  the  examinations  in  the  after- 
noon. 
You  will  make  an  early  response  and  return  this  letter  with  your  reply. 
Very  respectfully, 

.    Grkek  B.  Raum, 

OOMM  iMi4W€r> 


Bbhinotok,  Ind.,  Fehruaiy  t4, 1S9L 
Hon.  Grxkn  B.  Haum, 

Commiuianer  of  Pentions^ 

Washingtonf  D,  C: 

Dbar  Sir:  In  reply  to  the  inclosed  from  you  of  Feb.  20, 1892.  would  state  that 
Br.  Didlake  or  Dr.  Hatch  are  not  participating  or  signing  certificates  where  they 
are  not  entitled  to  as  per  instructions.  Revised  1891,  page  18,  par.  109  Dr.  HatcL 
is  most  always  here,  as  he  can  come  on  an  early  train,  but,  as  formerly  said,  owing  to 
the  severe  epidemic  of  grippe  here  and  generally,  some  interruption  haa  occurred 
lately,  but  every  endeavor  to  comply  with  our  instructions  has  been  done  and  is  now 
being  done. 

Most  respectfully, 

HAimiBAi.  Landon,  M.  D., 
Preaidetit  Board  of  EixamUnen. 


Dbpartment  of  ths  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
WaaMngUm,  Feb.  27,  1S9B, 
Dr.  H.  Landon, 

Remington,  Indiana: 

Sir:  Receipt  is  hereby  acknowledge  of  your  letter  of  the  24th  instant  in  explana- 
tion of  the  signing  of  certificates  by  Drs.  Didlake  and  Hatch. 

In  reply  I  beg  to  advise  you  that  the  same  has  been  accepted  as  satisfactory  by  thii 
Bureau. 

Very  respectfully. 

Green  B.  Raum, 
OommisMOfier. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 

WoBkingien^  April  7,  IS^. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  are  true  and  correct  copies  of  letters  on  file  in 
this  office  in  relation  to  the  charges  against  the  board  of  examining  surgeons  for  this 
Bureau  at  Remingtou,  Indiana. 

O.  P.  Haixam, 
An%9iani  ChUf  Clerk. 

Q.  I  see  here,  General,  the  papers  in  the  case  of  the  medical  board 
at  Troy,  N.  Y.  I  am  informed  that  petitions  and  aflSdavits  have  been 
filed  requesting  the  removal  of  that  board,  or  changes  in  the  board,  on 
account  of  some  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  some  members  of  the 
board.  Have  you  regarded  those  petitions^  or  taken  any  action  on 
themt — ^A.  I  will  have  to  make  an  examination  of  the  papers  in  that 
case,  sir. 

Q.  I  hand  you  the  papers.  [Handing  papers  to  Oen.  Baum.]  There 
is  one  of  the  papers,  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the  last  acti<m  in 
the  matter  or  not.  General,  has  it  been  brought  to  your  attention  be- 
fore this  timef — A.  I  think  I  have  had  the  matter  before  me,  but  I  want 
to  look  over  the  papers  and  refresh  my  memory.  You  will  understand 
there  are  twelve  hundred  of  these  boards,  and  I  do  not  undertake  to 
cairy  these  matters  in  my  mind.    I  try  to  decide  them  from  day  to  day 
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aH  they  are  brought  to  my  attention.  If  yoa  conld  give  me  a  little  no- 
tice in  advance  here,  why  I  would  take  the  time  in  the  night  to  exam- 
ine into  these  matters. 

Q.  Well,  you  can  state  whether  or  not  there  has  been  any  action 
taken.  I  suppose  that  is  the  only  question  I  want  you  to  answer  about 
itf— A.  Well,  the  present  members  of  the  board  are  Dr.  B.  B.  Bouticon, 
Dr.  W.  Aiken,  Dr.  H.  B.  Mitchell. 

Q.  There  are  three  members  of  the  board,  are  there  nott — A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  can  give  you  the  dates  of  their  appointment..  The  names  are  carried 
on  that  jacket,  or  they  should  be.  I  do  not  see  the  oath  of  office  to  in- 
dicate when  they  went  in.    It  ought  to  be  in  that  envelope. 

Q.  Do  you  observe  the  oath  of  office  there  or  have  you  that! — A.  Ko, 
sir,  I  Ho  not  see  that.  The  oath  of  office  should  be  in  the  bundle  where 
the  names  are. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  action  you  have  taken  on  these  charges. 
There  are  the  charges,  part  of  them,  and  there  is  the  indorsement  upon 
them. — ^A.  I  will  have  to  look  at  the  press  copies  of  the  letters  that  have 
been  written  upon  this  subject  before  I  can  answer  that. 

Q.  That  is  the  office  record }  there  are  the  charges  and  there  are  the 
indorsements. — A.  There  is  a  report. 

Q.  Well,  what  is  the  indorsement  on  the  btu^k  of  that ;  just  read  that  f 

Mr.  Payson.  Bead  it  aloud. 

A.  "Filed;  no  action." 

Q.  What  is  the  paper— read  what  the  paper  isf — ^A.  The  paper  is  the 
report  by  Charles  F.  Nichols,  a  special  examiner. 

Q.  About  what!  Oive  the  indorsement  there  f—^^.  It  is  report  No. 
342385  in  regard  to  Dr.  Bouticou,  post-office  address  Troy,  recommend- 
ing no  action;  Charles  F.  Nichols,  special  examiner,  upon  his  report  sub- 
mitting the  testimony  in  the  case  recommending  no  action  against  the 
doctor  in  the  matter. 

Q.  What  is  the  other  indorsement  Y — A.  The  next  indorsement  is 
from  the  chief  of  the  special  examination  division. 

Q.  What  does  he  say  f — A.  "  Respectfully  forwarded  by  the  chief  of 
the  appointment  division,  F.  K.  Butterfield,  to  the  chief  of  the  ap- 
pointment division ;  filed ;  no  action ;  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  assistant  chief 
clerk.'' 

Q.  Now,  will  you  look  at  this  document  there  and  read  the  indorse- 
ment on  that  Y 

Mr.  Patson.  Is  that  in  the  same  case  Y 

Mr.  Enlob.  In  the  same  case. 

A.  *' Charges  against  the  members  of  the  medical  board  at  Troy, 
N.  Y.,  preferred  by  the  Hon.  J.  A.  Quackenbush."  These  are  dated 
Troy,  N.  Y.,  February  17, 1891. 

Q.  Now,  let  us  get  out  of  that,  General,  what  papers  that  contains  Y 

The  Chairman.  It  contains  charges,  does  ItY 

The  Witness.  There  is  a  letter  from  D.  E.  Potter. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  Y— A.  It  is  dated  February  the  17th, 
1891. 

Q.  To  whom  is  it  addressed  Y — ^A.  Addressed  to  Mr.  Quackenbush, 
member  of  Congress. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  referred  to : 

Troy,  N.  Y.,  Feb.  17, 1891. 

Hon.  John  A.  Quackenbush,  Washington^  D.  (7.  : 

My  Dear  Sir  :  Enclosed  please  find  some  affidavits  shovring  up  the  infamous 
career  of  Troy's  muoh  noted  examining  board  for  pensions,  and  if  evidence  is  of 
any  account  I  should  say  this  attached  to  what  has  been  sent  before  was  enough 
to  convict  a  saint,  although  there  could  be  plenty  more  obtained  of  th<^  «&\&a 
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sort  by  taking  the  trouble  to  get  it.  I  know  one  man  that  has  been  examined 
by  this  Troy  board  sixteen  times  and  by  the  Albany  board  several  times  and  he 
has  not  been  allowed  a  cent  yet,  and  we  know  that  if  he  incurred  the  disabilities 
in  the  service  which  he  now  has  and  which  he  says  he  has  proved  and  filed  in 
the  Pension  Department  that  he  is  entitled  to  at  least  $12  to  $16  per  month. 
Now  what  the  veterans  object  to  is  this  Troy  and  Albany  boards  who  seem  to 
have  great  influence  to  get  men  sent  before  them  over  and  over  a^iifain  and  they 
getting  fat  and  rich  on  the  pensions  while  the  men  s^et  nothing,  and  one  thing 
we  would  like  to  know  when  did  Congress  pass  the  bill  to  pension  examining 
boards  instead  of  veterans  ?  Aiken  is  no  better  than  Bontecou  only  he  don't 
get  quite  as  drunk  as  Bontecou,  but  he  is  a  dirty  little  rebel  and  always  was;  it 
IS  a  fine  state  of  affairs  to  bring  up  a  good,  true,  loyal  Union  soldier  to  be  ex- 
amined by  his  deadly  enemy,  a  rebel,    is  it  not  about  time  to  call  a  halt? 

We  think  it  would  be  good  policy  for  you  to  show  these  affidavits  to  the  Hon. 
John  W.  Noble.  We  consider  him,  and  the  Hon.  Cyrus  Bussey  and  yourself  in- 
cluded, the  very  best  man  in  Washington;  and  should  opportunity  ever  present 
itself  for  me  to  do  a  favor  for  either  of  you,  I  will  go  through  fire  to  do  it.  We 
all  very  well  know  that  you  are  all  friends  to  a  veteran  soldier. 

We  do  not  wish  it  understood  that  we  want  a  cent  beyond  what  is  le^al,  right, 
and  just;  but  we  do  not  propose  to  be  used  like  dogs  or  cattle  and  quietly  submit. 
I  am  extremely  sorry  to  trouble  j^ou  so  much,  but  what  other  true  friend  could 
we  call  on.  Whenever  you  receive  anything  from  me  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble 
you  to  answer  it  unless  it  is  actually  necessary;  I  will  not  feel  slighted. 
Ever  yours,  with  best  wishes, 

D.  E.  Potter. 

P.  S. — Copies  of  these  affidavits  have  been  sent  to  Sec.  of  Interior  Noble  and 
Pension  Commissioner  Baum. 

D.  E.  Potter. 

Q.  That  is  an  affidavit!— A,  That  is  an  affidavit  from  Troy,  N.  T. 
That  affidavit  was  dated  the  16th  of  February,  1891.  Here  is  the  aflfi- 
davit  of  Peter  Coffin  of  the  same  date,  the  16th  of  February,  1891,  and 
this  is  an  affidavit  of  John  Techier,  and  TechlaHartz. 

Q.  What  date  is  that! — ^A.  That  is  also  the  16th  of  February. 

The  following  affidavit  and  endorsement  thereon  was  offered  in  evi- 
dence: 

State  op  New  York,  County  of  Benssdaer,  as: 

Techla  Hartz,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  being  duly  sworn,  says  that  she  is  the  widow  of 
Francis  Hartz,  deceased,  who  was  a  member  of  Co.  E,  65th  Regiment  New  York 
State  Vols.,  and  was  enrolled  December  25th,  1863,  and  was  discharged  JuneBUi, 
1865.  by  reason  of  surgeon^s  certificate  of  disability,  caused  by  gunshot  wounds 
received  in  battle,  which  totally  disabled  him,  and  it  is  entered  in  his  discharge 
certificate  that  he  was  unfit  to  re^nlist  in  the  Veteran  Reserve  Corps.  Dr.  R. 
B.  Bontecou,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  who  is  a  member  of  the  examining  board  for  pen- 
sions, attended  my  husband  before  he  died.  Long  after  he  died  I  asked  the  said 
Bontecou  for  a  certificate  of  my  husband's  death,  and  he  would  not  give  it  to  me 
unless  I  would  give  him  $50.00  which  he  demanded,  and  told  me  that  if  I  did  not 
give  it  to  him  I  would  not  get  a  pension.  I  told  him  that  I  had  paid  all  dr.'s 
bills  and  would  not  give  it  to  him,  and  he  replied,  then  you  will  get  no  pension: 
and  he  knew  very  well  that  my  husband,  Frwicis  Hartz,  died  from  the  effects  of 
gunshot  wounds  received  in  the  Government  service. 

I  was  also  robbed  of  $75.00  by  a  claim  agent  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  whose  name  is 
Lockwood,  C.  D.  I  am  a  poor,  uneducated  German  woman,  58  years  old,  and 
can  not  speak  or  understand  much  English,  and  almost  in  a  starving  condition. 

Techla  (her  x  mark)  Hartz. 

Witness: 

John  C  Belden. 
Matthew  Auer. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  16th  day  of  February,  1891. 

George  N.  Dakin, 
Notary  Pu6Kc,  2Voy,  N.  F. 

(Indorsed:)  Respectfully  referred  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  John  A. 
Quackenbush,  M.  C,  ISlh  "N .  ^ .,  Ye>\>.  "^^  \m\.  Km.  Mch,  26, 1891.  Congrw 
flional,  Mch.  14, 1891,  TJ .  S.  PeiiBiaiiBMY^i^M. 
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Q,  Now,  have  you  the  letter  from  there  of  Mr.  Quackenbush,  trans- 
mitting the  charges  to  you  Y  Is  his  letter  connected  with  thatf — ^A.  Let 
as  see  if  he  has  an  endorsement.  ^'BespectfuUy  referred  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions,  John  A.  Quackenbush,  February  25th,  1891.'^ 

Mr.  Payson.  What  date  is  thatf 

The  Witness.  February  25th,  1891.  Then  on  the  27th  of  February, 
1891, 1  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  0.  F.  Nichols,  special  examiner  at  Al- 
bany. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  in  the  paper. 

The  Witness.  And  directed  him  to  make  an  examination,  and  trans- 
mit to  me  these  affidavits  and  letters,  and  in  due  course  he  made  his 
report,  that  he  took  the  affidavits,  etc.,  in  connection 

Mr.  Payson.  Well,  the  papers  themselves  show  all  of  that.  Let  us 
make  a  little  progress. 

The  Witness.  So  no  action  was  taken. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Here  is  another  letter;  just  state  to  whom  and  how  it  was  ad- 
dressed, and  how  it  was  referred. — A.  It  is  a  letter  from  Troy,  N.  Y., 
dated  April  the  28th,  1891,  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  A.  Quackenbush,  and 
that  was  also  referred  by  Mr.  Quackenbush  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions,  of  date  April  30th,  1891. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  letter  referred  to: 

CPersonaL] 

Troy,  N.  Y.,  April  28,  1890. 
Hon.  John  A.  Quackenbush: 

Dear  Sir:  At  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Veteran  Boys  in  Blue,  resolutions  were 
adopted  recommending  the  removal  of  the  present  ooard  of  pension  examiners 
of  this  city ;  also,  a  suggestion  that  Dr.  R.  D.  Traversbe  appointed  to  any  vacancy 
that  may  occur.  These  resolutions  were  forwarded  to  Comr.  Baum ;  similar  res- 
olutions were  sent  to  Comr.  Tanner  when  he  was  in  office,  which  recommended 
a  new  board,  consisting  of  Dr.  Lyons,  Mattox,  and  Crandall.  That  petition  was 
also  signed  by  the  Boys  in  Blue,  and  on  reaching  the  comr.,  I  am  informed  was, 
at  the  suggestion  of  a  certain  Democratic  officii  here,  torn  up  and  consigned  to 
the  waste  basket,  and  that  some  official  claims  have  the  same  influence  with 
Comr.  Raum.  In  connection  with  Dr.  Travers,  a  large  number  of  the  Boys  in 
Blue  favor  Dr.  G.  E.  Lyons,  who  has  already  sent  a  petition  to  Comr.  Haum, 
signed  by  a  large  number  of  G.  A.  R.  men  and  prominent  Republicans  of  this 
city.  Depend  upon  it,  the  Veteran  Boys  in  Blue  Republican  Club,  of  Troy,  will 
not  be  satisfied  until  this  present  board  is  removed.  I  wish  you  would  give  this 
matter  your  careful  consideration, 
very  truly  yours, 

Reuben  Rynders. 

(Indorsed:)  R  Rynders,  Troy,  N.  Y.,  April  28, 1890.  Recommending  Dr.  R. 
D.  Travers  as  a  member  board,  Troy,  N.  Y.  Respectfully  referred  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  for  his  consideration.  John  A.  Quackenbush,  M.  C,  18th 
N.  Y.,  April  30, 1890.  Answered  May  5, 1890.  Congressional,  May  2, 1890,  U. 
S.  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

The  following  papers,  relating  to  charges  against  the  board  of  ex- 
amining surgeons  at  Troy,  N.  Y.,  were  offered  in  evidence : 

Troy,  N.  Y.,  Dec.  ss,  1889. 
Gen.  G.  B.  Raum, 

Comr,  of  PensionSf  WasMngtont  D.  C: 

Dear  Comrade:  Last  spring  the  veterans  of  this  place  and  vicinity  sent  a 
petition  (which  was  signed  by  the  most  of  them  and  also  several  citizens\  tA 
Comr.  Tanner  asking  him  to  remove  the  examining  boat^ol\Xi\&NKwa.^  eye  ^JC\ft»!^ 
Dj*8.  Bontecou  and  Aiken,  and  give  ua  a  new  lx>ar4)B\ig%e<&\>\xi.<^Tyc«'^vcs;^^'<^^ 
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Mattocks,  who  was  tkn  army  8urg>6on;  for  the  head  of  such  board.  At  that  timo  wo 
sent  a  letter  fully  and  clearly  explaining  our  reasons  for  asking*  the  f &Tor,  which 
was  on  account  of  insulting  and  abusive  language  and  cruel  and  inhuman  treat- 
ment to  veterans,  such  as  asking  them  if  they  wanted  money  to  buy  rum  with, 
and  handling  them  roughly  and  keeping  them  stripped  so  long  in  a  cold  room 
that  several  of  them  took  such  colds  that  it  nearly  resulted  in  their  death,  and 
then  give  an  unfavorable  report  of  their  case  when  they  knew  very  well  that 
they  were  entitled  to  a  good  pension,  and  then  tell  them  they  oould  come 
before  them  again  to  put  more  money  into  their  pockets,  and  the  Albany  board  is 
not  much  better — some  men  say  that  they  have  paid  money  to  the  Troy  board 
and  others  say  they  have  paid  the  Albany  boam  money,  and  others  say  they 
have  asked  them  for  money,  so  you  can  probably  see  the  reason  that  so  maoy 
object  to  going  before  either  of  these  boards,  and  we  would  like  to  know  how 
long  we  have  got  to  be  persecuted  bv  these  rufidans.  Aiken  said  that  they  had  got 
old  Harrison  now  and  he  hoped  they  would  get  enough  of  him.  We  do  not 
wish  to  find  fault,  but  vou  know  there  is  a  time  when  forbearance  ceases  to  be  a 
virtue;  and  if  Tanner  had  removed  these  boards  as  he  should  have  done  and  not 
been  fooled  so  much  by  Lew  Griffith  he  would  have  been  all  right. 
Hoping  that  you  will  at  least  fully  investigate  this  matter, 
We  remain  yours  in  friendship, 

Teoy  Veterans. 

(Indorsed:)  Veterans  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  Dec.  23, 1889.  Asking  for  investigation 
of  Troy  Bo^d,  N.  Y.  Protest  against  Drs.  Bontecou  and  Aiken,  U.  S.  Pension 
Office.    A.  Dec.  24, 1889. 


[Veteran  Boys  in  Blue  BepubUcan  Clat>,  of  Troy,  K.  T.    Meetfag  ot  the  execaUve  boaid,  April 

lOth,  1890.] 

Hon.  Green  B.  Rattm, 

Commissioner  of  Pensions : 

At  a  regular  meeting  of  the  Veteran  Boys  in  Blue  Republican  Club,  of  Troy, 
N.  Y.,  held  April  2nd,  1890,  it  was  ' 

Besolvedi  That  the  Hon.  Commissioner  of  Pensions  be  respectfully  asked  tore- 
move  the  present  board  of  examiners  located  in  Troy,  N.  Y.,  for  the  reason  that 
great  injustice  has  been  done  by  the  board  to  different  applicants  for  pension, 
and  numerous  complaints  are  being  made  continuously  of  injustice  being  done, 
and  also  of  disrespectful  and  unjust  treatment  at  examination;  also,  that  in  in- 
stances they  have  prejudged  the  case,  and  members  of  said  board  have  told  ap- 
plicants for  pension  before  they  had  been  ordered  before  any  board  that  there 
was  no  use  of  their  making  application  for  pension,  as  they  could  not  get  one; 
while  others  more  favored  have  been  urged  to  apply  for  increase.  Therefore, 
believing  that  the  examining  board  as  at  present  constituted  is  not  a  fit  or  proper 
board  to  examine  applicants  for  pension  and  the  veteran  when  cited  before  said 
board  does  not  feel  that  justice  would  be  done  him  in  the  matter  of  rating. 

We  most  respectfully  request  that  the  members  comprising  said  board  of  ex- 
aminers be  removed,  and  an  honest,  consistent  board  of  examiners  be  ap- 
Eointed  in  their  place;  and  this  club,  in  case  of  a  vacancy  or  a  reforming  of  sud 
oard,  would  respectfully  recommend  the  appointment  of  R.  D.  Traver,  M.  D., 
to  fill  the  vacancy  or  to  be  a  member  of  the  reorganized  board.  Dr.  Triver  is  a 
veteran  of  the  war,  and,  as  we  believe,  an  able  and  skillful  physician,  and  aa 
honest  and  consistent  man. 

Besolved,  That  the  executive  board  of  the  "Veteran  Boys  in  Blue  Republican 
Club "  be  instructed  to  communicate  this  action  to  the  Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 
Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  request  him  to  investigate  and  act  thereon. 

Reuben  Rynders,  President, 
J.  G.  McTuTT,  l8t  Kioe^jPresl., 
H.  D.  Pierce,  f  Vice-Prest., 
W.  H.  BouGHTON,  Trecuurer^ 
Henry  Bbnnit.  Bee.  Secrrtory, 
John  Lyons,  I^nancial  Sec, 
Executive  Committee  Vet.  Boys  in  Blue  jB^pn.  Club. 

(Indorsed:)  Resolutions  Boys  in  Blue,  Troy,  N.  Y.  April  10, 1890.  Asking 
that  the  board  at  Troy  be  changed.  B/bQoixiTXi<^'[id\xL^  I^t .  B..  D.  Traver  as  mem- 
ber  board,  Troy,  N.  x . 
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The  Bccompanjiag  thirty  typewritten  {Migres  are  correct  copies  of  report  of 
Chas.  F.  Nichols,  special  examiner,  on  file  in  this  Bureau. 

A.  W.  Fisher, 

(M^  Clerk. 

Bureau  of  Pensions,  Office  of  Chief  Clerk, 

Apr,  7, 189S, 
[Criminal.] 
INDEX  TO  SPECIAL  EXAMINER'S  REPORT. 

Claim  of  Peter  Coffin  et  ai.  V8.  Dr.  Bonleoou.    No.  S4SS85, 


1 

2 
8to  8 
9  to  10 
11  to  12 
13  to  16 
17  to  20 
21  to  22 
23  to  24 
E5  to26 
27  to  28 


Names  of  witnesses,  etc. 


Index 

Oom's  letter 

Summary 

Peter  Coffin 

Matthew  Aner 

Techla  Hartz 

Willi  m  Gregory 

William  H.  Webber.. 

^illllp  M.Wales 

William  Fitzpatrick. 
Geo.  F.  Lawton 


Exhibits. 


A. 


Deposi- 
tions. 


B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 
t 


Reputation. 


Bad. 

Do. 
Fair. 

Do. 
Good. 
Excellent. 

Do. 

Do. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Pensions,  8.  E.  Division, 

WaahingUmy  D,  C.,  February  27^^  1891, 

Mr.  C.  F.  Nichols. 

Special  Examiner ^  Albany ^  N.  F.: 

Sir:  Enclosed  herewith  find  a  oommunication addressed  to  the  Hon. Secretary 
of  the  Interior  hy  Reuben  £^n3der8,  dated  Troy,  N.  Y.,  the  24th  instant;  also, 
the  affidavit  of  Mrs.  Techla  Hartz,  in  which  she  sets  forth,  in  substance,  that 
Dr.  R  T.  Bortecou,  of  Troy,  N.  Y..  who  is  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Examining 
Surgeons  at  that  place,  demanded  from  her $50  for  his  statement  as  to  the  cause 
of  her  late  husband's  death  for  use  in  her  claim  for  pension,  and  told  her  that  if 
she  did  not  give  it  to  him  she  would  get  no  pension.  Also,  that  one  Lockwood, 
a  claim  agent  of  Troy,  took  $75  from  her,  presumably,  for  his  services  in  prose- 
cuting her  claim  for  pension. 

You  will  investigate  thoroughly  the  truth  or  falsity  of' the  charges  preferred, 
making  a  separate  report  in  each  case;  t.  e.,  one  touching  the  examming  sur- 
geon and  the  other  the  attorney. 

Make  this  letter  and  indosures  exhibits  to  your  report  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  surgeon. 

Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Kaum, 

Commissioner. 


[Veteran  Boys  In  Bine  Republican  Club.    Organized  July  24th,  1888.] 


Special  Ezm*n  Division.   (Stamp)  Spl.  Exm. 
u.  S.  Pension  Bureau. 

TfeoY,  N.  Y.,  February  U,  1891. 


(Stamp)  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Pensions.    Feb.  26, 1891. 

Division,  Chief  Feb.  26, 1891. 

Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Dear  Sir:  Enclosed  find  copies  of  affidavits  the  originals  of  which  has  heen 
sent  to  Hon.  John  A.  Quackenoush,  member  of  Congress  from  this  district. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  time  something  was  done,  not  only  to  give  us  an  hon- 
est examining  board  in  this  city,  but  also  to  prevent  claim  agents  from  robbing 
their  clients. 

Very  truly,  yours. 
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fBarean  of  Pensions.    Feb.  28, 18Q1.    Special  Ezm'n  Division.    Special  Exm.  DlTisioo.  Fri^ 

20, 1801.    IT.  S.  Pension  Bureau.] 

KENSSSLAEB  Ck)nNTT,  88: 

Techla  Hartz,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  heing  duly  sworn  says:  That  she  is  the  widow 
of  Francis  Hartz,  deceased,  who  was  a  member  of  Co.  **  E,''  65th  Regiment  New 
York  States  Vols,  and  was  enrolled  December  25th,  1863«  and  was  dischareed 
June  6th,  18d5,  by  reason  of  surgeon's  certificatee  of  disability  caused  by  gunwt 
wounds  received  in  battle,  which  totally  disabled  him,  and  it  is  entered  in  his 
discharge  certificate  that  he  was  unfit  to  re^nlist  in  the  Veteran  Heserve  Corps. 
Dr.  B.  B.  Bontecou,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  who  is  a  member  of  the  examining  board  for 
pensions,  attended  my  husband  before  he  died. 

Long  jBkfter  he  died  I  asked  the  said  Bontecou  for  a  certificate  of  my  husband's 
death,  luid  he  would  not  give  it  to  me  unless  I  would  give  him  $50.00,  which  he 
demanded,  and  told  me  that  if  I  did  not  give  it  to  him  that  I  would  not  get « 
X)ension.  i  told  him  that  I  had  paid  all  Dr.'s  bills  and  would  not  give  it  to  him. 
and  he  replied,  then  you  will  get  no  pension,  and  he  knew  very  well  thatmj 
husband,  Francis  Hartz,  died  from  the  effects  of  gunshot  wouncLs  receiyed  in 
the  Government  service. 

I  was  also  robbed  of  $75.00  by  a  claim  agent  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  whose  name  is 
Lock  wood.  I  am  a  poor,  uneducated  German  woman  of  58  years  old  and  can  not 
speak  or  understand  much  English,  and  almost  in  a  starving  condition. 

Tbchla  (her  z  mark)  Habtz. 

Witness: 

John  C.  Belden, 
Matthew  Auer. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  16th  day  February,  1891. 

[L.  s.]  George  N.  Dakin, 

Notary  Public,  Troy,  N,  T. 


in.  8.  Bureau  of  Pensions.  Feb.  26.1891.  Special Exm*n Division.    Spl.  Exm.  Division;  chief : 

Feb.  20, 1891,  UT  S.  Pension  Burean.1 

Rensselear  County,  m: 

Matthew  Auer,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  being  duly  sworn,  says  that  he  asked  Dr.  R.  B. 
Bontecou,  of  the  examining  board  for  pensions  (of  the  city  of  Troy,  N.  Y.),  for  a 
certificate  of  death  of  the  late  Francis  Hartz. 

Said  Francis  Hartz  was  a  member  of  Co.  ^^  £,"  65th  Regiment  N.  Y.  State 
Volunteers;  the  said  R.  B.  Bontecou  emphatically  refused  to  grant  it  to  anyone, 
and  he  knew  very  well  that  the  said  Francis  Hartz  was  partly  paralyzed  for  yean 
by  gunshot  wounds  received  in  line  of  battle,  from  the  effects  of  which  he 
eventually  died.  I,  the  said  Matthew  Auer,  live  near  neighbor  to  the  widow  of 
Francis  Hartz.  She  is  an  uneducated  old  German  woman,  who  can  not  speaker 
understand  but  very  little  English,  and  miserably  poor,  almost  in  a  starving 
condition. 

Matthew  Aueb. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  16th  day  Feb.,  1891. 

[L.  s.]  George  N.  Dakin, 

Notary  Pvblie,  Troy,  N.  Y. 


[Bureau  of  Pensions,  Feb.  26, 1891,  Special  Exm'n  Division.    Sp*l  Exnu  Division  diief,  Feb.  Mi 

1891,  U.  S.  Pension  Bureau.] 

Rensselaer  County  ss: 

Peter  Coffin,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  being  duly  sworn  says,  that  he  enlisted  October 
11th,  1863,  in  the  2nd  regiment.  New  Hampshire  Cavalry  Vols., Co.  *^D,"andwas 
discharged  June  27th,  1864.  When  under  examination  for  pension  by  the  Troy 
IN.  Y.)  board,  between  9  and  10  ^jearo  ««o^  Dt.  R.  B«  Bontecou,  of  said  board 
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told  me  that  I  ought  to  have  $2,000.00  back  pension,  and  asked  me  If  I  would 
give  him  all  over  $1,000.00  if  I  got  it.  He  also  told  me  not  to  say  anything  about 
It  to  the  man  that  went  there  ^th  me. 

Feteb  (his  z  mark]  Coffin. 

Witness, 

WiLiiiAM  Christie. 
DoRiAS  E.  Potter. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  16th  day  of  February,  1801. 
[L.  s.]  George  N.  Dakin, 

Notary  Public,  Troy,  N.  F. 


BrTREAu  OF  Pensions,  Appointment  Division, 

fVoMngUm,  D,  O.,  Feb.  g6, 1891, 

Bespeotfully  referred  to  Col.  F.  G.  Butterfield,  chief  of  special  examination 
division,  for  investigation  as  to  the  charges  preferred  against  Dr.  R.  B.  Bon- 
tecou,  of  the  Troy,  ]M.  Y.,  board  of  examining  surgeons. 

After  an  investigation  of  the  charges  against  Dr.Bontecou,  the  matter  should 
be  submitted  to  the  law  division,  in  order  that  the  charges  against  one  Lock- 
wood,  a  pension  claim  agent  at  Troy,  N.  Y.,  may  be  properly  inquired  into. 

After  an  investigation  has  been  had,  all  papers  should  ba  returned  to  the  ap- 
pointment division  for  filing  among  the  papers  of  the  board  of  examining  sur- 
geons at  Troy. 

G.  B.  R., 
Commissioner, 

A.  jBj.  L. 


Albany,  N.  Y.,  Mch.  7,  1891, 

Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

ComW  of  Pensions: 

Sir:  I  submit  herewith  my  report  in  claim  No.  342385,  Peter  Coffin,  late  a 
member  of  Co.  D,  2d  N.  Y.  Cav.,  in  which  charges  are  made  against  Dr.  Reed  B. 
Bontecou,  president  of  the  Troy,  N.  Y.,  board  of  examining  surgeons,  by  the  above 
named  solaier,  Techla  Hartz,  and  other  soldiers  in  Troy,  N.  Y. 

The  investigation  made  in  compliance  with  letter  of  Hon.  Commissioner  of 
Feby.  27th,  1891.    (See  Ex.  "A.") 

The  prime  mover  in  this  complaint  is  one  Darius  Potter,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  who 
it  seems  was  the  means  of  the  affidavits  of  Coffin,  Mrs.  Hartz,  and  Matthew  Auer 
being  sent  to  the  Department.  Mr.  Potter  is  called  a  *'  crank  "  by  many  of  the 
better  class  of  soldiers  in  Troy;  he  is  very  bitter  against  Dr.  Bontecou  for  the 
reason,  he  told  me,  that  he  went  twice  before  the  Troy  board  for  examination 
for  increase,  was  examined  both  times  by  Dr.  Bontecou,  and  his  claim  for  in- 
crease rejected;  he  says  he  then  went  to  Glens  Falls,  N.  Y.,  was  examined  and 
his  claim  allowed.  Comrade  Potter  was  formerly  quartermaster  of  G.  A.  R.,  but 
was  forced  to  resign  a  short  time  ago  on  account  of  oeing  a  *^  general  disturber;" 
this  I  was  told  by  a  number  of  the  post  commanders  of  G.  A.  R.  posts  in  Troy, 
N.  Y. 

Teohla  Hartz  is  an  ignorant  old  German  woman  who  can  not  speak  any  Eng- 
lish, and  don't  speak  Carman  very  well.  I  had  to  get  an  interpreter  to  go  with 
me  to  take  her  statements,  and  even  then  had  much  difficulty  in  finding  out 
what  she  wanted  to  say. 

Mrs.  Hartz  says  Dr.  Bontecou  treated  her  husband,  Francis  Hartz,  for  3 
years  prior  to  his  death;  she  says  she  paid  him,  but  could  show  no  receipts  and 
fumisn  no  proof  that  she  ever  paid  him.  Dr.  Bontecou  also  treated  Mrs.  Hartz 
after  her  husband's  death,  and  she  showed  me  $5  worth  of  bills  sent  her  by  the 
doctor,  which,  however,  were  not  receipted.  Mrs.  Hartz  never  asked  Dr.  Bon- 
tecou for  the  affidavit  as  to  the  date  and  cause  of  her  husband's  deaths  but  8&^& 
the  doctor  came  to  her  home  oflferiDg  to  make  the  afELdvjW.  lot  %^^.  ^^^^.  ^^jcNa. 
has,  it  seems,  been  a  willing  tool  in  the  hands  ofMx.PoXAfeX^^^io  Xstwx^oN*''^^^ 
tary  public  to  ber  borne  to  take  her  affidavit. 
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Matthew  Auer,  who  swore  that  he  asked  Dr.  Bonteoou  to  make  an  affidaTitia 
her  (Mrs.  Hartz)  claim  and  also  that  the  doctor  demanded  $50  of  her  for  ^'some- 
things he  don't  know  what,  is  a  worthless,  drunken  fellow,  was  dnmk  the  diji 
took  his  testimony  and  is  in  that  condition  almost  all  the  time,  so  I  was  informed. 
I  don't  think  his  oath  is  good  for  anything,  and  his  reputation  is  bad. 

Peter  Ck)fi&n,  who  swore  that  Dr.  Bontecou  offered  to  rate  him  so  he  would  get 
$2,000  back  pay,  is  little  better  than  Comrade  Auer,  has  been  paralyzed  noA  is 
not  in  his  right  mind  all  the  time;  this  his  wife  told  me;  he  is  supported  by  the 
G.  A.  R.  posts  in  Troy,  N.  Y.,  and  thinks  Dr.  Bontecou  was  the  means  of  his 
claim  being  rejected,  though  in  the  course  of  conversation  he  told  me  hisclaiin 
had  been  twice  specially  examined  by  Examiners  Bush  and  Smith  and  rejected 
on  the  ground  that  his  disability  existed  prior  to  his  enlistment,  but  thought  io- 
directly  Dr.  Bontecou  had  something  to  do  with  it.  He  has  no  reputation,  so 
far  as  I  could  learn,  and  I  don't  think  his  mental  condition  would  admit  of  his 
being  a  competent  witness  in  anv  case. 

Both  his  testimony  and  that  of  Auer  was  taken  through  the  efforts  of  Darius 
Potter  who  took  Notary  Public  Dakin  to  their  homes  for  that  purpose. 

William  Gregory  is  an  illiterate  man;  can  not  read  or  write.  He  thinks  if  be 
had  paid  Dr.  Biontecou  his  wife's  old  bill  the  doctor  would  have  given  him  a 
higher  rating.  It  seems  queer  to  me  that  he  should  have  waited  from  1881  to 
1891  before  making  his  charges  against  the  doctor.  He  is  employed  as  a  com- 
mon laborer  at  the  U.  S.  arsenal  at  West  Troy,  N.  Y. ,  a jx)sition  he  secured  through 
the  efforts  of  Mr.  Reuben  Rynders,  who  is  a  **  chum ''of  Potter's  and  is  working 
with  Potter  to  try  and  get  Dr.  Bontecou  removed  from  the  board.  Gregory  is  i 
drinking  man  and  his  reputation  is  only  fair  at  the  best. 

Wm.  H.  Weber  is  an  intimate  friend  of  Darius  Potter's,  and  he  (Potter)  was 
at  his  home  talking  this  matter  over  when  I  called  to  take  his  testimony.  He 
thinks  he  suffered  unnecessary  exposure  at  the  time  of  his  examination  by  the 
Troy,  N.  Y.,  board.    His  reputation  is  good. 

I  took  the  testimony  of  Phillip  Wales,  dept.  postmaster  and  post  conunander 
of  Post  Jno.  A.  Griswold,  G.  A.  R.,  and  William  F^tzpatrick,  also  Geo.  F.  Law- 
ton,  both  post  commanders  of  G.  A.  R.,  as  to  the  conduct  of  Dr.  Bontecou  so  far 
as  they  know.  I  ftlso  saw  L.  E.  Griffith,  countyjudge  of  Rensselaer  Co.  and 
commander  Post  Willard,  No.  34.  G.  A.  R.,  W.  W.Ranseau,  Jno.  Bough  ton,  all 
prominent  citizens  and  men  of  hign  standing  in  G.  A.  R.  circles,  who  all  spoke  in 
highest  terms  of  Dr.  Bontecou,  both  as  a  member  of  the  board  for  examination 
of  soldiers  and  as  a  man. 

Dr.  Bontecou  is  without  any  question  the  most  skillful  surgeon  in  all  Rensse- 
laer Co.,  N.  Y.,  and  has  a  very  large  and  paying  practice  in  Troy,  N.  Y.,  and 
it  don't  seem  to  me  that  he  would  take  any  chances  of  injuring  his  reputation 
by  conducting  himself  as  is  charged. 

The  whole  truth  of  the  matter  in  a  nutshell  in  my  opinion  is,  that  Reuben 
Rynders  and  Darius  Potter  want  to  get  Dr.  Bontecou  off  the  board  in  some  way, 
and  I  don't  think  they  care  how,  as  long  as  he  is  removed.  These  men  have 
talked  so  much  against  Doctors  Bontecou  and  Akin,  members  of  the  Troy  board, 
that  credulous  soldiers  will  not  appear  there  for  examination,  and  I  am  informed 
return  their  **  orders  "  either  themselves  or  through  their  attorneys,  and  request 
to  be  sent  before  other  boards. 

All  the  better  class  of  soldiers  speak  well  of  the  board  as  it  is  now.    I  do  not 
think  the  charges  made  against  Dr.  Bontecou  are  or  can  be  substantiated. 
Very  respectfully, 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 

Speddl  Examiner. 

Dr.  Bontecou  is  at  present  absent  in  Europe  and  will  not  return,  I  am  informed, 
for  some  time. 

C.  P.  N. 


Deposition  B. 

Case  of  Peter  Coffin  et  al.  va,  Dr,  Bontecou,  No.  SJ^S85. 

On  this  4  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  at  Troy,  county  of  Rensselaer,  State  of  N.  Y., 
before  me.  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  spociid  examiuer  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally 
appeared  Peter  Coffin,  who,  being  by  m^  ftr^t  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  in- 
^rro^atoriea  propounded  to  Uun  dvxcVn^  \^cl\]&  w^qas^  ^^k^ssNs^n^c^tl  ^v  ^<^^t«3aul 
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pensioii  claip,  deposed  and  says ;  I  am  69  yrs.  old  and  a  farmer  (formerly) ;  P.  O. 
NO,  64, 13th  St.,  Troy,  N.  Y .;  I  served  as  a  pri.  in  Ck>.  D,  2  N.  Y.  Cav.;  an  appli- 
cant for  pension  under  No.  342385  for  injury  to  left  knee. 

Q.  Were  you  examined  by  Dr.  Bontecou,  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  for  pension?  If  so, 
please  state  when,  and  any  circumstances  connected  with  it  relating  to  the  sur- 
geon (Dr.  Bontecou)  suggesting  that  you  should  pay  him  money. — A.  Well.  I 
was  examined  by  Dr.  Bontecou  in  July,  1880,  for  my  injury  of  left  leg.  The 
doctor  was  a  single  surgeon  then,  and  we  were  in  the  room  alone,  and  wnen  my 
examination  was  over  Dr.  Bontecou  told  me  that  he  would  rate  me  so  I  could 
get  $2,000,  and  asked  me  to  give  him  half  of  it  or  all  over  a  *'  thousand  dollars" 
that  I  got.  I  did  not  tell  him  then  whether  I  would  or  would  not  do  it.  I  came' 
away  then. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  further  conversation  with  Dr.  Bontecou  then  (July, 
1880)  ? — A.  Nothing ;  only  he  told  me  not  to  tell  any  one  of  my  speaking  to  him 
of  doing  what  he  pronosed.  William  Grandall  was  with  me,  and  Bont^K)u  told 
me  not  to  1^11  CrandaLl  anvthing  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Grandall  or  anyone  anything  about  Dr.  Bontecou's  proposition 
then,  or  at  any  other  time? — A.  No,  sir;  never  did. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  give  up  any  money  to  Dr.  Bontecou  with  a  view  to  get  a  pen- 
sion or  anything  to  do  with  vour  pension? — A.  Not  a  cent  at  any  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  soldiers  who  ever  has? — A.  Never  in  the  world.  Not 
a  cent. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  ever  make  any  proposition  that  you  pay  him  anything  in 
furtherance  of  your  pension  daim  at  any  time  since  July,  1880? — A.  Never. 

Q.  How  did  Dr.  Bontecou  treat  you  when  you  went  oefore  him  for  examina- 
tion?— A.  Very  well,  indeed;  had  no  fault  to  find. 

I  understood  your  questions  and  my  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

PSTSR  (his  X  mark)  Coffin, 

Deponent, 

Witnesses: 

Deborah  Coffin. 

CHAS.  F.  NiOHOIiS. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  4  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 

Special  Examiner. 

Deposition  C. 
Case  of  Peter  Coffin  et  ol.  vs  D,  Bontecou,  No.  S4ifS85. 

On  this  4  dav  of  Mch.,  1891,  at  Troy,  Countv  of  Bens.,  State  of  N.  Y.,  before 
me,  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  ap- 
peared Matthew  Auor,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  in- 
terrogatories propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 
pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  58  yrs  old  and  a  baker,  P.  O.  No.  18th 
St.,  Trojr,  N.  Y.    I  served  as  a  prii.  in  Co.  E,  10th  U.  S.  Vols.  Inft. 

Q.  Wnat  do  you  know  of  Dr.  Bontecou  refusing  to  make  an  affidavit  in  the  claim 
of  Techla  Hartz  ? — A.  Well,  Mrs.  Techla  Hartz  asked  me  or  requested  me  to  go  to 
Dr.  Bontecou's  and  get  his  certificate  as  to  the  date  and  cause  of  her  husband's 
death,  and  I  went  to  see  Dr.  Bontecou  twice,  tne  first  time  I  couldn't  see  the  doctor, 
he  being  busy.  The  next  time  I  went  I  saw  Dr.  Bontecou  and  asked  him  to  make 
the  required  affidavit  to  send  to  the  Pension  Office  in  support  of  Mrs.  Hartz's 
elaim.  I  had  the  blank  certificate  with  me  at  the  time.  Dr.  Bontecou  told  me 
he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  and  told  me  to  go  to  the  city  hall  and  get  a  tran- 
script from  the  records,  and  I  did  this  and  sent  it  to  the  Pension  Bureau ;  that 
is  all  I  know  -about  it. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  make  any  |)ropo6ition  for  you  to  pay  him  money  in  return 
for  his  affidavit  ? — A.  No,  sir,  nothing ;  he  simply  said  he  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it,  and  sent  me  to  the  City  Hall,  as  I  have  tola  you. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Dr.  Bontecou  asking  any  money  of  Techla  Hartz  for 
making  an  affidavit  in  her  claim  ? — A.  Well,  I  was  over  to  her  home  one  day 
about  3  months  after  Mrs.  Hartz's  husband  died,  and  Dr.  BotLt/&co\3Lt^%sai^\\.^T^^«s^^ 
asked  the  claimant  for  $50 ;  what  he  wanted  this  mx>iie^  lot  Y^OTQ^Nt^Eoss^  \  A.^&sar 
ply  heard  him  ask  Mrs.  Hartz  for  the  $50. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  Boldiers  having  any  money  extorted  from  them 
by  Dr.  Bontecou  at  any  time  ? — A.  Well,  I  have  heard  lots  of  talk  of  such  thix^ 
being  done,  but  don't  really  know  much  about  it  myeelf .  He  never  tried  aaj- 
thing  of  the  kind  with  me  at  any  time. 

I  understood  your  questions,  and  my  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

Matthew  AuEB. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  4  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  oertifytlut 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  befcHre  signixig'. 

ChasTp.  Nichols, 
Spedcd  ExammBT, 

Deposition  D. 
Case  of  Peter  Ooffin  et  ol.  t».  Dr.  Bonfeoou.   No.  S42S8S. 

On  this  4  dav  of  Mch.,  1891,  at  Troy,  county  of  Bens.,  State  of  N.  Y.,  before 
me,  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personallT  ip- 
I>eared  Techla  Hartz,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  in- 
terrogatories pro})Ounded  to  her  during  this  special  eziunination  of  aforesaid 
pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  58  yrs.  old  and  my  P.  O.  is  No.  192  Oon- 
gross  St.  (Ren.)  Troy^N.  Y. 

I  am  the  widow  of  Francis  Hartz,  who  served  as  a  prL  in  Ck>.  £,  65  N.  Y.  Vols., 
and  who  died  May  10, 1888.  I  am  applicant  for  pension,  No.  387456,  as  widow  d 
tiie  soldier  above  named. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  treat  your  husband  during  his  last  sickness  ? — ^A.  Yes,  be 
treated  him  for  two  yrs.  '*  oft  and  on  "  prior  to  his  death. 

Q.  How  often  did  he  come  (Dr.  Bontecou)  ?— A.  Two  or  three  times  a  week. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  ask  Dr.  Bontecou  to  make  a  certificate  as  to  the  date  sod 
cause  of  your  husband's  death  to  use  in  your  pension  clahn  at  any  time  ?— A. 
No,  sir.  I  never  went  to  Dr.  Bontecou,  but  the  Dr.  [Bontecou]  came  here  one 
day  and  said  Chas.  D.  Lockwood  sent  him  here  for  $50,  which  was  the  price  be 
[Bontecou]  wanted  for  making  a  certificate  as  to  the  cause  of  my  husband's 
death.  He  said  if  he  didn't  make  the  certificate  as  to  treating  my  husband  I 
could  not  get  my  pension,  and  he  would  not  do  that  for  any  titling  less  than  ISO. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  have  the  affidavit  with  him  to  sign  in  case  you  paid  him 
the  $50? — A.  No,  I  don't  think  he  did.    I  saw  nothing  of  it  anyway. 

Q.  Did  you  owe  any  money  to  Dr.  Bontecou  in  the  way  of  doctor's  bills?— A. 
Well,  I  did  owe  him  $5  for  treating  me,  but  my  husband's  doctor's  bills  were 
paid. 

Q.  Have  you  (Dr.  Bontecou's)  receipts  to  show  that  you  paid  him  for  treatment 
of  your  husband  during  his  sickness? — A.  No,  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  used  to 
pay  him  when  he  came  to  treat  him,  and  never  ffot  any  receipts. 

Q.  Any  other  doctor  treat  your  husband  durmg  his  sickness? — ^A.  Yes;  Dr. 
Akin  came  to  see  him  a  few  tmies. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  Dr.  Akin?— A.  No,  sir. 

Techla  (her  x  mark)  Habtz, 

BepoMtd. 

Witness:  

Matthew  Atter. 
Chas.  P.  Nichols. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  4  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  thftt 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.pF.  Nichols, 
SpeoM  ExamiMr. 

Deposition  D. 

Case  of  Ftier  Coffin  et  al.  vs.  Dr  Bontecou.    No.  SJ^tSSS. 

On  this day  of ,  18—,  at .county  of ,  State  of ^i 

before  me, ,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Fension  Office,  i>er8onally  appeared 

Techla  Hartz,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interroear 
tories  pro})Ounded  to  her  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  penflum 
claim,  deposes  and  says : 

Q.  Anyone  in  the  nous©  or  room  v«\i6ti  Tir.'^aopDLXftftttvv^asaa  \ic^  ooe  you  togst 
|50  tor  his  affidavit?— A.  "Nq,  avr  \  ixo  oii^  v«^  ^mcwoi^ ^\.^;j^. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  try  to  get  his  affidavit  after  that  time  he  came  to  your 
home  ? — A.  No ;  I  never  did  anything  more  about  it. 

Q.  Did  Lookwood  send  you  to  Bontecou  or  tell  you  it  was  necessary  to  have 
that  physician's  certificate  ? — A.  Yes ;  he  told  me  that  was  what  the  Pension 
Office  were  waiting  for ;  if  I  got  the  doctor's  affidavit  then  I  would  get  my  pen- 
sion. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  send  anyone  to  Dr.  Bontecou  to  get  a  certificate  from  him  to 
use  in  your  claim  for  pension? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  did.  When  he  said  he 
wanted  $50  for  it  I  thought  I  would  let  it  go  as  I  did  not  have  the  money  to  pay 
him. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  tell  you  the  reason  why  he  wanted  bo  much  to  make  his 
affidavit  ?— A.  No;  he  said  I  had  plenty  of  monev  in  the  bank  and  could  pay  him. 

Q.  How  lonff  had  your  husband  been  dead  wnen  Dr.  Bontecou  came  here  for 
the  $50  for  mining  an  affidavit? — A.  About  six  months. 

Q.  You  had  pension  money  then,  didn't  you  ? — A.  Yes,  I  had  about  $800  in  the 
bank  then,  and  I  suppose  that  Lockwood  told  Bontecou  about  my  having  it  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  he  came  to  me. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  jou  did  not  owe  Bontecou  anything  for  your  husband's 
doctor's  bills  ? — A.  No,  sir,  I  swear  everything  had  been  paid  him. 

Q.  You  never  went  to  Dr.  Bontecou,  then,  for  his  affidavit  ? — ^A.  No,  sir,  never. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  seem  willing  to  make  the  affidavit  for  you  if  you  would 
pay  him  $50  ? — A.  Oh,  yes,  and  said  I  would  get  my  pension  right  away. 

I  understand  your  questions,  and  my  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

TECHiiA  (her  x  mark)  Habtz, 

Deponent. 

Witness :  

Mathew  Aueb. 
Chas.  F.  Nichols. 

Sworn  to  and  subsoribed  before  me  this  4  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.  F.  NicnoiiS, 

Special  Examiner, 

Deposition  B. 

Case  of  Peter  Coffin  et  oZ.  vs.  JDr.  BonUcoa,  No.  S42S86. 

On  this  7  day  of  Mch..  1891,  at  West  Troy,  county  of  Bens.,  Stato  of  N.  Y.,  be- 
fore me,  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  special  exammer  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally 
appeared  William  Gregory,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly 
ail  interrogatories  propounded  to  him,  during  this  special  examination  of  afore- 
said pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  46  yrs.  old  and  a  laboring  man;  P.  C, 
No.  1813  4th  ave..  West  Troy,  N.  Y. 

I  am  now  drawing  a  pension  of  $4  a  month  for  a  gunshot  wound  of  right  hip. 

In  regard  to  my  treatment  by  Dr.  Bontecou  during  examination  the  facte  are 
as  follows: 

I  married  the  widow  of  David  L.  Jack,  a  comrade.  He  belonged  to  the  1st 
N.  Y.  Mounted  Rifles.  Prior  to  this  comrade's  death,  Dr.  Bontecou  was  their 
family  physician.  Soon  after  I  married  Mrs.  Jack,  soma  time  in  the  year  1881, 
one  of  my  wife's  children  by  Mr.  Jack  was  token  sick,  and  Dr.  Bontecou  was  sent 
for,  and  1  was  in  the  room  when  he  came  to  see  the  child.  Dr.  Bontecou  at 
this  time  asked  my  wife  (the  widow  of  Mr.  Jack)  if  she  could  settle  some  part  of 
a  bill  she  owed  him  for  treating  Mr.  Jack  prior  to  his  death ;  she  told  him  she 
couldn't  pay  it  then,  but  would  as  soon  as  she  could  get  the  money;  after  Dr. 
Bontecou  had  gone  I  asked  my  wife  how  much  the  old  bill  was,  and  she  said  $90. 
I  told  her  she  better  pay  him  as  soon  as  she  could.  About  2  weeks  after  this 
I  took  Dr.  Bontecou  $10  for  my  wife  as  payment  on  this  old  bill  for  treatment  of 
Mr.  Jack,  and  at  this  time  1  told  Dr.  Bontecou  that  I  expected  to  come  before 
him  for  examination  for  a  pension  which  I  had  applied  for.  I  did  appear  before 
Dr.  Bontecou  for  examination  for  pension  about  a  month  or  two  after  this  hap- 
pened, and  at  this  Ume  Dr.  Bontecou  said,  "  I  suppose  if  vou  get  a  good  big  pen- 
sion you  will  settle  this  old  bill  of  Mrs.  Jack's,  won't  you  ?  "  I  didn't  make  niir 
any  answer  at  the  time. 

There  was  no  one  in  the  room  with  myself  and  the  doctor  at  the  tl\s\fik«   '^^^t^^ 
heard  it  but  myself.    I  told  my  wife  about  it  as  booh  aal  ^o\.\ioxsi^^«ttaL^aa*^«^^ 
me  I  ought  to  We  told  Dr.  Bontecou  X  would  givo'kiVni^b^  ox  %^^>Xi^Ti.^.^w^^ 
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have  got  a  good  pension.  I  was  afterwarde  allowed  a  pension  of  $2  a  month  for 
my  wound.  I  never  had  any  more  conversation  with  Dr,  Bontecou  regarding 
this  old  bill  of  my  wife's,  and  don't  think  it  has  ever  all  been  paid  yet.  I  thought 
from  the  way  Dr.  Bontecou  spoke  to  me  that  if  I  had  told  hun  I  would  jny  him 
this  old  bill  of  my  wife's  he  would  have  given  me  a  higher  rating  for  my  pen- 
sion. I  told  other  comrades  this  and  sent  an  affidavit  to  the. Pension  Offioe  to 
that  effect. 

I  was  examined  by  this  board  of  Troy,  of  which  Dr.  Bontecou  was  a  memher, 
3  different  times  after  1881,  and  was  increased  to  $4  a  month  for  my  wound. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  ever  say  anything  more  about  this  old  bill,  or  mention 
anything  about  your  paying  him  money  for  this  examination  ? — ^A.  No,  sir ;  noth- 
ing more. 

Q.  Ever  know  of  Dr.  Bontecou  charging  soldiers  or  their  widows  anything 
for  making  any  affidavits  in  their  pension  cases?— A.  No,  nothing  personil; 
have  heard  some  talk  of  this  kind,  but  don't  remember  who  the  parties  are  now. 

Q.  At  that  time  Dr.  Bontecou  came  to  see  Mrs.  Jack*s  (your  wife's)  child  in 
1881,  did  he  ask  you  for  any  payment  for  her  old  bill? — A.  No.  It  was  in  his  own 
office  that  all  the  conversation  occurred  at  the  time  I  was  being  examined  for 
my  pension. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  the  doctor  anything  about  your  pension  at  that  time  (when  he 
called  to  see  your  wife's  sick  child) i'— A.  I  think  I  told  him  I  had  applied  for  a 
pension  and  would  probably  come  to  him  to  be  examined. 

Q.  Ever  know  of  anyone  else  that  Dr.  Bontecou  talked  to  in  the  manner  h» 
did  to  you? — A.  No,  sir;  know  nothing  but  about  my  own  case. 

Q.  Ever  have  any  trouble  with  Dr.  Bontecou  prior  to  his  coming  to  your  boose 
to  see  your  wife's  child  or  your  being  examined  oy  him  for  pension? — ^A.  Never, 
in  any  way. 

I  understood  all  your  questions  and  my  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

WiLiiiAM  (his  X  mark)  Gbegort, 

I)ep<niiaiL 

Witness: 

WmuAH  J.  BlTRKB, 
CHAS.  F.  NiCHOIiS. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  7  day  of  Mch.,  1891 ,  and  I  certify  ^st 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 
"  SpeekU  Meoaninar, 

Deposition  F* 
(Jaae  of  Peter  Coffin  etal.  vs.  Dr.  Bontecou,  No.  S4BS86. 

On  this  5  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  at  Troy,  County  of  Hens.,  State  of  N.  Y.,  befora 
me,  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  ap- 
peared William  H.  Weber,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 
pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  1  am  53  yrs.  old  and  a  watchmaker;  P.  O.  No. 
2142  6th  Ave.,  Troy,  N.  Y.  I  was  examined  by  Dr.  R.  B.  Bontecou  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Troy,  N.  Y.,  board  in  the  fall  of  1885, 1  think,  as  nearly  as  I  can 
remember  now.  At  the  time  of  my  examination  Dr.  Bontecou  was  very  curt  aad 
gruff  with  me;  used  somewhat  abusive  language  to  me;  kept  me  standing  naked 
in  a  cold  room  for  half  an  hour.  I  am  a  feeble  man  anyway,  and  during  the  ex- 
amination I  caught  cold  and  next  day  I  had  a  partial  shock  of  paralysis,  which  mj 
family  physician  said  was  the  result  of  being  exposed  during  my  examination  by 
the  Troy  board,  and  I  was  confined  to  my  house  for  a  week. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Bontecou  make  any  advancement  to  you  for  money  in  return  for 
which  he  would  give  you  a  high  rating  for  a  pension.— A.  No,  sir.  Nothing  of 
that  kind. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  soldier  in  Troy,  or  anywhere  else,  that  gave  up 
money  to  Dr.  Bontecou,  or  that  the  doctor  tried  to  get  money  from  with  a  view 
to  their  getting  a  higher  rate  of  pension  ? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  satisfied  with  the  examination  by  Dr.  Bontecou  or  the  Troy 
board? — A.  No,  sir,  I  was  not. 

Q.  Why  not? — A.  I  don't  think  I  was  thoroughly  examined,  and  Dr.  Bontecou 
was  very  rough  both  in hiamaimeic  ol^x»sEim^\&fini«sid  his  talk  tome  during  the 
examination« 
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Q.  What  about  his  manner  of  examination  that  was  out  of  the  way? — A.  Well, 
he  *'  thumped ''  me  and  ^'pounded  "  me  more  than  was  necessary,  I  thought. 

Q.  Who  were  the  other  members  of  the  board  at  the  time  you  were  exainined? — 
A.  Drs.  Akin  and  Moore;  Moore  is  dead  now. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  complaints  by  comrades  here  in  Troy,  as  to  their  treatment 
by  Dr.  Bonteoou?— A.  Yes,  by  many  comrades,  but  I  can  not  remember  their 
names  now. 
I  understood  your  questions,  and  my  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

William  H.  Weber, 

Deponent. 
Sworn  to  andsubocrlbed  before  me'this  5  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 

Special  Examiner. 

Deposition  G. 

Case  ofPeUr  Coffin  et  ai,  vs,  Br.  Bantecou^  No.  SW86. 

On  this  5  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  at  Tro^,  county  of  Bens.,  State  of  N.  Y.,  before 
tne,  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  ap- 
peared Phillip  M.  Wales,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 
tension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  46  yrs.  old  and  depy.  postmaster  of  Troy, 

I  am  poet  commander  of  "  Jno.  A.  Griswold"  Post,  No.  338, 6.  A.  R.  I  have 
known  Dr.  R.  B.  Bonteoou  for  about  2K)  yrs.  in  this  town ;  was  examined  once  by 
the  Troy„  N.  Y.,  board  about  4  yrs.  ago  when  Dr.  Bonteoou  was  a  member  of  the 
board,  and  have  known  of  soldiers  in  this  city  being  examined  by  said  Dr.  Bon- 
teoou for  pension.  When  I  was  examined  by  Dr.  Bonteoou  for  pension  I  was 
treated  with  courtesy  by  said  surgeon,  and  never  knew  or  even  heard  of  Dr. 
Bontecou's  ever  extorting  any  money  from  any  comrade  by  surgeon  (Dr.  Bon- 
teoou), and  I  do  not  believe  he  is  a  man  that  would  do  such  a  thing. 

Dr.  Bonteoou  is  a  man  of  excellent  standing  in  this  city,  a  skillful  surgeon,  one 
of  the  best  in  town,  and  I  never  even  heard  a  breath  of  suspicion  against  the  sur- 
geon so  far  as  ever  taking  any  money  from  a  soldier  to  whicn  he  is  not  justly  enti- 
tled. 

I  understood  your  questions,  and  siy  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

Phillip  M.  Wales. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  5  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 
SpeciaL  Examinar. 

Deposition  H. 

Case  of  PeUr  Coffin  et  ol.  va.  Dr.  Bonteoou^  No.  SktS85. 

On  this  5  day  of  Mch,  1891,  at  Troy,  county  of  Rons.,  State  of  N.  Y., before  me, 
Chas.  F.  Nichols,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
William  Fitzpatrick,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  in- 
terrogatories propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 
pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  52  yrs.  old  and  a  cigar  dealer,  P.  O.,  No. 
61  Congress  st.,  Troy,  N.  Y. 

I  am  a  post  commander  of  Post  Tibbets,  No.  141,  6.  A.  R.  I  have  known  Dr. 
R.  B.  Bonteoou  for  30  yrs.  here  in  this  city.  During  the  time  I  was  commander 
of  the  above-named  post,  I  never  knew  of  their  bemg  any  complaint  as  to  the 
treatment  of  soldiers  belonging  to  the  post  by  Dr.  Bonteoou  in  the  examination 
of  them  in  their  claims  for  pension. 

Never  even  heard  a  rumor  that  Dr.  Bonteoou  demanded  money  during  the  ex- 
amination of  soldiers  for  their  pension  with  a  view  of  giving  them  a  higher  rat- 
ing. I  don't  think  the  doctor  is  a  man  who  could  be  approached  in  any  such 
manner  by  soldiers  or  any  one  else. 

Never  even  heard  of  Dr.  Bontecou's  charging  aoVdiets  or  \Xiftvc  ^«\i\syw^  ^^s«oX 
for  making  affidavit  ia  their  pension  clidms,  and  d.OD?\^  \;k^in^  \2Ei<b  ^<c^\fit  ^q\^^ 
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• 

do  such  a  thing.    Dr.  Bontecou  is  one  of  the  most  skillful  surg^eons  in  this  dtjrt 
and  a  man  of  excellent  reputation  in  this  city,  and  I  don't  think  there  could  be 
a  more  conscientious  or  honest  surgeon  found  in  the  city  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  for  tbe 
position  of  pension  examiner. 
I  understood  your  questions,  and  my  answers  are  oorrectly  recorded. 

WlTiTiTAM  FlTZPATMCK. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  5  dajr  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  tiuk 
the  contents  were  fuUy  made  known  to  deponen\  before  signing^* 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 

Special  Bxaxniner, 


Dsposmov  I. 
OoM  ofPder  Ooffln  etoLva.Dr.  BonUoou  No.  S4tSS5. 

On  this  5  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  at  Troy,  county  of  Bens.,  State  of  N.  T.,  before 
me,  Chas.  F.  mchols,  a  special  exammer  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  ap- 
peared Geo.  F.  Lawton,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  afor^aid 
pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  66  yrs.  old  and  a  hatter.  P.  O.  No.  2  Sec- 
ond St.,  Troy,  N.  Y .    T  am  post  commander  of  Wm.  B.  Tibbetts,  No.  141,  G.  A.  R. 

I  have  known  Dr.  B.  B.  Bontecou  since  1869,  and  was  examined  by  him  onoe 
in  2  yrs.  for  about  10  yrs,  during  which  time  Dr.  Bontecou  was  a  single  surgeon 
for  examination  of  soldiers  for  pensions  in  this  city. 

During  all  this  time  that  Dr.  Bontecou  examined  me  he  never  made  any  ad- 
vances for  money  at  any  time,  and  personally  I  never  knew  of  any  soldier  of  whom 
Dr.  Bontecou  asked  any  money  with  a  view  of  giving  them  (soldiers]  a  higher  rat- 
ing in  their  claims  for  pensions. 

Dr.  Bontecou  was  somewhat  short  and  crusty  in  his  conversation,  but  never 
abused  me  in  any  way  during  the  time  he  exammed  me. 

I  was  examined  once  after  1880  by  the  Troy  board,  of  which  Dr.  Bontecou  was 
a  member,  and  was  treated  very  courteously  by  Dr.  Bontecou  and  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Troy  board. 

I  have  never  heard  any  complaint  from  members  of  my  post  of  any  ill  treat- 
ment by  Dr.  Bontecou  while  bemg  examined  for  pension.  Never  heard  that  Dr. 
Bontecou  ever  charged  any  member  of  my  })Ost  or  in  fact  any  soldier  or  soldiers 
widow  anything  in  uie  way  of  money  for  an  affidavit  to  use  in  support  of  pension 
cases. 

Dr.  Bontecou  is  regarded  as  one  of  the  most  skillful  surgeons  in  the  city  and 
counted  as  one  of  the  best  physicians.  If  there  has  been  anything  crooked  con- 
nected with  Dr.  Bontecou's  treatment  of  soldiers  I  know  nothing  of  it. 

I  understood  your  questions  and  my  answers  are  correctly  recorded. 

GEOBOE  F.  LiAWTON. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  5  day  of  Mch.,  1891,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

Chas.  F.  Nichols, 

SpeckU  Exavwwar. 

(Indorsed :)  East.  S.  E.  D.  No.  342385.  Name,  Peter  Coffin  ei  al.  v.  Dr. 
Bontecou,  P.  O.  address:  Troy.  County:  Bens.  State:  N.  Y.  Recommenda- 
tion :  No  action.  Chas.  F.  Nichols,  special  examiner.  Reference.  Mch.  10, 
1891.  Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Chief  of  the  Appointment  Div.  P.  G.  But- 
terfield.  Chief  S.  E.  Division.    Recommendation,    file .  No  action.    Green  B. 

Raum,  jr.,  asst.   chief   clerk.     ,   reviewer.     Approved:    ,  Chief 

Board  of  Review.    Action.    ,188—-.    ^  Chief  S.  £.  Division.    £xam> 

ination : .    S.  E.  Division.    Received  Mar.  10, 1891.    Bureau  of  Pensions. 

Spl.  Exm.  Division.    Chief.    Mar.  9, 1891.    U.  S.  Pension  Bureau. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Will  you  identify  that  paper;  I  want  a  copy  of  it  also. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  a  petition  signed  by  citizens  and  vet- 
erans asking  that  the  board  at  Troy  be  revoked,  and  that  Dr.  Mattoc^ 
LjoiL^  and  GrandaU  be  »ppom\ed. 
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Q.  This  is  signed  by  fifty  veterans — ^that  is,  nearly  all  of  them  vet- 
erans. Will  you  look  at  that,  and  see  if  you  want  to  pat  that  int — ^A. 
Well,  that  might  go  in;  yes,  sir. 

2b  the  honorable^  the  Commisskmer  of  Pensions,  V.  8,  A.: 

We,  the  undersigned  citizens  of  Rensselaer  Co.,  N.  Y.,  and  vicinity,  and  vet- 
erans of  the  war,  and  members  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  respectfully 
ask  that  the  examininer  board  for  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  at  Troy,  N.  Y.,  be 
revoked  and  that  the  following-named  gentlemen  be  appointed  in  their  s^ead: 
Dr.  James  E.  Mattocks,  George  E.  Lyon,  and  E.  L.  Cranaall. 

D^iE.Potter,  late  of  Ck>.  F,lst  U .  S.  Sharpshooters;  C.  A.  Bundy,  late  of  Co. 
C,  14th  Vt.;  John  Murdock,  late  of  Co.  F,  18th  N.  Y.  Cav.;  Francis 
Knapp,  late  of  Co.  A,  123  N.  Y.;  Erastus  Gleason,  L,  2  N.  Y.  H.  Art.; 
Loland  Fuller,  G,  159  N.  Y.:  W.  H.  Boughton,  Co.  H,  2nd  N.  Y.  V. 
Inf.;  O.W.Femt,  R,  24  Reg.  N.Y.8.;  Isaac  H.  Gilbert,  Co.  I,  24 
Mass.  Vols.;  Henry  Knapp,  Co.  A,  123  N.  Y.  Vols.;  George  Buttery. 
H,  125  N.  Y.  Vols.;  Jerome  W.  Parker,  Co.  A,  Ist  Vt.  Cavalry;  Noel 
Potter.  Co.  F,  1st  Reg.  U.  S.  Sharpshooters;  S.  B.  Flanders,  Co.  F,  1 
Beg.  U.  S.  Sharpshooters;  S.  Whitmore,  Co.  F,  1st  Reg.  U.  S.  S.  S. 

Moses  Ho9g,  Co.  H,  14th  Brooklyn;  A.  H.  Wilson,  Co.  H,  27 Troy 

N.  Y.;  S.  C.  Harris,  Co.  C,  7  N.  Y.  Vol.  Art.;  James  H.  Van  Buren 
Co.  A,  21  N.  Y.  Cav.f  Troy,  N.  Y.:  Geo.  D.  Parker,  Co.  H,  6th  Vt 
Vols.;  Monroe  Walter,  A.  103  N.  Y .  Vols.;  E.  H.  Downing,  Co.  A 
21st  N.  Y.  Cav.,  Troy ;  John  Ketcham,  Co.  1, 123d  N.  Y.  Vols. ;  D 
H.  Tarbeli,  M.  D.,  Co.  A,  114th  U.  S.  Inf.,  Troy ;  Reuben  Rynders 
Co.  B,  124th  Regt.  Vt. ;  W.  J.  Edmans,  Co.  D,  10  N.  Y.  Art.;  C.  W 
Smith,  12th  N.  Y.  S.  V. ;  James  Lowe,  Co.  C,  2nd  N.  J.  V. ;  John 
Smith,  Co.  B,  1st  U.  S.  Artillery ;  C.  T.  Thayer,  S.,  6  N.  Y.  H.  A. 
W.  J.  Nelson,  Co.  F,  123  N.  Y.  S.  V. ;  Geo.  A.  Hitchcock,  Co.  A 
2nd  N.  Y. ;  Geo.  F.  Lawton,  Co.  F,  12  N.  Y.  Vol. ;  Wm.  B.  Patter^ 
son,  Co. C,  91  Regt.,  N.  Y.  S.  V. ;  James  H.  Hyde,  125th  N.  Y.;  Robt 
Kemington,  Co.  A,  123  N.  Y. ;  John  Consalno,  419  River  St.,  Troy 
R.  H.  Ghurman,  Troy;  Emmett  Flagler,  Troy;  Zeph  F.  Magill,  Troy 
N.  Y.;  J.  V.  Jacobs,  Troy,  N.  Y. ;  Geo.  D.  Powell,  **  B,"  106th  N.  Y. 
J.  H.  Hyde,  125  N.  Y. ;  H.  D.  Pierce,  C,  159  N.  Y. ;  John  R.  Niel, 
James  C.  Moore,  Co.  G,  169  N.  Y. ;  Daniel  Shannahan,  Co.  H.  32 
Mass. ;  John  Lust,  6  Mich  Vols.;  Capt.  Wm.  D.  Taylor,  125  N.  Y. 
WUliam  H.  Freeman,  Co.  "  P,"  169  N.  Y. 

(Indorsed :)  Petitioa  signed  by  citizens  and  veterans,  N.  Y.  Ask  that  Troy 
board  be  revoked  and  rec.  appt.  of  Dr.  J.  E.  Mattock,  Dr.  G.  E.  Lyon,  Dr.  E.  L. 
Crandall  on  said  bd.    Medical  Division,  Apr.  29, 1889.    U.  8.  Pension  Offiod 

*  BuBEAU  OF  Pensions,  File  L,  Mbdical  Division, 

/line  S^  1S9U 
[No.  172817,  Wm.  Gregory,  "  L,*'  19  N.  Y.  Oav.] 

Wabneb  WHiHiTB,  Esq., 

ChirfEast.  IHv. 

Sir:  The  certificates  of  examination  in  this  case  indicate  that  the  claimant  has 
received  thoroug^h  and  careful  examination  at  the  different  times  he  has  been 
before  the  board  of  surgeons  at  Troy,  N.  Y.,  and  it  does  not  appear  that  injus- 
tice has  been  done  him  in  the  rates  sbllowed. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  papers  relating  to  improper  action  of  Dr.  Bontecou, 
together  with  this  slip,  be  referred  to  the  chief  of  the  appointment  division  for 
his  consideration. 
Besi>ectfully, 

Thos.  D.  Ingram, 

Medkdl  Brferee. 

(Stamp.)    Appointment  division,  June  18, 1891,  U.  S.  Pension  Office. 

(Indorsed:)    Eastern  division.    Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pen-* 
sions,  Washington,  D.  C,  June  18, 1891.    Cert.  No.  112817.    Claimant,  William 
Gregory.     Soldier,  William  Gregory.    Co.  L,  16  Reg't  N.  Y.  Oavy.    Res^jg!:^ 
fully  referred  to  the  chief  of  the  appointment  divifiionloT  «AU.oxk.    N^wctAxx^"^- 
liite,  chief  of  east,  division.    F.  K.  S. 
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[GongresslonaL   Feb.  14,180t   U.  8.  Pension  BnreaiL.] 

STATE  OP  New  York, 
Sensseiaer  County  y  88, 

William  Gregory,  heing  duly  sworn,  says  he  resides  No.  1813  4tb  aye.,  W«k 
Troy,  Albany  County,  N.  Y.  I  was  a  member  of  Co.  L,  I6tli  N.  Y.  Cavalry  du^ 
ing-  late  war,  and  am  a  pensioner  of  the  United  States,  for  g^unshot  woiuul  ci 
right  hip,  under  certificate  No.  172817. 

About  April  or  May,  1881, 1  was  ordered  for  examination  in  my  then  pendii^ 

S3nsion  claim,  before  the  board  of  surgeons  at  Troy,  N.  Y.,  of  which  Dr.  B.  E 
onteoou,  then  and  now  of  Troy,  N.  Y.,  was  and  jet  is  a  member. 

Prior  to  and  immediately  before  mv  examination  bv  such  board  said  Dr.  B. 
B.  Bonteoou  stated  to  me  that  if  1  paid  him  a  certain  bill  of  eig'hty  dollars  whidi 
he  had  against  my  wife  for  professional  services  rendered  her  before  I  married 
her,  he,  said  Bontecou,  would  use  his  influence  in  said  board  of  surgeons  and 
have  me  rated  for  a  good  pension.  I  made  no  reply  to  said  suggestion.  I  did 
not  pay  said  bill.  Then,  upon  being  examined  by  said  board,  at  whioh  saidBoa- 
tecou  was  present,  I  received  two  dollars  per  month. 

In  1885,  upon  an  examination  by  said  board,  1  was  granted  four  doUars  per 
month,  at  which  examination  said  Bonteoou  was  not  present. 

In  June,  1890, 1  was  before  same  board  on  an  examination  for  further  incresse, 
and  said  Bontecou  was  present,  and  the  board  did  not  examine  my  hip,  and  I 
was  not  granted  an  increase  of  i)ension. 

And  deponent  charges  that  said  Bonteoou  prevailed  with  said  board  to  grant 
deponent  but  two  dollars  a  month  originally,  and  to  refuse  him  a  further  in- 
crease in  June,  1890,  because  deponent  has  not  paid  said  Bontecou  his  said  bill 
of  eiffhty  dollars  against  deponent's  wife,  and  for  whion  bill  dex)onent  is  in  no 
way  liable  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  Yorlc. 

William  (his  X  mark)  Gbbgobt. 

Witnesses : 

GURDON  G.  SHBAin)ON, 

Reuben  Bydnebs. 

Sworn  to  February  2, 1891.  before  me,  Gurdon  G.  Shrandon,  notary  public, 
Albany  Ck>.  Certf.  on  file  in  Hens.  Co.,  N.  Y. ;  gen'l  certf.  filed  in  Pension 
Office. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Mr.  Bailey,  wonld  you  look  at  these  papers  and  tell  me 
whether  Mr.  Chapman  is  still  practicing  as  an  attorney  t 

Mr.  Bailby.  Yes,  sir;  he  is. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yon  will  allow  Mr.  Bailey  to  put  in  his  testimony,  as  you 
do  not  seem  to  be  familiar  with  those  things. 

The  Witness.   I  am  familiar  with  that  case. 

Q.  I  will  then  ask  you  (to  Gen.  Kaum)  if  this  is  the  same  J.  G.  Chap- 
man, pension  attorney,  of  NewHaven,  Conn.,  who  was  charged  with  t^- 
ing  illegal  fees,  and  ux>on  whose  case  action  was  taken  by  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  and  he  was  excused  on  the  ground  that  he  was  probably  ig- 
norant of  the  lawt — ^A.  Mr.  Chapman  was  disbarred  upon  a  conviction 
before. 

Q.  But  I  asked  you  the  other  question.  I  will  ask  you  about  the  con- 
viction later. — ^A.  He  was  not  excused,  you  know,  because  he  was  dis- 
barred and  reinstated.    I  thought  I  had  set  you  right;  that  is  all. 

Q.  He  was  disbarred  and  reinstated  t— A.  He  was  disbarred  upon  his 
conviction  for  misconduct. 

Q.  But  has  not  he  been  convicted  since  thatt — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  and  that 
matter — there  has  been  a  little  delay  about  it,  but  he  will  undoubtedly 
be  disbarred  again.  Mr.  Chapman  is  a  gentleman  who  has  apparently 
very  little  knowledge  of  the  law,  but  he  has  a  great  many  very  influen- 
tial friends.  The  judge  of  the  court.  Judge  CMpman,  before  whom  he 
was  convicted,  wrote  a  very  earnest  letter  recommending  his  reinstate- 
meiit» 
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The  Chairman.  Was  he  a  Michigan  manf 

The  Witness.  No;  he  was  fipom  Coniiecticut,  and  some  of  the  most 
prominent  people  in  the  State  of  Connecticut,  where  he  was  convicted, 
headed  by  Senator  Piatt,  recommended  that  he  be  reinstated,  and  I 
finally  recommended  that  to  the  Secretary,  and  he  was  reinstated.  Since 
that  time,  however,  he  has  been  convicted  again.  I  brought  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  of  this  charge,  and 

Mr.  Payson.  Brought  whose  attention  t 

The  Witness.  Chapman's. 

Mr.  Payson.  To  his  second  conviction  t 

The  Witness.  He  was  convicted  of  this  charge.  Mr.  Bailey  hap- 
l)ened  to  be  away  at  that  time,  but  the  division  is  instructed  to  cause 
Mr.  Chapman's  disbarment  agion.  He  is  one  of  these  unfortunate  fel- 
lows who  does  not  seem  able  to  tak^care  of  and  conduct  his  business 
properly,  but  yet  he  has  a  good  many  friends. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  has  not  been  done  yett — ^A.  No. 

Q.  What  length  of  time  has  elapsed  since  the  last  conviction! — A.  I 
think  he  was  convicted  sometime  the  latter  part  of  February;  I  do  not 
remember  the  date. 

Mr.  Payson.  Of  what  year! 

The  Witness.    Oh,  it  was  just  a  few  weeks  ago. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  he  convicted  off 

The  Witness.  He  was  down  here  with  Senator  Piatt.  Well,  I  just 
said  he  was  a  Connecticut  man.  He  was  convicted  by  the  United  States 
court  in  Connecticut,  by  Judge  Chipman. 

Mr.  Payson.  For  what! 

Th6  Witness.  For  taking  illegal  fees. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  It  is  quite  a  favor  to  him,  is  it  not,  to  allow  him  time  to  close  up 
his  business,  and  transfer  his  cases  before  disbarring  him f — A.  Well,  of 
course,  it  is  a  favor  to  a  man  not  to  be  disbarred ;  and,  of  course,  any 
delay  there  is  about  it,  why  that  would  be  that  much  of  a  courtesy  to  him. 

Q.  He  can  not,  after  he  is  disbarred,  transfer  his  cases,  can  hef — ^A. 
No.  sir. 

Q.  And  as  long  as  he  is  not  disbarred  he  get^s  fees  thataccrue  in  the 
mean  time.  Then  when  he  is  disbarred,  if  he  has  made  arrangements 
to  transfer  his.  cases,  he  gets  the  benefit  of  the  arrangement? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  he  would  get  the  fees  that  he  had  earned,  even  after  he  had  been 
disbarred. 

Q.  Would  not  some  of  his  fees  probably  be  earned  between  the  time 
of  his  conviction  and  the  time  when  he  was  disbarred;  so  that,  say,  a 
month  or  two  might  elapset  He  has'cases  in  the  office  there? — A.  He 
has  very  few  cases.  He  has  been  disbarred  and  remained  disbarred  for 
quite  a  number  of  months,  and  of  course  he  could  not  transact  any  busi- 
ness then  whatever.  But  a  few  weeks  ago,  in  February,  he  was  rein- 
stated, and  he  could  not  have  obtained  very  much  business. 

Mr.  Payson.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  just  a  few  weeks  ago  he  was 
reinstated  or  reconvicted  t 

The  Witness.  Eeinstated  and  reconvicted. 

Mr.  Payson.  One  following  close  on  the  other t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  within  a  very  short  time. 

By  Mr.  Eikloe: 
Q.  Do  70a  not  think  that  that  was  a  case  m  ^\aOa.  ^o-a  ^^-vi^^^^s^^ 
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exercised  a  little  judicial  severity,  and  just  administered  the  law  to  him 
peremptorily? — ^A.  Well,  there  has  been  a  little  more  delay  there  than  I 
would  approve ;  but,  a  s  I  say,  Mr.  Bailey  happened  to  be  away.  He  was 
sick,  and  the  business  of  his  division — ^I  do  not  say  it  suffered  materia— 
but  it  was  not  kept  up  quite  as  promptly  as  it  would  have  been  if  be 
had  been  present. 

Mr.  Patson.  Iq  that  connection,  if  that  is  all  you  want  to  ask,  the 
delay  in  entering  the  record  of  his  disbarment,  since  his  last  conviction, 
has  not  been  assigned  as  the  cause  or  with  the  idea  of  extending  any 
favor  to  him. 

The  Witness.  Not  at  all.    He  came  down  again  to 

Mr.  Patson.  It  answers  my  question. 

The  Witness.  I  informed  him  tiiat  I  could  not  tolerate  that  again; 
that  he  would  have  to  go  out.        ^ 

By  Mr.  Enlos  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  you,  general,  about  the  law  in  regard  to  pen- 
sioning a  man  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890 — ^the  rule.  Do  you  pen- 
sion a  man  who  has  been  in  the  service  less  than  ninety  dayst — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  you  say  a  man  who  has  not  served 
ninety  days  cannot  be  pensioned! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  case  of  James  H.  Bouse. 
Look  at  the  papers  in  that  case  and  see  how  that  was  granted.  I  will 
say  this  is  the  case  of  James  H.  Bouse,  of  the  Sullivan  County,  (Mo.) 
Home  Guard  f — ^A.  The  report  of  the  War  Department,  upon  whicn  the 
Pension  Office  acts,  showed  that  this  man  was  enrolled  July  6, 1861,  and 
discharged  October  6, 1861,  giving  a  service  of  ninety-three  days.  The 
Pension  Office  acts  upon  the  rex>ort  of  the  War  Department  as  to  the 
military  history  of  a  soldier. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  this:  Is  this  a  letter  from  your  office  t — ^A.  That  i» 
from  the  office  undoubtedly. 

Q.  I  will  ask  that  that  be  put  in  the  record.  That  is  an  original  pa- 
per t — ^A.  Just  allow  me,  please.  Yes,  that  is  an  original  paper  fiom 
the  office. 

Q.  I  want  to  read  this  to  the  committee.    (Beading): 

[So.  DlY.  E.  J.IF.,  ez*r.  InT.  No.  906881.  B.  S.  Dodson,  Ck>nnai]ghe7*8,  SnlUTanCk>.«Mo.,  HaG^] 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington;  D,  C,  Nov.  £0^1891, 

Sir:  Your  above-entitled  claim  under  act  of  June  27, 1890,  was  rejected  No- 
vember 6, 1891,  on  the  ground  of  insufficient  service,  as  you  had  not  completed  the 
full  term  of  ninety  davs. 
Very  reBpectfulIy, 

Green  B.fiAUM, 

OommisskyfMT, 

R.  S.  DODSON, 

Qreen  City,  Mo. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Let  the  general  make  the  statement  in  regard  to  the  Dodson  and 
Bouse  cases! — ^A.  Yoa  can  read  from  these  reports  from  the  War  De- 
partment. 

War  Department,  Beoord  and  Pension  Divibion, 

Washingtonj  D.  C,  April  17th,  1891. 

BeepectfuUy  returned  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  with  the  information 
th&t  me  record  of  Uie  ailowttace^  ma^'b\>^  \^i^lEk»iSR\LVi:fflrTvsVyc  Cx»sa&isalQa^  ap- 
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i)oiiited  under  the  joint  resolution  of  Conpfress  July  12tli,  1802,  and  Feb.  16th) 
1863,  on  file  in  this  office :  That  on  the  claim  of  Rueben  S.  Dodson  for  seryioes 
between  July  6th,  1861,  date  of  organization,  and  October  6th,  1861,  date  of  dis- 
charge, the  period  of  one  monUi  and days  was  allowed  as  the  actual  mili-^ 

ta^  service  rendered  the  United  States. 
By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

F.  C.  AmswORTH, 
Mcij,  and  Surgeon  U.  8.  Army, 

Wab  Depabtment,  Reoobd  and  Pension  Division, 

Felyy,  9th,  1891. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  The  rolls  show  that 
James  N.  Rouse,  mentioned  in  the  preceding  indorsement,  was  enrolled  July 
6th,  1861,  and  discharged  October  6th,  1861,  as  shown  by  the  books  of  the  Haw- 
kins-Taylor Commission. 

Claim  of  John  H.  Rouse  not  found. 

By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

F.  C.  AiNSWOBTH, 

Capt.  and  A»8t.  Swgeont  U.8.  Army. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Does  the  War  Department  keep  any  record  of  the  information  sent 
to  yon  f — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  We  had  better  give  them  a  chance,  then,  had  not  we,  in  regard  to 
the  above  mistake  f — ^A.  All  right;  bnt  I  want  it  to  apx)ear  in  reply  to 
yonr  question  concerning  it. 

Mr.  Payson.  Well,  the  claim  here  is  James  H.  Bouse 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  calling  attention  to  the  services  of  j^he  two  men. 

Mr.  Payson.  Well,  let  us  get  through  with  one  case. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  introduce  here  the  letter  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, addressed  to  Hon.O.  H.  Mansur,  in  regard  to  those  two  cases, 
showing  that  both  men  performed  exactly  the  same  service.  Pension 
was  granted  in  one  case  and  refused  in  the  other. 

The  Witness.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  these  two  cases. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  all  explained,  gentlemen. 

The  letter  to  Hon.  0.  H.  Mansur  is  as  follows : 

[Subject:  Cases  of  B.  &  Dodaon  &  J.  H.  Bouse.   880681— B.  &  P.] 

Wab  Depabtment, 
WashingUm  (My,  March  9, 189g. 
Hon.  C.  H.  Mansub, 

House  of  Bepresentatives: 

Sib  :  In  reply  to  vour  letter  of  yesterday,  received  to-day,  in  which  you  request 
to  be  informed  of  the  date  of  musteivin  and  muster-out  of  R.  S.  Dodson  and  J. 
H.  Rouse,  Sullivan  County.  Missouri  Home  Guard,  I  am  direoted  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  inform  you  that  the  record  of  the  allowances  made  by  the  Haw- 
kizis-Taylor  Ck>mmiBsion,  appointed  under  the  joint  resolutions  of  Confi^ss  of 
July  12, 1862,  and  February  16, 1863,  on  file  in  this  office,  shows  that  on  tneq^aim 
of  Reuben  S.  Dodson,  corporal  of  Capt.  Connauf^hy's  company,  Sullivan  County, 
Missouri  Home  Guard,  for  services  Detween  July  6, 1861,  date  of  organization, 
and  October  6, 1861,  date  of  discharge,  one  month  was  allowed  as  the  period  of 
actual  military  service  rendered  to  the  United  States. 

In  the  claim  of  James  H.  Rouse,  of  the  same  organization,  for  services  between 
July  6, 1861,  and  October  6, 1861,  the  same  period  (one  month)  was  allowed, 
very  respectfully, 

F.  O.  AiNSWOBTH, 

Major  and  Surgeon,  TJ,  S,  Army. 

Upon  motion  of  Mr.  Enloe,  the  pax>ers  in  the  pension  claiin  of  B.  S. 
Dodson  were  ordered  to  be  made  psui)  of  the  record  of  this  investigation. 
The  papers  are  as  follows : 

Claim  under  act  of  Jime  27, 1890,  is  submitted  for  re^ootioii  QVi\2(i<^  ^x^\nic^S^s^a^» 
claimant  was  not  in  the  service  ninety  days. 
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Invalid  pension-- Act  of  June  21  ^  1S90. 

Glaiinant,  Beuben  S.  Dodeon.  P.  O.,  Green  City.  Couzity,  Sullivan.  State, 
Mo.  Rank,  private.  Ck)mpany,  Connaughey^s.  Regiment,  Sullivan  Co.  Mo. 
Vol.  Ho.  Gds. 

Recognized  attorney:  Name,  Lee  T.  Robison.    P.  O.^  Union vllle,  Mo. 

Approvals:  Submitted  for  rejection,  Oct.  2,  1891.  Approved  for  rejection  on 
the  ground  of  insufficient  service  under  act  June  27, 1890.  Hamlin,  legal  re- 
viewer. Nov.  6, 1891.  E.  J.  Fitch,  examiner.  Not  now  pensioned  under  other 
laws. 

Service  shown  by  record:  Enlisted  July  6,  1861,  and  honorably  discharged 
Oct.  6, 1861,  of  which  period  1  month  was  allowed  as  actual  military  service  Ifj 
tti'e  Hawkins-Taylor  Commission.  Declaration  filed  Aug.  23,  1890,  alleges  pe^ 
manent  disability,  not  due  to  vicious  habits,  from  rheumatism,  injury  to  hip  and 
back,  and  heart  disease.    Claimant  writes. 

BedaraUon  for  invalid  pension,  act  qfJtme  27, 1890. 

State  of  Missoubi, 

Coufdy  of  Putnam,  88 : 

On  this  18th  dav  of  August,  A.  D.  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety,  per- 
sonally appeared  oef ore  me,  a  notary  public  within  and  for  the  county  and  State 
aforesaid,  R.  S.  Dodson,  aged  48  years,  a  resident  of  Green  City,  county  of  Sul- 
livan, State  of  Missouri,  who,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  declares  that 
he  is  the  identical  R.  S.  Dodson,  who  was  enrolled  on  the  6th  day  of  July,  1861, 
in  Capt.  A.  P.  Connaughey  Ind.  Co.,  Sullivan  Co.,  Mo.,  H.  G.,  in  the  war  of  Uie 
rebellion  and  served  at  least  ninety  days,  and  was  honorably  discharged  at  Sul- 
livan Co.,  Mo.,  on  the  6th  day  of  October,  1861. 

That  he  is  now  unable  to  earn  a  siipport  b^  reason  of  rheumati^im,  injury  to 
left  hip  and  back,  disease  of  heart.  That  said  disabilities  are  not  due  to  bis 
vicious  habits,  and  are  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief  permanent.  That 
he  has  not  applied  for  pension.  That  he  is  not  a  pensioner.  That  he  makes  this 
declaration  for  the  purpose  of  being  placed  on  the  pension  roll  of  the  United 
States  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  27, 1890.  He  hereby  appoints  Lee 
T.  Robison,  of  Unionville,  Missouri,  his  true  and  lawful  attorney  to  prosecute 
his  claim.  That  his  post-office  address  is  Green  City,  county  of  Sullivan,  State 
of  Missouri. 

B.  S.  Dodson. 

Attest: 

A.  SniiSER, 

A.  H.  Smith. 

Also,  personally  appeared  A.  Sulser.  residing  at  Central  City,  Mo.,  and  A.  H. 
Smith,  residing  at  Unionville,  Mo.,  persons  wnom  I  certify  to  be  respectable 
and  entiUed  to  credit,  and  who  being  by  me  duly  sworn,  say  they  were  present 
and  saw  R.  S.  Dodson,  the  claimant,  sign  his  name  to  the  foregoing  declaration; 
that  they  have  every  reason  to  believe  from  the  appearance  of  said  claimant 
and  their  acquaintance  with  him,  that  he  is  the  identical  person  he  represents 
himself  to  be;  and  that  they  have  no  interest  in  the  prosecution  of  this  claim. 

•  A.  SULSEB, 

A.  H.  Smith. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  18  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1890,  and  I 
hereby  certify  that  the  contents  of  the  above  declaration,  etc.,  were  fully  made 
known  and  explained  to  the  applicant  and  witnesses  before  swearing,  including 
the  words  erased,  and  the  words  added ;  and  that  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or 
indirect,  in  the  prosecution  of  this  claim. 

[NOTARIAIi  SEAL.]  A.  P.  McELHINET, 

Notary  FubUc. 
Commission  as  notary  expires  Nov.  20, 1892. 

(Indorsed:)  379505.  Declaration  for  invalid  pension,  act  of  June  27,  1890. 
Name,  R.  S.  Dodson ;  rank,  corp.  A.  P.  Connaughey  Co.  Sulbvan,  regt.  Co.  H. 
Guards,  Vols..  Sullivan  Co,  H.  G.  Mo.  FUed  by  Ijee  T.  Robison,  attorney  at 
law,  Unionville,  MissourL   Penaioii  OSlo^^^  .  €».^  ^>m. "2^^^*^. 
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Affidavit. 

In  penBion  claim  No.  905331  of  Reuben  S.  Dodson:  A.  P.  Connaughy  re^i  « 
meat  Ind.  Ck>.,  Sullivan  Co.,  H.  G.  Missouri  personally  appeared  before  me,  a 
notary  public,  within,  and  for  the  county  of  Sullivan,  m  the  State  of  Missouri* 
Reuben  S.  Dodson  whose  post-office  address  is  Green  City,  county  of  Sullivan) 
State  of  Missouri,  who  being  duly  sworn  declares  in  above  case  as  follows:  That 
I  have  not  been  in  the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  since  Octo- 
ber 6, 1861. 

And  he  further  savs  that  his  knowledge  of  the  above  facts  is  obtained  from  the 
following  Bouroes,  vLb  :  I  am  the  claimant. 

Reuben  S.  Dodson. 
State  of  Missouri, 

County  of  SulUvanf  as: 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  this  11  day  of  May,  1891,  and  I  hereby  cer- 
tify thai  the  contents  of  the  within  affidavit  was  fully  made  known  to  affliant  be- 
fore swearing  thereto;  that  he  is  responsible  and  worthy  of  full  credit,  and  I 
further  certify  that  I  have  no  interest  in  this  claim  and  am  not  concerned  in  its 
prosecution. 

[NOTABIAI^  SEAL.]  JEREMIAH  G.  SMITH, 

Notary  Puhlic, 

Authoritv  on  file  in  Pension  Office. 

Commission  as  notary  expires  Feb'y  13, 1893. 

(Indorsed:)  Affidavit  in  pension  claim  No.  905331,  of  Reuben  S.  Dodson,  A. 
P. Connaughy's Company,  Sullivan Etegiment  Co.,  Mo.,  H.  Gds.  Claimant  Affiant. 
In  reply  to  call  No.  3,  filed  by  Lee  T.  Robison,  attorney,  Unionville,  Putnam 
County,  Missouri.    Pension  Office,  U.  S.,  May  16, 1891. 

[Apr.  17, 1801.    868270.] 

MiUtary  aervios. 
Name  of  soldier:  R.  S.  Dodson. 

LSo.  Dlv.    N.N.M.,Ez*r.    No.  005331,  Invalid.] 

Bureau  of  Pensions,  Apr.  tf,  1S91. 

Sm:  It  is  alleged  that  the  above-named  man  enlisted  July  6, 1861,  and  served 
as  a  pri.  in  Connaughey's  Sullivan  Co.,  Mo.  H.  G.,  and  was  discharged  at  Sulli* 
van  Co.,  Mo.,  on  Oct.  6, 1861. 

The  War  Department  will  please  furnish  an  official  statement  in  this  case, 
showing  date  of  enrollment  and  date  and  mode  of  termination  of  service, 
very  respectfully, 

Andrew  Davidson. 
Acting  Commissioner. 
The  Officer  in  Charge  of  the 

Record  and  pension  Division, 

War  Department. 


War  Department, 
Record  and  Pension  Division, 

Washiryglxmy  Apr,  i7, 1891. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  wi'kh  the  information 
that  tne  record  of  the  allowances  made  by  the  Hawkins  Taylor  Commission,  ap<* 
pointed  under  the  joint  resolutions  of  Congress  of  July  Iz,  1862,  and  February 
16, 1863,  on  file  in  this  office,  shows  that  on  the  claim  of  Reuben  S.  Dodson,  for 
services  between  July  6, 1861,  date  of  organization,  and  Oct.  6, 1861,  date  of  dis- 
charge, the]>eriod  of  1  months  and days  was  allowed  as  actual  military  serv- 
ices rendered  the  United  States. 

By  authority  of  tho  Secretary  of  War 

Major  tttva.SuTgeoa,T3-^   Arrwv^. 
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Original  pension  clslm,  No.  905331,  B.  S.  Dodson,  rank,  priyate,  Gonnauj^bers 
Sulliyan  Ck>'8  H.  Gds.  Beg't  Mo.,  Green  City,  Mo. 

Mn^iK,  Mo.,  May  6, 189L 

We  hereby  certify  that  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Uw  we 
have  carefully  examined  this  applicant,  who  states  that  he  is  suffering  from  tbe 
following  disability,  incurred  in  the  service,  viz :  Disease  of  heart,  rheumftdsn, 
injury  of  back  and  left  hip. 

He  makes  the  following  statement  upon  which  he  bases  his  olaim  fororigiul : 
Disabled  about  one-half  me  time  bv  reason  of  the  alleged  disabilities. 

Upon  examination  we  find  the  following  objecUye  conditions :  Pulse  rate,  66; 
respiration,  18 ;  temperature,  98i ;  height,  6  feet  2  inches  ;  weig-ht.  IGO  pounds; 
age,  49  years.  Roughness  of  all  the  principal  joints  without  linutation  of  motion 
in  any ;  marked  atrophy  of  the  limo  or  muscles  and  gluteal  muscles  left  side. 
Complains  of  constant  pain  in  lumbar  region.  Comparative  measurement  re- 
veals nothing.  Heart  normal.  Has  general  muscular  rheumatism.  No  other 
disabilities  found.  We  do  not  think  nis  disabilities  due  to  or  aggravated  br 
vicious  habit. 

General  health  good.  He  is,  in  our  opinion,  entitled  to  a  10-18  rating  for  tii« 
disability  caused  by  rheumatism. 

W.  WiTTBR,  Pre8,, 
W.  L.  Tayix)B,  See'y, 
J.  C.  Kessengsr,  TreoM, 

(Indorsed :)  Surgeon's  certificate  in  case  of  B.  S.  Dodson,  Connaughey,  Sulli- 
van Co.  County,  Mo.  H.  Gds.  Applicant  for  original.  No.  905331.  Date  of  ex- 
smination,  May  6,  1891.  W.  Witter,  Pres.,  W.  L.  Taylor,  Seo'y,  J.  C.  Kessen- 
ger,  Treas.,  Board.    Post-office,  Milan,  county,  Sullivan,  State,  Missouri. 


New  Law,    FUea  aUp. 

Invalid  No.  905331. 

Name:  Reuben  S.  Dodson,  Connaughey's  Co.  Sullivan  Co.,  Mo.  H.  G. 

Submitted  to  the  board  of  review  for  rejection,  October  2, 1891. 

E.  J.  Fitch,  Examiner. 


New  Law, 

So.  Division.    Fitch,  E.  J.,  examiner.    Inv.  No.  905331. 

Soldier  JEleuben  S.  Dodson,  Pr.  Co.  Connaughey's,  Sullivan  Co.,  Mo.  Ho.  Gds. 

Hejection,  October  2, 1891.    Hamlin,  Nov.  4,  1891. 


[Sa  Dlv.   N.  N.  M.   dicnlar  call.  No.  7.] 

Department  op  the  Interior,  Bureau  op  Pensions, 

WashifUfton,  D.  C,  AprU  18, 1891. 
Mr.  B.  S.  Dodson,  late  a  Connaugheys'  pri.,  Sullivan  Co.,  Mo.  H.  G.,  an  ap- 

Slicant  for  original  invalid  pension,  No.  905331,  on  account  of  disability  from 
isease  of  heart,  rheumatism,  injury  of  back  and  left  hip,  has  been  directed  to 
report  himself  to  you. 
Very  respeotfuUyi 

Green  B.  Raux, 

Chmmissionar. 
Dr.  W.  L.  TAYiiOR, 
Milan,  SvlUvan,  Mo. 


LSa  Dlv.    N.  N.  IL,  ex*r.   Inv.  No.  906331   R.  S.  Dodson,  Ck>nnan9hey'8,  Sullivan  Ca,Ho.  H.  O.] 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

Bureau  op  Pensions, 

Washington^  D.  O.  Apr,  16, 1891, 
Sir:  Hie  above-described  pension  claim  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
June  27, 1890,  req.uires  the  affidavit  of  the  claimant,  or  of  some  person  having 
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personal  knowledge  of  the  factB,  showing  whether  R.  S.  Dodson  served  in  the 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  subsequent  to  Oct.  6, 1861,  and  if 
he  did,  the  organization  in  which  he  served,  and  the  period  of  such  service 
should  be  stated  in  said  affidavits 
Very  respectfully,  - 

Gbeen^  B.  Baum, 

Oommiasioner, 

liEB  T.  BOBIZSON. 


Green  Citt,  Mo.,  July  f8, 1891. 

To  the  Hon.  GoMMissiONEB  OF  Pensions, 

WcuhingUm,  D,  C, : 

Dear  Sir:  In  regard  to  j)en8ion  claim  No.  905331, 1  was  examined  as  pr  no- 
tice; have  not  heard  anything  from  it  since.  If  it  can  be  reached  and  decided 
on  at  once,  it  would  be  great  favor  to  me  if  I  get  anything,  as  my  family  is  large 
and  all  small;  have  been  sick,  the  most  of  them,  since  last  winter,  and  I  am  al- 
most blind,  besides  being  lame.  We  need  some  help  very  much,  and  if  it  can  be 
reached  soon  it  will  be  a  great  favor  to  me,one  greatly  appreciated, and  remembered 
as  a  great  favor.  Hoping  to  hear  from  you  soon,  I  remain  your  friend  and  well* 
wisher, 

R.  S.  Dodson. 

P.  S. — Would  I  be  entitled  to  a  pension  under  the  old  law  on  account  of  my 
eyes? 


[Sa  Dlv.  E.  J  F.  ex*r.  Inv.,  Na  906381  R.  S.  Dodson,  OoiiTiaTighy's,  Sullivan  Oo.,  Mo.  Ho.  Gds.] 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington^  D.  C,  Nov.  SO,  1891, 

Sm:  The  above-entitled  claim,  under  act  of  June  27, 1890,  was  rejected  Nov. 
6th,  1891,  on  the  ground  that  the  claimant  was  not  in  the  service  ninety  days. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Baum, 

OymmxsawMT. 
Lee  T.  Bobison. 

TJnixmwUe^  Mo. 


[Lee  T.  Robison,  dty  mayor,  attorney  at  law,  and  notary  pnbllo  (office  over  Marshairs  Na- 
tional Bank),  commander  of  Tbos.  G.  Wade  Post,  No.  64,  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic] 

IJnionville,  Mo.,  Il-t7^  1891. 
Hon.  Com.  Pensions, 

Wdshington,  D.  (7. : 

Dear  Sir:  Enclosed  find  discharge  of  Reuben  S.  Dodson,  Orig.  No.  (905331) 
and  Connaugh's  Ind.  Co.,  SuUivan  Co.,  Mo.,  H.  G.    Your  attention  is  also  in- 
vited to  ctf.  No.  625118,  William  Dixon,  same  co.,  and  served  precisely  same 
time. 
If  you  still  adhere  to  the  rejection  please  let  me  know. 
Kindly,  yours, 

Lee  T.  Bobison. 


TbuhomU  may  concern: 

Know  ye,  that  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  May  15th, 
1886,  Reuben  T.  Dodson,  a  corporal  of  Capt.  Connaughy's  Co.,  Sullivan  County, 
Missouri,  Home  Guard,  who  was  enrolled  July  6, 1861,  is  hereby  discharged  the 
service  of  the  United  States  to  date  October  6th,  1861. 

Given  at  Washington  City,  this  23d  day  of  August,  1890. 

By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War.' 

P.  C.  AINSWORTH. 

CafU  and  Asst*  t^^j^nm^T^ .  ^«  1^« 
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By  Mr.  Eivlob  : 

Q.  General,  at  the  time  yoa  made  yonr.yisit  to  Golumbns,  Ind.,  did 
yon  have  any  papers  in  the  Maring  case  in  your  possession  f — ^A.  I  did 
not. 

Q,  Had  you  any  copies  of  papers  on  filet— A.  I  had  not. 

Q.  In  your  investigation  a  few  days  ago  I  asked  yoa  in  regard  to 
whether  or  not  you  had  any  special  examiner  in  the  Pension  Office  called 
to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  siK)tting  newspaper  offices,  partica- 
larly  with  reference  to  Mr.  A.  M.  Sproesser.  •  Do  you  remember  some- 
thing about  thatt — ^A.  He  was  not  here  to  spot  newspaper  offices. 

Q.  You  denied  that  at  that  time.  Can  you  tell  this  committee  what 
he  was  doing  here t— A.  Yes,  sir;  if  it  is  required,  I  can. 

Q.  What  was  his  business  here  at  that  timet — ^A.  WeU^ir,  I  called 
him  here,  or  at  least  authorized  him  to  be  brought  here.  He  was  here 
two  or  three  days  to  make  some  observations  in  regard  to  Mr.  Fleming. 

Q.  Tomake8omeobservations,what  sort  of  observations  f — ^A.  W^ 
it  was  during  the  time  that  there  was  a  great  desd  being  done  against 
me  and  I  thought  I  would  like  to  see  what  was  going  on. 

Q.  What  were  your  instructions  to  himt  Whskt  did  he  do  in  that 
respect  while  he  was  heret — ^A.  I  do  not  think  he  did  anything  reaUy. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  him  to  dot — ^A.  I  did  not  give  him  instructions. 

Q.  Who  didt — ^A.  I  really  can  not  tell  you  at  this  time.  It  was 
simply  to  see  what  course  Mr.  Fleming  was  pursuing. 

Q.  In  what  respect  t— A.  In  regard  to  myself.  At  that  time  I  was 
being  shadowed.  I  do  not  know  by  whom,  but  I  could  not  move  firom 
the  office  to  my  house,  or  firom  different  parts  of  the  office,  without 
somebody  being  on  the  alert;  and  everything  I  did  was  known;  and  I 
wanted  to  see  whether  this  man  Fleming  was  engaged  in  that  business. 
We  found  though  that  he  was  quite  well  acquainted  with  this  man 
Sproesser,  and  so  he  could  not  perform  very  much  in  that  way,  and  he 
was  sent  back. 

Q.  You  found  that  he  was  not  serviceable  on  account  of  his  fidend- 
shipt — ^A.  Ko,  I  did  not  say  friendship. 

Q.  Well,  acquaintance  with  himt — ^A.  Mr.  Fleming  knew  him. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Fleming  smart  enough  to  find  out  his  business  hereto 
A.  I  really  do  not  know  as  to  that 

Q.  What  did  you  want  him  to  find  out  about  Mr.  Fleming  t  I  do  not 
understand  from  your  answer  exactly  what  you  expected  him  ic  do. 

The  GfiAiBKAN.  He  said  he  had  been  followed  around  and  eliadowed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  President  has  anybody  going  around  to 
see  whether  there  is  any  one  looking  after  him  t — ^A.  I  will  have  to  leave 
you  to  make  your  own  inference  in  regard  to  that.  They  were  trying 
to  destroy  me  and  my  influence  in  the  office  and  break  diown  the  Pen- 
sion Office  service — to  bring  the  whole  thing  into  disrepute  and  to  force 
me  out  of  the  office.  Mr.  Fleming,  who  is  very  well  known,  was  the 
principal  man  in  that  intrigue,  and  I  thought  it  was  quite  pro{)er  for 
me  to  see  what  he  was  doing.  It  was  very  difficult  for  me  to  do  it, 
however.'  Finally,  I  just  abandoned  the  whole  thing  and  took  mj 
chance. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Fleming  have  a  newspaper  office  here  at  that  timet^ 
A.  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

Q.  Was  he  connected  with  any  newspaper  t — ^A.  WeU,  I  can  not  tell 
you  as  to  that. 

Q.  Was  he  writing  for  any  newspaper  t— A.  I  understand  that  he  had 
been  writing  or  that  he  was  connected  with  the  Indianapolis  Sentinel 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  the  other  day  that  you  did  not  have  that  man 
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brought  here  for  the  purpose  of  looking  after  newspaper  men? — A.  I 
said  tbat  I  did  not  have  the  Tribune  office  watched. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  did  not  have  ariy  man  here  looking  after 
newspaper  menf — A.  Well,  I  regarded  FhMiiing  as  a  kind  of  piratical 
fellow,  that  had  no  very  good  standing  among  the  newspaper  fraternity. 
1  was  disposed  to  have  him  watched,  but  I  did  not  succeed  very  well 
with  Sproesser. 

Q.  Does  not  the  law  require  a  special  examiner  to  make  daily  report 
of  hi«  whereabouts,  or  what  duty  he  is  engaged  upont — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  is  it  Mr.  Sproesser  in  his  report  did  not  state  what  he  was 
doing? — A.  He  stated.    His  daily  report  shows  where  he  was. 

Q.  Why  did  he  not  state  what  duty  he  was  on? — A.  Well,  I  did  not 
look  at  the  rei^ort  at  that  time.    I  have  seen  it  since. 

Q.  Was  there  not  reason  for  its  being  omittedl  Was  it  not  a  fact 
that  you  did  not  want  him  to  report? — A.  I  gave  him  no  instrnctions 
about  making  his  daily  report. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  he  understands  that  this  was  a  kind  of  secret 
service,  etc.,  a  personal  service  to  you;  that  it  ought  not  to  appear  in 
the  record— rand  that  it  was  omitted  for  that  reason? — A.  I  do  not 
know  what  his  ideas  were  about  it.  I  gave  him  no  instructions  as  to 
his  daUy  report,  but  he  may  have  taken  that  view  of  it.  It  would  not 
have  been  entirely  a  matter,  however 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  a  jperfectly  proper  order  to  bring  him  from 
Pittsburg,  Pa.,  and  keep  him  here  and  have  the  Qovernmeut  pay  his 
expenses  back  and  forth  and  pay  his  salary  while  he  was  here,  attending 
to  his  duty  for  you? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  1  did. 

Q,  Do  you  think  that  is  entirely  proper  use  to  make  of  a  special  ex- 
aminer?— ^A.  I  think  it  was  proper  in  that  case. 

Q.  I  want  to  put  this  extract  into  the  record  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  is  it,  Mr.  Enloe? 

Mr.  Enloe.  Mr.  Sproesser's  report  from  the  record  that  was  kept  in 
the  office  as  to  his  whereabouts. 

The  extract  is  as  follows: 

Daily  rexrartB  of  S]peoial  Examiner  A.  M.  Sproecwer  show  that  Angnst  20,  1890,  he 
waa  en  ronte  from  Pittabnrg,  Pa.,  to  Waahluj^ton,  D.  C. 

Daily  report,  Au^nst  21, 1890,  show  him  on  special  duty  in  Washington,  D.  C,  by 
order  of  the  Commissioner. 
Daily  report,  August  22,  1890,  same  as  above. 

Daily  report,  August  23,  1890,  on  special  duty  in  Washington,  by  order  of  the  Com- 
missioner and  en  route  to  headquarters  at  Pittsburg,  Pa. 
DaUy  report,  Sunday,  August  24,  1890,  at  headquarters  at  Pittsburg,  Pa. 
The  reports  of  August  21, 22,  and  23,  1890,  do  not  show  the  nature  of  special  duty 
at  Washmgton,  D.C. 

We,  the  undersigiied,  certify  that  the  above  data  is  a  true  copy  to'  the  best  of  our 
knowledge  and  b^ief  from  the  above  daily  reports  of  Special  Examiner  A«  M. 
Sproesser. 
Pension  Office,  March  31, 1891. 

A.  D.  Wn.cox, 
For  ike  Committee, 
W.  P.  Alden, 
Fwr  ihe  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  General,  I  will  ask  you  if  when  you  found  that  Sproesser  was  not 
a  serviceable  man  for  this  work,  if  you  sent  for  any  other  special  ex- 
aminer to  do  itt — A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not;  I  do  not  recall  that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  Mr.  Boome  here! — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  on  uny  such 
service  as  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  any  other  special  examiner  that  you  had 
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here  at  that  timet — ^A.  Ko,  sir.  Mr.  Boome  is  what  is  called  a  travd* 
ing  special  examiner  upon  criminal  work.  He  was  sent  in  every  direc- 
tion. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Fleming  in  the  service! — ^A.  No,  sir;  he  was  not 

Q.  He  was  a  discharged  employ^  was  he  nott — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  discharged  bim! — A.  The  Secretary  discharged  him. 

Q.  You  recommended  it! — ^A.  Yes,  sirj  for  reasons  which  I  will  state 
at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  Payson.  I  desire  to  ask  when  this  man  was  sent  for  to  perform 
this  service  whether  or  not  yon  believed  there  were  employ^  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office  who  were  disloyal  to  the  administration  and  to  you,  and  who 
were  assisting  him  in  what  you  believed  to  be  improper  work? 

The  Witness.  I  did,  indeed. 

Mr.  Fatson.  Had  you  any  doubt  about  it  at  that  timef 

The  Witness.  Not  at  alL 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  Mr.  Sproesser  go  to  see  if  there  were  parties  asso- 
ciated with  Mr.  Fleming  in  getting  him  information! — ^A.  My  instruc- 
tions to  Mr.  Sproesser— or  whoever  it  was  who  gave  the  instructions- 
were  for  him  to  watch  Mr.  Fleming. 

Q.  And  see  who  associated  with  him! — ^A.  Watch  Mr.  Fleming. 

Q.  See  whether  Pension  Office  employes  associated  with  him  and 
who  of  the  Pension  Office  employes  associated  with  himf — ^A.  Well,  I 
do  not  recall  that  I  included  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  it  included  that! — A.  Mr,  Fleming 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  that  was  the  object  of  it! — ^A.  It  was  to  s^ 
who  was  with  Mr.  Fleming  and  gave  him  this  information. 

Q.  Who  was  giving  him  this  information  there  in  the  Pension  Of- 
fice!— ^A.  And  what  he  was  doing,  and  whether  he  was 

Q.  See  who  was  associating  with  Mr,  Fleming,  was  it  not! — A.  Mr. 
Fleming  was  to  be  watched,  of  course. 

Q.  Watch  all  the  Pension  Office  employes  who  communicated  with 
him! — A.  Anybody. 

Q.  Was  not  the  reports  special  to  watch  Mr.  Fleming  and  sec  wliat 
he  did,  and  to  see  with  whom  he  associated! — ^A.  No,  sir;  he  was  to 
watch  Mr.  Fleming  and  his  associates,  whoever  they  might  be. 

Q.  Why  do  you  not  come  out  and  say  that  he  was  to  watch  the  Pen- 
sion Office  employes  and  Mr.  Fleming,  and  to  see  who  it  was  that  was 
furnishing  Mr.  Fleming  with  this  information;  why  do  yon  not  state 
that! — A.  I  will  state  just  exactly  the  facts  in  the  matter.  He  was  to 
watch  Mr.  Fleming  and  see  what  Mr.  Fleming  did  and  wh6  it  was  that 
he  associated  with  him,  and  whether  Mr.  Fleming  was  shadowing  me,  etc 
That  was  the  object. 

Q.  And  whether  any  Pension  Office  employes  associated  with  him  T— 
A.  You  can  have  all  that  if  you  choose  to  have  it. 

Q.  You  might  just  as  well  state  the  facts  about  it.  You  know  that  that 
was  the  fact,  do  you  not! — ^A.  I  stated  the  fact  that  he  was  to  watch 
Mr.  Fleming  and  to  watch  his  associations. 

Q.  Why  do  you  hesitate  to  say  that  he  was  to  watch  the  Pension  Office 
employes! — ^A.  I  did  not  put  him  on  any  particular  Pension  Office 

people. 

Q.  I  am  not  particular,  but  was  not  he  told  to  find  out  in  general 
whom  they  were! — ^A.  I  wanted  him  to  watch  Mr.  Fleming  and  see 
what  he  was  doing;  to  see  if  he  did  anything.  That  is  why  I  had 
Sproesser  come  here.  That  is  what  it  was,  exactly.  He  was  to  watch 
Fleming  and  see  what  Fleming  was  doing  and  whom  he  associated  with. 
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Q.  From  what  source  in  the  Pension  Office  he  got  this  alleged  informa- 
tion!— ^A.  I  will  tell  you  again.  He  was  to  watch  Fleming  and  see 
who  his  associates  were.    That  is  all  tliere  is  about  it. 

Q.  Well,  i  do  not  see  why  you  hesitate  to  state  the  obvious  fact, 
which  you  did  just  a  moment  ago,  when  your  counsel  asked  you  about 
it.  I  want  you  to  answer  the  question  directly  yes  or  no  on  that  prop- 
osition. It  looks  to  me  as  if  you  might  do  that. — ^A.  I  tell  you  again 
I  put  him  to  watch  Fleming,  and  that  included  anybody,  of  course,  with 
whom  Fleming  associated. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  the  question:  Was  it  not  your  object  in  doing  that 
to  Und  out  who  furnished  this  alleged  information  from  the  inside  of 
the  Pension  Office  to  Fleming!  I  want  an  answer  to  that. — A.  Yes,  sir; 
by  watching  Fleming. 

Q.  Now,  in  the  course  of  this  examination,  prior  to  this,  have  you  not 
stated  to  this  committee  that  you  never  had  anybody  here  to  watch 
Pension  Office  employes! — ^A.  Well,  I  say  now  that  I  did  not  put  this 
man  on  any  Pension  Office  people.  I  put  him  on  Fleming.  I  say  now 
that  I  did  not  put  this  man  on  this  man  Fawcett.  I  did  not  tell  him 
to  watch  Fawcett.  But  still  if  Fawcett  became  an  associate  of  Flennng 
he  was  then  of  course  to  report  that  fi^t  that  Fawcett  was  with  Flem- 
ing.   Fleming  was  the  man  I  was  having  watched. 

Q.  Did  you  through  this  source  get  information  about  who  these  asso- 
ciates of  Fleming  were  that  were  famishing  that  information!  Have 
you  gained  any  information  from  Mr.  Sproesser  about  this! — A.  I  do 
not  recall  that  I  got  anything  from  him. 

Q.  Did  you  instruct  Walter  J.  Brooks  then,  or  did  this  other  party 
through  him — ^you  communicated  with  Mr.  Sproesser — did  you  instruct 
Walt^  J.  Brooks  to  perform  this  same  service! — ^A.  I  liave  had  many 
conversations  with  Mr.  Brooks.  He  is  a  man  in  whom  I  have  confi- 
dence. 

Q.  Well,  now,  that  is  circumlocution. — A.  Ko,  sir;  it  is  not  circum- 
locution. I  did  not  put  him  on  that  service  at  all  as  a  special  examiner, 
but  if  he  (Brooks)  heard  anything  while  he  was  off  duty  he  reported  it 
to  me. 

Q.  Suppose  he  saw  it  while  he  was  on  duty! — A.  I  say  he  was  not 
put  on  that  duty  at  allw 

Q.  He  was  told  to  give  his  information  to  you  if  he  got  any! — A.  He 
said  he  could 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  him  you  would  reinstate  him  if  he  would  give 
yon  this  information! — ^A.  Anything  that  would  be  ctt' interest  to  me  to 
let  me  know.  But,  then,  Mr.  Brooks  was  not  put  upon  that  duty  at 
all  as  spe;pial  examiner. 

Q.  Was  it  not  through  Mr.  Brooks  that  you  got  information  upon 
which  you  discharged  these  gentlemen  i^ipho  were.alleged  to  be  associ- 
ates of  Mr.  Fleming! — A.  He  rex)orted  all  the  facts;  yes. 

Q.  You  did  discharge  Fleming! — A.  O,  no;  not  Fleming. 

Q.  General,  do  you  know  of  any  practices  under  Mr.  Tanner  or  Mr. 
Black,  such  as  the  present  Commissioner  has  done,  of  allowing  cases 
to  be  admitted  ^here  the  proof  had  not  been  made  out  under  the  rules 
of  the  office! — ^A.  Well,  I  have  never  gone  over  the  cases  which  Gen. 
Black  and  Mr.  Tanner  passed  upon.  I  heard  some  statement  in  the  office 
that  occasionally  cases  would  be  called  down. 

Mr.  Payson.  After  the  Commissioner  had  examined  themt 

The  Witness.  I  suppose  so. 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Was  any  order  made  by  the  GommiBsioner  to  admit  the  cascet- 
A.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  not  be  able  to  point  oat  the  cases  at  all^  becaiue 
I  never  fook  the  troable.to  investigate  that 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  whether  or  not  Gen.  Noble  issued  any  order  aAvr 
the  rerating  episode  looking  to  a  correction  of  thatf — ^A.  I  do  not  recall 
a  case. 

Q.  You.  do  not  remember  that  he  ever  undertook  to  stop  the  methods 
by  which  cases  were  railroaded  through  ! — ^A.  Oh,  well 

Q.  And  by  wliich  the  Commissioner  admitted  them  whether  tbej 
were  proved  or  nofcf — ^A.  You  are  confounding  the  two  things.  WeD, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Gommissioners  who  acted  upon  them  thougiit 
they  were  proved. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  Secretary  Noble  issued  any  order  by  whidi  tie 
cases  were  required  under  his  administration,  after  Mr.  Tanner  went 
out,  to  go  through  the  regular  channel  and  be  admitted  only  in  the 
regular  order! — ^A.  The  8«5retary  issued  an  order  in  regard  to  making 
cases  si)ecial,  that  is,  directed  that  it  be  done,  so  that  if  a  case  was 
to  be  taken  up  out  of  its  order  it  should  be  upon  sworn  statements 
setting  forth  that  the  party  was  sick  and  about  to  die  or  unable  to 
work  and  living  on  charity  or  something  of  that  kind.  That  is  the  rule 
of  the  office  now. 

Mr.  Patson.  The  x>opular  practice  was  to  make  a  case  special  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Commissioner  without  a  record  being  made  as  to 
why  it  was  necessary! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.  And  there  was  a  system  there  about  the 
Commissioners'  putting  their  stamp  on  the  papers — a  forty-four-hour 
case  or  sometbing  of  that  kind.  So  that  the  certificates  could  be  issued 
within  that  time. 

Mr.  Enlob.  I  desire  to  quote  from  Secretary  Noble's  testimony 
here.    On  page  26  I  asked  him  this  question: 

Han  there  been  any  reform  in  the  administration  of  that  office  \?hich  would  pre- 
vent the  CommiBsioner  now  from  taking  away  from  the  regular  boards  matters 
which  belong  to  them  in  the  adjudication  of  the  rights  of  claimants,  and  to  order 
that  peremptory  action  should  be  taken f 

Secretary  Nobt.e.  Unquestionably,  I  issued  an  order,  in  Mr.  Tanner's  time.  Yon 
will  tind  tne  order. 

Mr.  Rnloe.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  has  been  done  since  thenf 

Secretary  Noblk.  I  think  any  man  would  hold  his  commission  very  lightly  vho 
Attempted  to  return  to  that  old  system  to  my  knowledge. 

Now  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  respected  this  order  which  he  says  be 
issued  in  Mr.  Tanner's  time  and  allowed  cases  to  take  the  regular  course 
of  adjudication! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  not  departed  from  it  at  any  time? — ^A.  I  do  not  think 
that  a  case  has  ever  been  allowed  except  what  has  passed  through  in 
the  regular  order.  Cases  will  be  brought  to  my  desk  by  the  cinef  of 
the  board  of  review  for  my  advice,  and  if  it  is  a  law  question,  why,  I 
pass  upon  it;  if  it  is  a  medical  question,  why,  I  call  in  the  medical 
referee  and  we  settle  it. 

Q.  Who  finally  determines  when  cases  are  complete  there  and  allows 
themf — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Who  passes  upon  the  medical  testimony! — ^A.  The  medical  qu<w- 
tiont 

Q.  The  medical  questions  t — ^A.  That  is  passed  upon  by  the  medical 
division. 

Q.  When  a  case  is  vaveattg^Afti.  iot  IVkfe  ^\)x^«d^  of  ascertaining  the 
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origin  of  a  disability  and  its  its  continuance  and  connection  with  a  sol- 
dier's death,  who  finally  determines  when  that  proof  has  been  madef — 
A.  That  is  determined  by  the  adjudicating  division  and  the  board  of 
review.    The  legal  questions,  as  to  the  origin  and  continuance 

Q.  The  board  of  review  then  takes  the  final  action  and  determines 
that  the  proof  is  sufficient,  does  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  case  here  of  Hetty  Ann 
Key,  widow  of  John  J.  Key,  of  Indiana.  Will  you  read  the  indorse- 
ment right  there  on  the  papers  by  the  board  of  review! — A,  Will  you 
allow  me  to  look  at  the  case. 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  look  at  the  case. — A.  (Beading.) 

Approved  for  admission  by  order  of  the  CommlBsioner,  who  accepts  dentli  cniiHo 
to  be  due  to  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  line  of  duty.  See  attached  nllp. 
Deduct  payment  from  July  23, 1880,  under  actof  Jnne  27,  1^0,  and  discontinue  pen- 
sion under  said  act.    (Signed)  J.  Loughran. 

Mr.  Patson.  What  is  the  slip  in  that  casef 
Mr.  Enloe.  Here  is  the  slip. 

The  Commissioner  directs  that  this  claim,  under  the  act  of  July  14, 1862,  be  admit- 
ted upon  the  evidence  now  on  file,  admitting  death  cause  to  be  due  to  service  and 
Hue  of  duty.    September  30, 1890.    A.  J.  Wagstaff,  acting  chief  board  of  review. 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  know  by  what  authority  you  attempt  to  show  that 
death  is  dne  to  a  cause  when  the  proof  does  not  show  that  it  was  due 
to  that  cause. — ^A.  Well,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  did  not  and  would  not  admit 
a  case  unless  the  evidence  showed  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  evidence  in  this  case  shows  that  it  was  due  to  thatt — 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  That  the  death  was  due  to  the  service! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  line  of  duty! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  does  not  the  law  require  that!  That  was  so  under  the  old 
law,  was  it  not! — ^A.  There  was  a  pension  granted  to  this  woman  under 
the  a(rt  of  June  27, 1890. 

Q.  She  was  the  widow  of  a  nugort — ^A.  Widow  of  a  major  and  an 
aide-de-camp  on  Gen.  Halleck's  stall'. 

Q.  How  much  did  she  get  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890! — A. 
Eight  dollars  a  month. 

Q.  If  she  had  gotten  this  claim  through  under  the  law,  how  much 
would  she  have  received — $26  a  month!;— A.  Just  see  how  much  it  is. 
The  pension  law  will  show  it. 

Q.  Twenty-five  dollars  a  month.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the 
record  of  this  man  shows  that  he  was  in  the  service  about  six  mouths 
and  then  deserted! — ^A.  The  record  of  desertion  was  expunged, 

Q.  How! — ^A.  By  the  War  Department,  so  I  understand. 

Q.  Was  not  he  permitted  to  resign  and  receive  an  honorable  discharge 
after  the  fact  of  his  desertion  had  been  established,  something  like  you 
call  tor  a  man's  resignation,  or  when  he  knows  he  hiui  got  to  resign,  and 
you  allow  him  to  have  the  honor  of  resigning  instead  of  dismissal !  Was 
not  that  the  way  it  was  with  this  man! — A.  I  think  that  he  got  out  of 
the  service  honorably. 

Q.  Well,  that  appears  of  record! — ^A.  Yes;  it  appears  of  record  there. 
There  was  some  charge  made. 

Q.  Did  he  not  resign  to  escape  dismissal  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
a  deserter! — A.  I  do  not  think  it  was  desertion.  Let  me  look  there. 
I  think  there  was  some  charge  of  disloyalty  or  something  of  that  kind. 
I  do  not  recall  that.  The  question,  however,  of  his  service  was  not  iu 
the  way  at  all. 

Q.  Ko^  that  was  not  a  question  in  tbe  case  1 — A..  1So« 
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Q.  I  asked  yon  if  you  knew  the  facts  in  regard  to  that  case.— A.  I 
went  over  the  case  very  carefnlly.  The  case  was  brought  to  me  by  the 
chief  of  the  board  of  review,  and  as  yon  will  see  by  the  slip  here,  signed 
by  Mr.  Yan  Mater  on  his  retnm,  '^the  Commissioner  wishes  to  dis^ 
cuss  this  case  with  him." 

Q.  I  would  like  to  make  the  record  of  the  case  more  complete.— A. 
The  case  was  brought  to  my  desk  and  I  awaited  the  return  of  the  chiet 
of  the  board  of  review.  I  wanted  to  make  it  very  complete,  but  before 
we  got  through - 

Q.  All  right;  that  is  what  I  want  you  to  do. — A.  Now  I  will  read 
what  the  board  of  review  said  in  this  case. 

Q.  Give  the  dates,  of  course. — ^A.  I  will  give  the  dates. 

Witness  read  as  follows : 

[SpeoiAl.] 
[No.  olAim,  29n87.    CUImaiii,  widow.    Soldier.  John  J.  Key,  mi^..  addl  A.  X>.  C,  U.  a  A.] 

Dbpartmbnt  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  op  Pensions, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Aug.  S8,  JS9L 

Reapectfally  returned  to  the  chief  of  the  old  war  and  navy  division. 

This  case  is  not  proved,  there  being  no  record  and  no  testimony  of  snrj^eon  or  other 
officer  or  comrade  as  to  incurrence  of  the  fatal  disease,  besides  the  testimony  of  cod- 
tinuance  does  not  furnish  a  connected  history  of  subsequent  condition  lea<liug  to  the 
fatal  termination  of  the  allef^ed  chronic  diarrhea. 

Tlie  officer  served  about  six  months  in  1862.  He  never  applied  for  pension,  sod 
died  in  1886.  The  widow  is  pensioned  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1S90,  and  the  pres- 
ent claim  is  made  under  the  general  law. 

Claimant  states  the  surgeon  who  treated  him  in  service  is  dead,  and  that  she  csn 
not  furnish  the  testimony  of  his  fellow  officers  in  the  service  because  of  the  death  of 
same,  and  the  whereabouts  of  others  being  unknown  to  her. 

Please  call  upon  the  War  Dep't  (A.  G.  O.)  for  a  list  of  the  names,  rank,  and  organ- 
ization of  officers  who  served  witn  him  during  his  brief  service,  together  with  tbe 
P.  O.  addresses,  so  far  as  known.  We  can  ascertain  the  addressee  of  the  others 
from  the  records  of  this  office. 

The  case  should  be  then  referred  for  special  examination  as  to  origin  as  per  li^t, 
and  such  other  sources  of  information  as  claimant  may  be  able  to  suggest. 

If  incurrence  be  established,  continuance  will  be  determined.  Claimant  states  all 
the  physicians  who  attc^nded  her  late  husband,  until  Dr.  Appleby  commenced  his 
attendance,  are  dead.  Their  records  should  be  examined,  and  the  testimony  of  near 
neighbors,  having  the  requisite  knowledge,  should  be  taken  to  show  condition  dur- 
ing the  period  from  discharge  to  death. 

Dr.  Appleby  should  be  cross-examined  at  length  for  the  purpose  of  developing  all 
his  knowledge  of  soldier's  condition  duriug  the  entire  period  of  his  treatment)  and 
what  other  meters  entered  into  the  death  cause. 

J.  LouuuRAN,  Sev'r, 

That  bears  the  stamp  of  Mr.  Van  Mater,  chief  of  the  board  of  re- 
view.   Now  the  next  slip  in  the  case  is  this: 

No.  oliidm,  297187.    CUdmont,  Hettle  Ann  Key.  Soldier,  John  Key,  mi^J.  and  add'l  A.  D.  C.  U.S. A] 

Department  of  the  Intkrior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Washington,  D,  C,  Sq><.  7, 1891, 

RespectfuHy  referred  to  chief  S.  E.  division,  hy  verhal  direction  of  the  Commis- 
sioner, for  special  examination  to  determine  the  cause  of  the  otticer's  death,  the 
special  examiner  to  extend  his  requirements  only  to  the  cross-examination  of  Dr.  J. 
F.  R.  Appleby.    Orders  complied  with. 

N.  E.  Robinson, 
AssU  Chief  of  O,  W,  and  N.  IHvision. 

W.  W.  Buck, 


I»EN8I0N   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  50^ 

Q.  Was  that  in  pursuance  of  this  conversation! — A.  It  is  suggested 
here  that  he  be  cross-examined. 
Q.  Here  is  the  special  examiner's  rexK)rt.  The  special  examiner  says: 

Washington,  D.  C,  SepU  lOth^  1891, 
Hon.  Oomm'r  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C: 

Sir:  I  return  herewith  the  papers  in  the  pension  claim,  No.  297187,  of  Hettie  Add 
Key,  widow  of  Maj.  John  J.  I^ey,  lat^A.  D.  C,  U.  8.  A.,  referred  to  me  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  cross-examination  of  Dr.  Aj^lehy,  an  original  witness,  as  to  death  cause. 

Having  complied  with  instructions,  I  submit  the  case  for  consideration  of  board 
of  review. 

Very  respectfully, 

F.  M.  Taylor. 

Sp'l  Eoer, 

Q.  He  draws  no  conclusion  in  this  report  as  to  what  that  examina- 
tion was,  but  submits  it  to  the  board  of  review! — A.  That  is,  8ei)tem- 
ber  10, 1891. 

Q.  Now,  let  us  go  a  little  further.  The  next  paper  in  the  case,  writ- 
ten in  blue  pencil,  is  signed  by  Mr.  Van  Mater. — A.  That  is  the  one  I 
have  just  quoted. 

Q.  You  saw  him  on  his  return,  on  the  subject! — A.  *Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  bears  no  date.    The  next  paper  is— 

[No.  daim,  207187 ;  olaimant,  widow.     Soldier  J.  J.  Key,  miy).  and  ▲.  I).  C,  U.  S.  A.] 

Departmbnt  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  op  Pensions, 
Washington f  D,  C,  Sept,  11, 1891, 

Eespeotfnlly  returned  to  the  chief  old  War  and  Navy  division  for  further  consid- 
eration, reference  being  had  to  the  calls  for  evidence  endorsed  on  the  Jacket. 
The  cross-examination  of  Dr.  Appleby  does  not  add  to  the  merits  of  the  claim.* 

J.  Lough  RAN,  Rec'r, 

On. the  other  side  of  this  slip  then  comes  this  indorsement: 

Mr.  LouOHRAN :  The  Commissioner  directs  that  this  claim,  under  the  act  of  July  14, 
1862,  be  admitted  upon  the  evidence  now  on  file,  admitting  death  cause  to  be  due  to 
service  and  line  of  duty. 

A.  J.  Wagstaff,  Act,  C,  B,  R, 

Sept.  90, 1891. 

Q.  Now*I  will  ask  you  if  the  record  does  not  show  that  the  War  De- 
partment furnished  the  names  of  several  of  the  officers  who  served  in 
connection  with  this  man  while  he  was  in  the  service,  and  why  they 
were  not  examined  in  this  matter  and  while  you  limited  the  special  ex- 
aminer to  the  cross-examination  of  Dr.  Appleby  only? — A.  John  J.  Key 
was  a  staff  officer  on  Gen.  Halleck's  stall*;  the  heswlquarters  of  (ien. 
Halleck  were  in  St.  Louis  and  included  Corinth,  Miss.  He  had  his 
department  there  for  some  purposes.  Of  course  I  am  not  able  to  ex- 
plain the  matter  why  he  was  assigned  to  duty  as  a  staff  officer  there 
at  Gen.  Halleck's  headquarters  at  Corinth,  Miss. 

Q.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  you,  general,  but  I  want  to  know  if 
you  think  that  is  an  answer? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  said  that  so  as  to  show 
the  staff  officers  of  Gen.  Halleck's  staff  could  not  all  be  with  him.  He 
had  no  command,  he  had  no  regiment,  and  no  company,  as  gentlemen 
in  the  military  service  will  understand;  he  was  simply  detailed  to  that 
point  as  staff  officer.  I  think  that  is  here.  It  should  be  upon  inquiry 
of  these  various  staff  officers  who  are  on  Gen.  Halleck's  staff.  They 
knew  nothing 

Q.  1  may  say  that  they  were  examhied  on  that? — ^A.  My  recollection 
of  that  is  that  they  were  called  upon  that. 
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Q.  Does  not  yoar  note  show  that  they  were  not  seen,  but  tbatyon 
limited  the  special  examination  in  this  caset — ^A.  They  wen  iMi  son 
by  the  special  examiner.  1  limited  the  special  examinalaoai  to  a  croes- 
examination  of  this  doctor  who  had  treated  this  man. 

Q.  Whose  office  wonld  it  be  to  go  and  examine  these  other  wtta^tBifti- 
A.  They  were  called  upon  by  letter. 

Q.  Where  are  the  letters  t — A.  I  presume  they  are  in  the  papers.  Thk 
case  was  brought  to  my  attention  from  the  board  of  review.  It  was 
brought  to  myattention  by  Senator  Yoorhees,  who  was  one  of  theprifl- 
cipal  witnesses  in  the  case,  and  I  wish  to  read  this  statement  of  Seiuyte 
Voorhees. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  answer  the  question. — A.  I  will  answer  the  quel* 
tion,  but  I  want  to  put  this  into  the  record. 

Q.  You  may  put  it  in;  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Little.  That  affidavit  was  about  the  board  of  review  1 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  Had  you  knowledge  of  that  before  they  made  an  adveras 
decision,  or  did  that  light  come  in  afterwards  or  before  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  came  in  before. 

The  Witness  (reading). 

District  of  Columbia,  Waakingiim,  2>.  C: 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  a  notary  pnblio,  D.  W.  Voorhees,  who^  beinjpriwora. 
t^tifies  as  fullows:  I  knew  John  J.  Key  daring  bis  lifetime  for  the  period  of  mare 
than  thirty  years  and  I  knew  him  very  intimately.  He  died  in  October,  1886,  of 
chronic  diarrhcea.  I  knew  him  weU  before  the  war,  daring  the  war,  and  ■  after  the 
war  was  over,  and  up  to  the  period  of  his  last  sickness  and  death.  We  were  inti- 
mate, personal  asHociatea  at  all  times,  and  after  he  left  the  Army  he  was  my  lav 
partner  for  several  years.  He  went  into  the  Army  in  the  spring  of  186S,  and  came 
out  of  it  in  the  faU  of  that  year.  I  was  with  him  fh>m  day  to  day  at  the  time  be 
went  into  service  and  knew  him  to  be  a  strong,  healthy  man.  Very  soon  after  he 
went  into  the  service  he  was  appointed  an  additional  ald-de-camp  on  General  Hal- 
leck's  staif  with  the  rank  of  major  and  assiapied  to  duty  in  the  Sonthwest.  Hy 
recollection  is  that  after  the  siege  of  Corinth,. Miss.,  he  was  detailed  as  provost  mar- 
shal of  that  place.  He  spent  some  months  there  daring  a  very  sickly  season,  and  at 
a  period  when  a  great  many  men  in  the  service  sickened  and  died.  1  recall  the  iaek 
that  I  was  informed  by  him  and  by  his  family  at  the  time  that  he  had  an  exeesd- 
ingly  severe  attack  of  yellow  jaundice,  and  also  of  dysentery,  while  on  duty  at  Cor- 
inth, Miss.  Upon  his  return  upon  brief  leave  to  his  home  at  Terre  Haute,  lad^ 
while  yet  in  the  service,  he  bore  all  the  evidences  of  severe  sickness,  was  much  ema- 
ciated, and  sufferinfi^  with  his  stomach  and  bowels.  From  that  time  forward  uatil 
his  death  I  can  safely  say  that  he  was  never  free  from  the  effects  of  the  disease  which 
he  had  contracted.  As  law  partners  wo  occupied  the  same  office,  aud  I  could  not 
help  knowing  the  character  of  the  disease  under  which  he  was  laboring.  Mi^or 
Ke^  often  spoke  of  obtaining  a  pension,  but  being  of  a  very  independent  and  self- 
reliant  turn  of  mind  he  never  applied  for  one.  After  eating  he  often  suffered  severely, 
sometimes  threw  up  his  food,  and  at  other  times  it  passed  tlirough  his  bowels  appar- 
ently without  digestion.  The  disease  seeme<l  at  times  to  be  better,  at  other  timei 
worse,  but  he  was  never  wholly  free  from  it,  and  during  the  last  few  years  of  his 
life  it  was  one  of  the  most  flagrant  cases  of  chronic  diarrhcea  I  ever  knew. 

I  have  no  interest  whatever  in  this  claim,  and  the  foregoing  statement  has  beet^ 
correctly  taken  down  from  my  personal  dictation. 

D.  W.  YOORHKBS. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  19th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1891. 
[SEAL.]  R.  B.  Nixon, 

Notary  PmhlU. 

That  affidavit  was  made  on  the  19th  of  Angast^  1891.  The  case  \\m 
still  pending  in  the  board  of  review  at  that  time.  On  the  7th  day  ot 
September,  1891,  the  case  was  still  pending  in  the  board  of  review 
Mr.  Voorhees  made  the  following  affidavit  and  filed  it  in  the  office: 
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Id  the  matter  of  the  claim  for  pension  of  Mrs.  Hettie  A.  Key,  widow  of  Major  John 
James  Key,  assistant  aid-de-camp  on  the  staff  of  Gen.  Halleck. 

Hon.  D.  W.  Voorhees,  being  dnlv  sworn,  on  his  oath  says : 

I  knew,  intimately  well  and  for  many  years.  Dr.  William  F.  Sherrod,  to  whom 

allusion  is  made  by  M^jor  Key  in  his  letter  of  Jnne  25, 1862,  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to  his 
wife,  at  their  home  in  Terre  Hante,  Ind.  I  know  Dr.  Sherrod  to  have  been  on  duty  in 
the  southwest,  at  or  near  Corinth,  Miss.,  at  the  time  of  Major  Key's  letter  was  written. 
I  have  heard  him  in  his  lifetime  speak  of  his  treatment  of  Major  Key,  at  that  time 
at  Corinth,  and  also  of  his  intimate  personal  relations  with  Major  Key.  Dr.  Sherrod 
is  now  dead.    He  died  at  IndiiuiapoliB,  Ind.,  within  the  past  five  or  six  years. 

My  home  is  now,  and  has  been  for  the  last  thirty-four  years,  at  Terre  Haute,  Indiana, 
andf^om  the  very  first  of  my  residence  there  I  knew  Dr.  John  Wood  and  Dr.  Ezra 
Reed  intimately  well  as  long  as  they  lived.  After  Major  Key's  return  from  the  Army, 
in  the  fall  of  18(S2, 1  know  that  he  was  under  medical  treatment  for  chronic  diarrhosa, 
both  by  Dr.  Wood  and  by  Dr.  Reed.  M%jor  Ke^  being  my  law  partner  for  some 
years  after  he  left  the  military  service.  I  necessarily  knew  the  condition  of  his  health 
and  who  were  his  medical  advisers,  ana  I  can  state  clearly  and  positively  that  while  he 
waa  sometimes  better  than  at  other  times  he  was  often  worse  and  never  well  or  free 
from  chronic  diarrhosa,  the  disease  of  which  he  died.    At  times  his  suffering  was  very 

freat,  but  being  a  man  of  fine  courage  and  force  of  will  he  never  surrendered  his 
opes  of  ultimate  recovery  until  'within  the  last  two  or  three  years  of  his  life.  That 
he  died  of  chronic  diarrhcea  I  know  as  well  as  it  is  possible  for  one  not  a  physician  to 
understand.  He  had  severe  hemorrhages  from  the  bowels  and  became  greatly  emaci- 
ated. He  was  aware  that  he  could  have  obtained  a  pension  on  account  of  disability 
incurred  in  the  service,  but  not  being  in  immediate  necessity,  and  being  very  self- 
reliant  and  independent  in  his  mental  makeup,  ho  never  made  application.  When 
his  son  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Perryville.  in  October,  1862, 1  distinctly  remember 
that  Maj.  Key  was  suffering  very  greatly  from  his  disease,  and  the  intelligence  of 
his  son's  death  greatly  distressed  him  ana  aggravated  his  trouble.  I  also  know  that 
Dr.  A.  T.  P.  Gamett,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  now  dead,  treated  M%]or  Key  for  chronic 
diarrhcea. 

D.  W.  YOORHEES. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me;  notary  public  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
this  seventh  day  of  September,  1891. 
[SBAi..]  Sarah  S.  Sampson, 

Notary  PuMio. 

When  that  affi(iftvit  was  filed  in  the  case  Mr.  Van  Mater^  chief  of 
the  board  of  review,  brought  the  papers  to  my  room  and  we  sat  down 
and  went  oVer  the  case — ^you  will  see  the  various  marks  upon  these 
affidavits  that  were  made  by  Mr.  Van  Mater-^and  upon  careful  ex- 
amination of  the  case  he  said  to  me  that  he  felt  that  the  case  was  well 
proved. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  I  object  to  an  official  statement  if  you  intend  that  to  influence 
this  decision  here.  Oo  on  and  tell  what  Mr.  Van  Mat^r  said  to  you  t — 
A.  I  said  that  Mr.  Van  Mater  brought  this  case  to  my  desk  with 
all  these  slips  upon  it  and  just  as  you  find  it  made  up  here  to-day,  and 
that  after  careM  examination  of  the  evidence  in  the  case  he  said  to  me 
that  in  his  opinion  the  case  was  well  proved  as  to  the  incurrenceof  the  dis- 
ability and  its  continuance,  and  the  death  cause,  and,  concurring  in  that 
view^  with  the  chief  of  the  board  of  review,  I  directed  that  the  case  should 
be  admitted. 

Q.  I  wiU  ask  you  this  question :  K  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  board 
of  review,  why  did  not  the  board  of  review  make  the  decision  at  that 
timet  It  had  this  evidence  before  it.  Tell  me  what  he  said  to  that. — 
A.  The  board  of  review  consists  of  100  men. 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  These  cases  are  distributed  among  a  number  of  those 
gentlemen.  A  man  will  have  a  certain  number  of  cases,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  he  writes  opinions  ux>on  the  brief  or  upon  a  slip.  The  entire 
100  men  do  not  pass  upon  a  case.  One  man  passes  upon  it,  and  in  this 
ease  Mr.  Loughran  passed  upon  it. 
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By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Longhran  open  the  case!^ 
A.  I  do  not  recall  that  I  did. 

Q.  That  was  adverse  ? — A.  That  was  adverse.  Well,  I  had  the  papers 
before  me  and  I  had  his  statement. 

Q.  But  that  w^as  adverse! — ^A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  And  you  say  that  that  opinion  of  the  chief  ooincided  with  your 
own  opinion! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  No  effort  was  made  to  harmonize  the  different  opinions! — A  The 
chief  of  the  bureau  of  review  and  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  felt 
that  they  had  authority  to  pass  upon  that  case,  as  they  had  upon  bnn- 
dreds  and  hundreds  of  others.  We  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  this 
case  was  proven.    That  is  why  it  was  allowed. 

Mr.  Payson.  Without  the  formality  of  hunting  Mr.  Lou^hran  ! 

Mr.  Little.  Was  that  return  of  Mr.  Loughran  before  he  filed  his 
decision! 

The  Witness.  Afterwards.  All  these  matters  were  before  us  at  that 
time.  I  was  careful  not  to  take  any  final  action  upon  Uie  case  at  all 
uutU  I  could  have  the  chief  of  the  board  of  review  discuss  ti^e  matter 
with  me. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  overruled  the  board  of  review  in  the  matter! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I 
did  not. 

Q.  Why  was  it  necessary,  then,  for  you  to  order  this  case  to  be  ad- 
mitted in  the  manner  that  you  did! — ^A.  Well,  sir,  ever^iihing  that  was 
done  in  that  ofiice  was  done  by  the  authority  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions. 

Q.  What  authority  did  you  get  under  the  law  for  acting  upon  cases 
in  that  way! — A.  Well,  T  tell  you  everything  that  is  done  them  is  done 
by  the  authority  of  the  Commissioners  of  Pensions. 

Q.  Was  it  not  done  in  ot)edience  to  a  set  of  rules  or  orders,  estab- 
lished by  your  superior,  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey,  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior! — ^A.  The  organization  has  been  made  and  changed  from 
time  to  time. 

Q.  I  asked  you  that  question.  You  can  answer  that.  Is  not  it  done 
in  obedience  to  rules  that  are  made  by  your  superior! — A.  The  rules  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.    He  prescribes  the  rules. 

Q.  They  have  to  have  the  approval,  and  they  are  frequently  made 
under  rules,  in  obedience  to  orders  from  your  superior  officers.  1  ask 
you  in  regard  to  rules  that  have  been  made. — ^A.  The  regulations  in 
regard  to  administering  the  law,  yes;  but  in  regard  to  huandling  the 
facts,  no. 

Q.  Do  you  not  follow  the  rules  that  are  laid  down  by  them  under  the 
law! — A.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  board  of  review  advisory! 

The  Witness.  Under  the  system  of  nmning  the  Pension  Office 
nothing  is  concluded  until  the  final  action  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions is  had. 

The  Chairman.  Yourself  and  the  chief  of  the  board  can,  in  yoiu 
discretion,  review  a  case! 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  can  do  that  without  the  chief  of  the  board!— A.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  that,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  I  supposed  those  cases  had  been  appealed  to  the 
Secretary  f 

A.  Oh,  no^  there  is  no  appeal. 

Mr.  LiND.  That  refers  to  small  cases  only  t 

A.  Yes,  sir.  One  of  the  most  important  orders  that  I  gave  was  that 
all  cases  covering  more  than  $12  a  month  and  all  the  large  payment 
cases  should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner  and  get 
His  approval  before  they  were  allowed. 

Mr.  Payson.  Was  that  proper,  in  your  judgmentf 

A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was;  and  no  great  payment  case  is  ever  allowed  until 
it  is  brought  to  my  desk,  and  I  go  over  and  finally  sanction  the  allow- 
ance of  it 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  some  questions  about 
the  proof  in  this  matter,  and  that  goes,  I  think,  very  materially  to  his 
decision. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  mean  on  the  evidence  of  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  that  board  of  review  is  not  the  authority  which 
determines  whether  a  case  is  proven,  or  whether  it  is  not  proven! — A. 
The  board  of  review  is  what  you  might  call  the  supreme  court.  In 
the  first  place  the  adjudicating  division  passes  upon  the  case  and  ren- 
ders its  decision  upon  the  face  of  the  brief.  It  then  goes  to  the  board 
of  review,  and  thcie  it  is  reviewed  and  rerated,  and  they  enter  their 
opinion  upon  the  face  of  the  brief,  and  unless  there  is  some  order  that 
carries  it  some  place  else,  as  my  orders  did  here,  then  it  would  go  direct 
to  the  medical  division  and  be  passed  upon  tnere.  .  In  fact  the  final 
decision  in  all  these  cases  is  made  after  the  case  has  been  passe<l  upon 
by  the  medical  division. 

Q.  Why  did  not  this  go  to  the  medical  division! — ^A.  It  did  go  to 
the  medical  division. 

Q.  What  was  the  action  of  the  medical  division  about  the  proof  in 
this  case! — A.  I  see  an  entry  here,  "No  medical  action  required." 

Q.  What  is  the  reason  it  was  not  required! — A.  Well,  I  suppose  it 
was  because  it  was  not  necessary. 

Q.  You  did  not  agree  upon  the  board — ^the  medical  board — passing 
upon  that  question!  You  passed  upon  it  yourself,  did  you  not!  Wa« 
not  that  the  reason! — A.  1  did  not  direct  that  it  be  withheld  fi*om  the 
medical  board.    I  never  observed  this  entry  there  before. 

Q.  You  kept  it  from  going  there  through  the  regular  channels.  It 
should  have  gone  to  the  medical  board,  instead  of  being  brought  to 
you*  before  final  adjudication! — A.  I  gave  no  directions  to  withhold  it 
irom  the  medical  board. 

Q.  Did  not  your  directions  here  to  this  special  examiner  as  to  the  ex- 
amination, and  your  subsequent  order  show  that  you  intended  to  limit 
this  investigation  to  that  i)articular  physician  who  treated  him,  and  the 
cross-examination  of  that  at  the  time  of  his  death! — A.  The  chief  of 
the  board  of  review  and  the  Commissioner  in  considering  that  ques- 
tion, considered  the  legal  question  as  to  whether  the  death  cause  should 
be  attributed  to  service,  and  we  passed  upon  that  question. 

Q.  You  did  not  care  anything  about  whether  it  was  a  disease  that 
was  contracted  in  line  of  service  or  not! — ^A.  That  is  precisely  what 
we  did  examine. 

Q.  That  is  what  you  decided  upon! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  find  any  hospital  record  of  this  man! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  had  none,  or  he  did  not  ever  sho^v  that  he  had  been  sick  while 
he  was  at  Corinth,  Miss.! — ^A.  Yes,  sii\ 
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Q.  Did  the  hospital  record  show  itt — A.  It  did  not;  no. 

Q.  What  is  the  reason  you  did  not  examine  these  officers?  Was  he 
the  only  officer  on  Halleck's  command,  who  was  down  at  Corinth,  or 
did  Halleck  separate  him  firom  the  staff— have  him  on  detail  datyf— 
A.  He  was  separated. 

Q.  He  was  not  on  the  staff t — ^A.  He  was  on  the  staffl  I  do  not  find 
the  letters  from  Gen.  Kelton. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  that  any  such  letters  were  written  f — ^A.  My  impres- 
sion was  that  they  were. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  letters  there  or  notf— A.  I 
say  that  my  impression  was  that  they  had  letters. 

Q.  How  did  yon  get  the  impression  t — ^A.  We  called  npontheWtf 
Department  for  the  names  of  his  comrades. 

Q.  You  know  who  they  weret  Can  you  tell  who  they  weief—A 
Here  is  the  report. 

Q.  What  are  the  names  and  the  addresses  t — ^A.  They  are  all  giTen 
there,  and  the  addresses  too. 

Q.  You  had  the  address  of  all  these  persons! — ^A.  My  impression  was 
that  we  had  the  addresses  of  those  men. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  matter  was  looked  into  at  all  to  inves- 
tigate this  fact!  In  fact,  did  not  you  exclude  that  testimony  by  the 
order  of  limiting  this  examination  when  the  board  of  review  said*  that 
this  information  should  be  had,  and  called  for  this  very  information 
which  you  got  from  the  War  Department!  Did  not  you  limit  the  ex- 
amination!— ^A.  A  special  examiner  would  not  be  assigned  to  the  duty 
of  communicating  with  those  three  officers. 

Q.  You  did  not  communicate  with  them,  it  is  evident.  You  have  not 
got  it  in  the  record. — A.  I  do  not  find  it  in  the  record. 

Q.  Did  you  not  in  this  matter  usurp  the  functions  of  the  medical 
board,  and  take  the  cases  out  of  the  regular  channels  of  adjudicatiou 
and  pass  upon  them  before  they  had  been  completed  and  have  tfiem 
bring  them  to  you  for  a  decision! — A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  Well,  does  not  the  record  show  that  fact! — A.  No,  sir;  it  doe^  not. 

Q.  What  is  the  reason  it  does  not  show*  it!  It  shows  that  it  never 
went  to  the  medical  board  and  went  through  the  i-egular  course  of  a 
case.  Did  you  not  just  state  a  moment  ago  that  after  the  board  of 
review  had  passed  upon  these  matters  that  it  should  go  to  the  med- 
ical board! — A.  Reviewer;  I  did  not  say  the  board  of  review. 

Q.  Then  it  would  go  to  the  medical  board,  which  is  the  regular 
course,  is  it  not!  Is  not  that  the  regular  course  of  a  case  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  they  act  upon  it  finally,  does  it  then  come  back  to  you!— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  the  final  action  is  taken  on  a  case,  then  the  order  ia  that 
the  case  be  adjudicated! — ^A.  Yes;  but  a  large  payment  case  will  come 
to  my  desk. 

Q.  If  it  was  not  a  large  payment  case  it  would  not  come  back  to 
you! — ^A.  No. 

Q.  Then  the  action  of  the  medical  bonrd  would  be  final! — A.  They 
would  pass  upon  the  medical  questions  in  the  case. 

Q.  And  that  would  admit  the  case,  would  not  it! — ^A.  It  would  settle 
the  medical  questions. 

Q.  And  you  would  sign  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  was  brought  to  you  before  it  wont  to  the  medical  board  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  did  not  that  take  it  out  of  the  regular  channels  of  business  ?— 
A.  No,  sii;   it  did   not    It  was  the  recall  of  a  question  that  was 
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passed  upon  by  Mr.  Yan  Mater  and  myself  as  to  whether  the  cause  of 
this  man's  death  was  of  service  origin. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  opinion  of  the  medical  board  on  thatT — A. 
WeU 

Q.  What  did  you  then  have  the  medical  board  fort  Do  yon  have 
them  submit  all  questions  to  you  for  your  consideration  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  all 
legal  questions,  as  well  as  medical  questions.  I  say  I  gave  no  instruc- 
tions to  Mr.  Yan  Mater  to  withhold  this  case  from  the  medical  board, 
and  I  do  not  know  why  it  was  so  withheld. 

By  Mr.  LiND : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you,  Mr.  Commissioner,  with  your  x>ermi88ion,  Mr. 
Eiiloe,  if  it  does  not  interrupt  you:  After  you  had  passed  on  these 
questions  what  earthly  purpose  or  cause  was  there  for  referring  this 
to  the  medical  board?  Was  there  any  rate  to  be  fixed  by  the  medical 
board? — A.  Ko,  sir;  the  law  fixes  the  rate. 

Q.  In  the  case  of  a  widow's  claim  that  is  allowed  under  the  act  of 
June,  1890;  does  that  go  to  the  medical  board? — ^A.  It  is  not  necessary 
at  all.     No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  the  law  fixes  the  rate  there  is  nothing  for  a  medical  board 
to  do,  is  there? — A.  lifo,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  this  under  the  law  of  June  27, 1890? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  LiND.  Under  the  general  law  fixing  widows'  pensions? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  say  that  this  case  should  not  have  gone  to  the  medical 
board? — ^A.  The  law  fixes  the  rate. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  to  this  committee  that  this  case  ought  not  to 
have  gone  to  the  medical  board? — A.  It  might  have  been  sent  there. 

Q.  Ought  it  not  to  have  been  sent  there? — ^A.  Well,  I  presume  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  sending  it  there,  or  else  Mr.  Yan  Mater 
Av'ould  have  sent  it.    I  did  not  withhold  it  from  the  board. 

Q.  Did  not  your  usurpation  of  the  functions  of  the  board  tliere  in 
that  order  stop  it  from  going  there? — A.  Well,  I  made  no  usurpation 
of  the  functions.  That  is  a  power  that  every  Commissioner,  as  far 
back,  I  suppose,  as  the  Pension  Office  has  a  history,  has  exercised. 

Q.  Can  you  cite  any  instances  in  the  history  of  your  predecessors 
wliere  a  case  was  disposed  of  in  that  way? — A.  Yes,  sir.  They  possessed 
the  same  powers  that  I  do. 

Q.  But  did  you  not  exercise  the  powers  which  you  do  not  possess 
under  the  law? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  The  record  will  show 
whether  you  did  or  not. 

Upon  motion  of  Mr.  Enloe  the  papers  on  file  in  the  Pension  Office 
in  the  case  of  Hettie  Ann  Key  were  made  a  part  of  this  record. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  willing  to  let  this  matter  go  until  after  he  makes 
his  brie£ 

The  papers  are  as  follows: 

COMMISSIOMBK'B  6PBCIAI.. 

Keep  this  %lip  on  ouiiide  «nfi7  case  it  dispoied  of. 

(See  other  side.) 

(Stamps:)  Board  of  Review,  Aug.  27,  1891.  Board  U  Be-view,  Sept.  10,  1891. 
Board  of  Review,  Oct.  1,  1891. 

Wid. 

No:  cSii,i  2^187. 

A,  L.  B. 
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BuBEAU  OF  Pensions,  Office  of  thk  Commisooneb, 

Augtut  i6, 189L 
Nune :  Hettie  Ann  Key. 
John  J.  Key,  Maj.  &.  Add.  A.  D.  C,  U.  S.  Army. 
Actionimd  order:  Hon.  D.  W.  Voorhees^U.  S.  Senate. 
Make  speciaL 

CHABI.K8  P.  LiNCOLK, 

Aetmg  dnKmimomar, 


When  this  case  is  admitted  nnder  the  general  law,  the  pension  agent  should  1» 
instructed  to  make  the  proper  deductions,  the  claimant  having  been  pensioned  under 
act  of  June  27,  1890. 

W.  W.  Buck,  E^r. 


In  a  personal  interview  of  Senator  Y oorhees  with  Mr.  Olmstead  and  CommiBrianer, 
the  P.  O.  address  was  given  as  otated  on  the  brief. 

The  claimant  is  very  feeble,  and  the  Senator  is  anxious  to  render  her  all  the  aBsiit- 
ance  thac  he  can,  and  special  action  is  directed  as  per  slip. 

Lu  C.  Wi 

Aug.  26, 1891. 


[C.  297187.  Key.] 

Mr.  LouGHR AN : 

The  Commissioner  directs  that  this  claim  nnder  the  act  of  July  14, '62,  be  admitt«d 
upon  the  evidence  now  on  file  (admitting  death  cause  to  be  due  to  service  and  line 
of  duty). 

A,  J.  Wagstaff, 

Act.  C.  B.  B. 
Sept.  30,  '91. 


[Special  G.  W.  F.«  N.  C,  Board  of  Beview  Division.] 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Washington,  D.  C,  S^t,  II,  1891. 

No.  Claim,  297187, 
Claimant,  wid. 
Soldier,  J.  J.  Key. 
Maj.  and  A.  D.  C,  U.  S.  A. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Chief  O.  W.  and  N.  Div.  for  further  consideration,  ref- 
erence being  had  to  the  calls  for  evidence,  endorsed  on  the  jacket. 
The  cross-examination  of  Dr.  Appleby  does  not  add  to  the  merits  of  the  claim. 

J.  LOUGHKAN, 

Chief  of  Revr,  DivitUm, 
App'd. 
[Stamp.]  J.  W.  Van  Mater, 

Chirf  of  B'd  of  je^vtM. 


Send  for  Mr.  Van  Mater  on  his  return.    The  Com.  wishes  to  discuBa  thia  case  with 
him. 


(Speolal.    W.  W.  B.,0.  W.  and  V.  Division.]  « 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Sept.  7, 1S9U 
Ko.  claim,  297,187,  widow. 
ClaimADt,  Hettie  Ann  Key. 

,Soidier,  John  J.  Key,  mai.  &  ft^^i'l  k.  \> .  C., \i .  ^.  k.       ^  ^   .  . .     ^ 
J2«peotfully  referreA  to  cbiel  a.  ^.  DW .  \i^  v«t\i«a.  ^2awi\aaTi  ^1  \3c«.  ^Tiaa«eisMst, 
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for  special  examination  to  determine  the  cause  of  the  officer's  death,  the  special 
examiner  to  extend  his  inquiries  only  to  the  cross-examination  of  I>r.  J.  F.  R. 
Appleby.    Orders  complied  with. 

N.  £.  ROBINBON, 

AB9^t  Chief  of  O.  W.  4-  2f.  DivUion. 
W.  W.  Buck,  Eg^r, 


[Speeiil  G.  W.  F.,  K.  C,  Boaid  of  Beriew.] 

Dbpabtmkmt  of  thb  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions, 
WoMhington,  D,  C,  Aug.  tS,  1891. 

No.  claim,  297.187. 

Claimant,  widow. 

Soldier^  John  J.  Key,  maj.  and  addl  A.  D.  C,  V.  S.  A. 

RespectAilly  returned  to  the  chief  O.  W.  and  N.  Div. 

This  case  is  not  proved,  there  being  no  record  and  no  testimony  of  surgeon  or 
other  officer  or  comrades  as  to  incurrence  of  the  fatal  disease. 

Resides,  the  testimony  of  continuance  does  not  furnish  a  connected  history  of  sub- 
sequent condition  leading  to  the  fatal  termination  of  the  alleged  chronic  diarrhoea. 

The  officer  serred  about  six  months  in  1862.  He  nerer  applied  for  pension,  and 
died  in  1886. 

The  widow  is  pensioned  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  and  the  present  claim  is 
made  under  the  general  law. 

Claimant  statM  the  surgeon  who  treated  him  in  service  is  dead,  and  that  she  can- 
not furnish  the  testimony  of  his  fellow  officers  in  the  service  becaose  of  the  dea|ih  of  • 
same,  and  the  whereabouts  of  others  being  unknown  to  her. 

Please  call  upon  the  War  Dept.  (A.  6.  O.)  for  a  list  of  the  names,  rank,  and  organ- 
isation of  officers  who  served  With  him  during  his  brief  service,  together  with  the 
P.  O.  addresses,  so  far  as  known.  We  can  ascertain  the  addresses  of  the  others 
from  the  records  of  this  office. 

The  case  should  then  be  referred  for  special  examination  as  to  origin  as  per  list, 
and  such  other  sources  of  information  as  claimant  may  be  able  to  suggest. 

If  incarrence  be  established  continuance  will  be  determined.  Claimant  states  all 
the  physicians  who  attended  her  late  husband,  until  Dr.  Appleby  commenced  his 
attendance,  are  dead.  Their  records  should  be  examined,  and  the  testimony  of 
near  neighoors,  having  the  requisite  knowledge,  should  be  taken  to  show  condi- 
tion during  the  period  from  discharge  to  death. 

Dr.  Appleby  should  be  cross-examined  at  length  for  the  purpose  of  developing  all 
his  knowledge  of  soldier's  condition  during  the  entire  period  of  his  treatment,  and 
what  other  factors  entered  into  the  death  cause. 

J.  LouGHRAN,  Revr, 

(Stamp.)  App'd.    J.  W.  Van  Mater,  chief  of  board  of  review. 


Bureau  of  Pensions. 

This  slip  should  be  attached  to  brief  in  admitted  oasea  that  have  been  called  up 
by  members  of  present  Congress. 
By  direction  or  Commissioner. 

A.  W.  Fisher, 

.    Chi^  Clerk. 
O.  W.  and  N.  Division. 
Widow  claim. 

No.  297,187,  of  Hettie  Ann  Key,  o.  o.  Senator  D.  W.  Yoorhees,  P.  O.  Washington, 
D.  \j» 

Hon.  D.  W.  Voorhees  called  up  this  case  Ang.  27, 1891,  and  should  be  informed  of 
its  abjudication. 

W.  W.  Buck, 

JSxaminer, 


[SpedaL] 

Widouj^e  peneian, 

Reissne  to  allow  pension  under  the  general  law  [Revr.]. 
Claimant,  Hettie  Ann  Key,  care  Senator  D.  W.  Voorhees.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Soldier,  John  J.  Key;  rank,  muj.  and  add^l  A.  D.  C,  U.  S.  Atm^. 
Rate,  ^  per  month,  commencing  October  12, 1986,  \n  Ueu  oi  <M.  ^\a>^  ^^^  'V^^ 
1891. 
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Beooffnized  attOTney,  W.  S.  Odell  &  Co.,  city. 

Fee,  $10. 

Articles  filed,  none. 

ApproYals.  submitted  for  allow.  Ang.  27. 1891. 

Sobmitted  for  S.  E.  D.  Sept.  7, 1891.    Signed, W.  W.  Buck,  examiner. 

Approved  for  admission,  by  order  of  the  Commissioner,  who  aecef>ls  death  <»» 
to  be  due  the  service  of  the  U.  8.  and  line  ef  duty.  See  attached  slip.  Deduct  ptT- 
ments  from  July  23,  1890,  under  act  of  J  one  27, 1890,  and  disoontinae  pension  nodcr 
said  act. 

J.  LiODGBlUXy 

Legal  Reciewet, 

Oct.  1,  1891. 

No  medical  action  required.    See  legal  action. 

Important  dates:  App't'd  Mar.  5, 1862^  discharged  Sept.  27, 1862;  died  Oct  12, 
1886;  declaration  filed  Aug.  1, 1890;  invalid  application  filed,  none;  inwiid  Tast^iaid 
to,  not;  former  marriage  of  soldier,  none;  death  of  former  wife,  nodne;  claimant's 
marriage  to  soldier,  April  18, 1849. 


Index  widow,  claim  cert.  No.  297187. 

John  J.  Key,  maj.  and  add.  A.  D.  C,  Regt.  U.  8.  A. 

Arrange  papers  in  invalid  claims — 1.  Declaration;  .2.  Soldier's  statements  u  to 
origin ;  3.  A.  O. ;  4.  S.  G. ;  5.  Cert  of  dis.  Let  history  as  to  origin,  eentinasDGc, 
etc.,  follow  in  regular  order. 

In  widows'  and  dei>endent  relatives'  claims— Let  evidence  of  soldier's  deslk, 
marriage,  dependence,  etc.,  follow  evidenoe  of  origin  and  continuance  of  fatal  disetse. 


No. 


1 
2 

f 

6 


Name  and  P.  O.  address. 


Date  of  filing. 


Snltfeci. 


Decl. 
Clt.. 


A.  G.  andS.G 

D.  W.  Voorheee  (TJ.  S.  SenaAor) 

D.  W.  Voorheea  (U.  8.  Senator) 

Dr.  J.  F.  K,  Appleby,  city 

Brief  under  act  Jane  27, 18M . . . 


Ang.  1,  *90.. 


▲ag.  19,  '91. 

Sept.?,  '91.. 
do 


Statement. 

Service. 

Soand— con.  In  senrice,  snb. 

andcaoae. 
Further  atatcmeat. 
Snb.  con.,  date  and  canse. 
All  other  evidence 

plete  the  daim. 


ooQ..<aie 


[Note. — The  evidenoe  applicable  to  general-law  claim  has  been  t«ken  frmn  aet  of 
Jnne  27,  1890,  claim  and  briefed  with  general-law  claim — Wilkinson,  ex^.] 

Widow^s  cUiim  forpetaion. 

District  of  Columbia, 

aty  of  WoBhington,  M. 

On  this  ^Ist  day  of  JuW,  1890,  personally  appeared  before  me,  a  notarv  pnblic  of 
a  court  of  record  in  and  for  the  County  and  State  aforesaid,  Hettie  Ann  I^ey,  a  resi- 
dent of  Washington  City,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  aged  60  years,  who,  beinfl 
duly  sworn,  makes  the  following  declaration,  in  or^er  to  obtain  the  pension  provid^ 
by  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  14, 1862 :  That  she  is  the  widow  of  M^or  John 
J.  Key,  who  was  a  major  and  additional  aide-de-camp  U.  S.  Army  in  the  war'of 
1861 ;  that  her  maiden  name  was  llettie  Ann  Sudd,  and  Chat  she  was  married  to  said 
John  J.  Key  on  or  about  the  15th  day  of  April,  1849,  at  city  of  Louisville,  in  tiie 
county  of  Jefferson  and  State  of  Kentucky,  by  Rev.  Father  McGill,  and  that  she 
knows  of  no  record  evidence  of  said  marriage  except  such  record  as  may  exist  and 
keptou  file  in  the  public  records  of  said  Jefferson  County,  Kentucky. 

bhe  further  declares  that  said  John  J.  Key,  her  husband,  died  at  his  home  in  West 
Washington,  in  the  District  of  Colunibia,  on  or  about  the  12th  day  of  October,  A.  D. 
1886,  of  chronic  diarrhea  and  general  weakness  and  debility  resulting  therefioiB. 
She  also  declares  that  she  has  remained  a  widow  ever  since  the  death  of  said  John 
J.  Key,  and  that  she  has  not  in  any  manner  been  engaged  in,  or  aided  or  abetted  the 
rebellion  in  the  United  States;  and  she  hereby  appoints  Messrs.  W.  8.  Odell  Sl  Co., 
of  Washington,  D.  C,  as  her  lawful  attorneys,  with  power  of  substitution,  and 
authorizes  them  to  present  and  prosecute  this  claim.    The  following  the  name,  data 
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of  birth,  and  place  of  residence  of  all  the  children  of  her  deceased  hnsband  who  were 
nnder  sixteen  yean  of  age  at  the  time  of  his  death.    No  children  under  the  age  of 
sixteen  (16)  years  at  date  of  the  soldier's  death: 
My  post-offioe  address  is  No.  2115  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Hettib  Ann  Kby. 

Also  personally  appeared  before  me,  Lonise  R.  Smith  and y  residents  of  Wash- 
ington. D.  G.y  to  me  well  known  as  credible  persons,  who,  being  dnly  sworn,  declare 
that  they  were  present  and  saw  Hettie  Ann  Key  sign  her  name  to  the  foresoine 
declaration,  and  that  they  have  ever^  reason  to  believe,  from  the  appearance  of  said 
applicant,  and  their  acquaintance  with  her,  that  she  is  the  identical  person  she  rep- 
resents herself  to  be,  and  know  that  said  deceased  recognized  said  applicant  as  his 
lawful  wife,  and  that  she  was  so  recognized  by  the  community  in  which  they  re- 
sided; and  that  they  have  no  interest^  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  prosecution  of  this 
claim. 

LouiSB  R.  Smith. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  this  31st  day  of  July,  1890 ;  and  I  hereby  certify 
that  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  prosecution  of  this  claim,  and  that 
the  contents  of  the  above  were  made  known  and  explainedto  applicant  and  witnesses 
before  signing. 

[8SAL.  J  8.  G.  Hopkins, 

Notary  PullUk 

NoTB.  —If  there  is  any  record  evidence  of  the  marriaee.inserty  except  that  of  which 
a  true  copy  is  hereunto  annexed,  and  append  a  certined  copy  of  the  record  accord- 
ingly. The  cause  of  death  must  be  specined  in  the  second  clause  of  the  declaration. 
The  declaration  and  evidence  of  identity,  must  be  made  before  a  court  of  record,  or 
before  some  officer  of  such  a  court  duly  authorized  to  administer  oaths,  and  having 
custody  of  its  seals,  which  must  be  attached. 

(Indorsed) :  204238  widow's  claim  for  pension.  Act  of  July  14, 1862.  Mrs.  Hettie 
Ann  Key,  widow  of  Mfi^.  John  J.  Key,  maj.  and  addl.,  aid-de-camp  U.  S.  Vols.  Pen- 
sion Office,  U.  S.,  Aug.  1, 1890.    Filed  by  W.  S.  Odell  and  Co.,  Washington  City,  D.  C. 


United  Statbs  Senate,  Washingiony  D,  C, ,  1891, 

1  am  the  widow  of  John  J.  Key,  and  while  my  husband  was  stationed  at  Corinth, 
Miss.,  on  General  Halleck's  staf^  in  June,  1862,  I  received  frequent  letters  from  him, 
one  of  which  has  been  preserved,  bearing  date  of  June  25,  1862,  and  written  at  Cor- 
mth,  Miss. ;  the  others  nave  been  mislaid  in  connection  with  my  husband's  papers, 
since  his  death,  and  I  cannot  now  find  them.  The  letter  of  June  25,  to  which  I  have 
referred,  is  largely  of  a  domestic  nature,  and  I  would  prefer  not  to  place  it  on  file 
in  my  claim,  it  contains,  however,  the  following  extracts,  which  are  herewllh  sub- 
mitted: 

''My  long  delay  was  not  caused  from  negligence  or  indifference  about  writing, 
but  I  was  ror  ten  days  very  unwell — had  q  uite  a  severe  attack  of  jaundice."    •     •     • 

"Sickness  preyails  to  a  considerable  extent  in  the  Army,  principally  bilious  fevers 
and  diarrbcea.    To-day  I  sent  for  Doctor  Sherrod."    •    •     •  . 

''Dkar  Wife  :  I  commenced  this  the  25th,  and  to-day  is  the  27th;  I  was  compelled 
to  break  off  on  the  25th,  and  yesterday  I  was  quite  sick,  but  to-day  am  all  right; 
that  is,  as  well  as  one  gets  in  tnis  place,  where  the  water  is  so  bad.  I  do  not  think 
we  will  stay  here  very  long,  say  two  weeks  longer."    •    •    * 

''My  present  duties  as  provost-marsh al-general  are  entirely  in  the  office.  I  have 
done  some  service  for  my  country  and  have  been  able  to  do  some  good  to  individu- 
als; have  been  able  to  give  some  protection  to  the  wronged  and  punished  in  some 
oases  the  guilty." 

In  other  letters  received  from  my  husband  while  he  was  on  duty  at  Corinth  he 
made  similar  and  even  stronger  statements  concerning  his  illness  than  the  above, 
although  he  was  habitually  careful  in  communicating  any  sickness  of  his  own  to  me. 

Some  six  or  eight  weeks  after  the  date  of  the  above-mentioned  letter  my  husband, 
on  a  diort  leave,  returned  home  to  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  where  we  then  lived.  His 
appearance  and  condition  was  very  distressing ;  he  was  much  emaciated  and  broken 
down.  He  was  suffering  from  the  effects  of  jaundice  and  also  from  severe  derange- 
ment of  the  stomach  and  bowels,  accompanied  with  diarrhcsa,  all  of  which  he  said 
he  contracted  while  at  Corinth.  He  was  under  medical  treatment  all  the  time  he 
was  at  home,  at  the  hands  of  Doctor  John  Wood,  then  our  family  physician  at  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  now  dead.    My  husband  was  not  at  all  recovered  when  he  returned  to 

33PXM* 
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his  station  at  Corintb,  Miss.,  and  afterwards^  when  he  left  the  serrice  and  retuud 
home,  he  was  still  afflicted  with  the  same  disease  and  was  Main  treated  by  Doctor 
Wood,  occasionally  assisted  by  Debtor  Ezra  Read,  of  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  who  itako 
dead,  yrom  the  date  of  my  husband's  return  from  the  service  to  the  date  of  ou 
remoYal  to  Washin^;tony  D.  C,  about  eighteen  years  a^o,  he  was  never  well  or  en- 
tirely free  from  medical  treatment  for  this  disease  of  diarrhcea.  After  oar  remoTal 
to  Washington  City  my  husband  consulted  Doctor  A.  Y.  P.  Garaett,  now  deccsMNl 
and  was  treated  by  him  for  chronic  diarrhcea.  After  Doctor  Garnet ts  death  I  went 
with  my  husband  to  the  warm  springs  of  Virginia,  where  he  foand  no  relief  from 
his  diarrhoea  and  was  prostrated  by  nervous  chms.  This  was  between  six  andseTw 
years  ago:  and  soon  after  our  return  from  the  springs  to  Washington  City  my  hns- 
band  employed  Doctor  Appleby  as  his  attending  physician,  and  as  such  Doctor  Ap- 
pleby continued  until  my  husband's  death  on  the  12th  day  of  October,  1886.  From 
my  personal  knowledge  and  from  my  constant  attendance  upon  him  from  the  time 
my  husband  came  out  of  the  service  until  the  day  of  his  death,  I  know  that  heso/- 
fered  and  died  from  chronic  diarrhoea. 

Of  those  who  served  with  my  husband  on  Greneral  Halleck's  staff  I  know  of  ooDe 
now  living.  General  Thorn,  the  last  survivor,  having  died  within  tho  last  few  weelu, 
and  for  this  reason  I  am  unable  to  furnish  the  evidence  of  his  comrades.  Doctor 
Sherrod,  to  whom  my  husband  makes  reference  in  his  letter  to  nie  of  June  25th,  1863. 
was  a  surgeon  in  the  Army  at  that  time  from  Indiana,  and  a  personal  friend  sod 
associate  of  my  husband.  He  is  now  dead,  and  I  am  unable  to  famish  medical  tes- 
timony showing  treatment  in  the  service. 

She  further  states  that  she  applied  for  and  has  been  granted  a  pension  under  the 
special  act  of  June  27,  1890,  which  she  will  abandon,  and  asks  that  her  claim  under 
tne  general  law  be  adjudicated  upon  the  testimony  filed. 

Hettie  Akn  Ket. 
District  of  Columbia,  m; 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  twentieth  day  of  August,  1891. 
[SEAL.]  Harry  M.  £arlk, 

Xotary  Public* 

(Indorsed:)  Orig.  No.  460416.  John  J.  Key,  maj.  and  ald-de-camp.  Cert.  No^ 
297187.    Widows. 


1601  A.,  C,  P.y  1891. 

War  Department, 
Adjutant  General's  Office, 
JVaMngUm,  Februafy  S8,  1891, 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  request  of  Febr'y  26, 1891, 
for  certain  information  for  use  in  tlie  consideration  of  application  for  pension  No. 
460416,  and  to  return  it  herewith  with  tho  following  information : 

It  appears  from  the  records  of  this  office  that  John  J.  Key  was  appointed  an  addl 
A.  D.  C.,  with  rank  of  major,  March  5,  1862,  and  accepted  the  appointment  same  date. 
He  served  on  the  staff  of  General  Halleck  from  date  of  appointment  to  September 
27,  1862. 

He  was  dismissed  the  service  of  the  U.  S.,  Sept.  27, 1862,  promulgated  in  6. 0.  No. 
144,  this  office,  same  date. 

The  dismissal  in  his  case  was  revoked,  and  he  was  honorably  discharged  the  serv- 
ice to  date  from  September  27,  1862,  per  para.  12,  8.  O.  167,  this  office,  July  1.5,  1868. 
There  is  no  record  found  on  tile  of  any  disability  in  his  case. 

J.  C.  Kelton, 
Adjutant  General, 

By  U.  S.  B. 
The  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 

Washing  ton,  D.  C, 


[CW.aDdK.Div.    W.W.8..  Bx'r.    No.  4(HM16.    John  J.  Koy,  MiO- md  AdL  Aid  de  C] 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington f  D.  C,  Feb.  SG,  1S9L 
Sir:  It  is  alleged  that  John  J.  Key  was  appointed,  5th  Mch.,  1862,  and  served  as 
maj.  and  adl.  aid  de  camp,  U.  S.  A.,  and  was  discharged  27th  Sept.,  1S62. 

In  case  of  the  above-named  soldier  the  War  Department  is  roniiesteil  to  furnish  an 

ofScial  statement  of  the  enToUment)  dv«Q\v«c^<e,  viTid  record  ot  service  so  far  as  the 

Biune  oAj  be  applicable  to  the  ioxegom^  tkWA^iwWnn,  v>^\}DL«t  -^KNXi  ixi;^^  \qkASsa\  ki». 
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toiy.    Please  give  the  rank  he  held  at  the  time  he  is  claimed  to  have  incarred  the 
disahilHy  alleged,  and  if  records  show  that  he  was  not  in  line  of  duty  daring  thai 
period,  let  the  fact  be  stated. 
Very  respectfnlly, 

Grekn  B.  Raum, 

ADJUTANT-GBinBBAI.,  U.  S.  A.^ 

War  DtpartmenL 


1601A.,  C.  P.    1891. 

Wak  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Waahington,  September  i,  1891, 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yoor  request  of  Ancnst  31, 
1891,  for  certjun  additional  information  for  use  in  the  consideration  of  application 
for  pension  No.  297187,  and  to  return  it  herewith  with  the  following  information : 

It  appears  from  the  records  of  this  office  that  the  only  suryiving  officers  who  were 
associated  with  the  late  Major  John  J.  Key,  Addl.  A.  D.  C.  of  Vols.,  during  his 
service  in  the  Army  are  as  follows : 
Brig.  Genl.  J.  C.  Kelton,  Achntant-General  U.  S.  Ayny,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Colonel  George  W.  Cullum,  U.  S.  A.,  retired,  No.  261  5th  Ave.,  New  York  City. 
Captain  Wilnam  McMichael,  late  A.  A.  Gen.  of  Vols.,  No.  1841  Spruce  Street, 
Phila.,  Penn. 

J.  C.  SLelton, 
AdJutanUGenerah 
By  H.  8.  B. 

The  COMMIB8IONXR  OF  PXNSIOlfB. 


[Sped«l.— W.  W.  B.,  O.  W.  ud  N.  Divisioii.— 1601,  A.  C.  B.,  A.  O.  O.,  1891.] 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Aug,  31,  1891. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Adjutant-General,  U.  S.  A.^  requesting  a  list  of  names 
of  officers  who  were  aiteooiated  with  this  man  during  his  service,  with  their  P.  O. 
addresses. 
For  use  in  widow^s  claim  No.  297187. 
John  J.  Key. 
Bec'd  back  A.  G.  O.,  A.  C.  P.,  Aug.  31, 1891. 

Charles  P.  Lincoln, 

Acting  Commieeioner, 

[SpeeiaL— O.  W.  and  N.  Div.,  W.  W.  B.  Ex*r,  Widow  No.  297188.  John  J.  Key,  m%}.  and  addl.  A. 

D.  C,  U.  S.  Army.] 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waehingiony  D.  C,  September  7,  1891, 

8ir:  It  is  alleged,  in  the  above-noted  claim,  that  the  officer,  John  J.  Key,  was  af- 
fected with  chronic  diarrhcBa  during  his  service  fi*om  March  5  to  September  27, 1862. 
Will  yon  please  return  this  letter  with  a  statement  of  what  you  may  know  relative 
to  the  truth  of  said  allegation. 
Very  respectfully. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commieaioner, 
Capt.  William  McMicrael, 

1841  ifi^»ni6e  St.,  PhiladelpMa,  Pa. 


Mills  Building, 
16  Broad  St.,  New  York,  September  15, 1891. 
Hon.  Green  B.  Baum, 

Comm'r  of  PeneUme,  WaeMmgUm,  D.  C: 

Drar  Sir:  I  do  notrecaD  asything  in  reference  to  yoor  above  inquiry. 
Bespeotfiilly,  yours, 

WnjJASC  MoMiCiLkx\^ 
(Jronaerly  of  ^^^^  BpnwM  St.,  ^V.\^A.^| 
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[Special.    O.  W.  and  K.  THr.    W.  W.  B.,  ez'r.    Widow  Xo.  297187.    John  J.  Kej^,  m^.  wA  adfl 

▲.  D.  Cm  U.  S.  Azmy.] 

DkPARTMKNT  of   THK  iNTKBIOBy 

BURRAU  OF  FeNSIOHS, 

WoMkingtim,  D.  C,  Sq^t.  7, 1S91. 

Sir:  It  is  alleged  in  the  above-noted  claim  that  the  officer,  John  J.  Key,  was  af- 
fected with  (Tronic  diarrhoBa  during  hia  service  from  March  5t2i  to  Sept.  27,  1^. 

Will  yon  please  return  this  letter  with  a  statement  of  what  you  may  know  rel»> 
tive  to  tiie  truth  of  said  allegation  f 
Very  respectfnllyi 

Grbbx  B.  Ra^um, 

Col.  Georgb  W.  Collum,  U.  S.  A.  (retired), 

£61  6ihAve,f  New  York  City,  N.  T. 


Newport,  R.  I.,  Sept.  10, 1S9L 

Sir:  Never  having  been  an  army  surgeon,  I  know  nothing  respecting  the  above 
allegation. 

Yours  resi>ectfully, 

Geo.  W.  Cullcm, 
BvU  Maj.  Gem.,  U,  8.  Army. 

COMMIBSIONSR  OF  PBNSIOKB. 


The  District  of  Columbia^ 

WashingUm,  D.  C: 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  a  notary  public,  D.  W.  Voorhees,  who  being  dniy 
sworn  testifies  as  follows:  I  knew  John  J.  Key  during  his  lifetime  for  the  period 
of  more  than  thirty  vears  and  I  knew  him  very  intimately.  He  died  in  Octolier, 
1886,  of  chronic  diarrnoBa.  I  knew  him  well  before  the  war,  during  war,  and  after 
the  war  was  over,  and  up  to  the  period  of  his  last  sickness  and  death.  We  were  in- 
timate personal  associates  at  all  times,  and  after  he  left  the  Army  he  was  my  law 
partner  for  several  years.  He  went  into  the  Army  in  the  spring  of  1862  and  cams 
.  out  of  it  in  the  fall  of  that  year.  I  was  with  him  from  day  to  day  at  the  time  he 
went  into  the  service  and  know  him  to  be  a  strouj^,  health  v  man.  Very  soon  after  he 
went  into  the  service  he  was  appointed  an  additional  aid-de-camp  on  General  Ual- 
Icck's  staff  with  the  rank  of  major,  and  assigned  to  duty  in  the  Southwest.  My  rec- 
ollection is  that  after  the  siege  of  Corinth,  Miss.,  he  was  detailed  as  provost  mar- 
shal of  that  place.  He  spent  some  months  there  during  a  very  sickly  season,  and  at  a 
period  when  a  great  many  men  in  the  service  sickened  and  died.  I  recall  the  faet 
that  I  was  informed  by  him  and  by  his  family  at  the  time  that  he  had  an  exceed- 
ingly severe  attack  of  yellow  jaundice  and  also  of  dysentery  while  on  duty  at 
Corinth,  Miss.  Upon  his  return  on  brief  leave  to  his  home  at  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
while  yet  in  the  service^  he  bore  all  the  evidences  of  severe  sickness,  was  much  ema- 
ciated, and  suffering  with  his  stomaeh  and  bowels.  From  that-time  forward  until 
his  death  I  think  I  can  safely  say  that  he  was  never  free  from  the  effects  of  the  dis- 
ease which  he  had  contracted.  As  law  partners  we  occupied  the  same  office,  and  1 
could  not  help  knowing  the  character  of  the  disease  under  which  he  was  laboring. 
Major  Key  often  spoke  of  obtaining  a  pension,  but  being  of  a  very  independent  and 
self-reliant  turn  of  mind  he  never  applied  for  one.  After  eating  he  often  suffered 
severely,  sometimes  threw  up  his  food,  and  at  other  times  it  passed  through  his 
bowels  apparently  without  digestion.  The  disease  seemed  at  times  to  be  better,  at 
other  times  worse,  but  he  was  never  wholly  free  from  it,  and  during  the  last  few 
years  of  his  life  it  was  one  of  the  most  flagrant  cases  of  chronic  diarrhoea  I  ever  knew. 

I  have  no  interest  whatever  in  this  claim,  and  the  foregoing  statement  has  beeo 
correctly  taken  down  from  my  personal  dictation. 

D.  W.  VOORHSSS. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  19th  day  of  Angnst^  A.  D.,  1891. 
[seal.]  R.  b.  Nixon, 

Notary  Publie 

(Indorsed:)  Orlg.  No.  460416.    John  J.  Key,  maj.  and  add.  aid-de-camp.  Cert.  No. 
297187.    Widows, 
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In  the  matter  of  the  claim  for  pension  of  Mrs.  Hettie  A..  Key,  widow  of  Major  John 
James  Key,  assistant  aid-de-camp  on  the  staff  of  General  Halleck. 

Hon.  D.  W.  YoorheeSy  beins  dnly  sworn,  on  his  oath  says: 

I  knew,  intimately  well  and  for  many  years,  Dr.  William  F.  Sherrod,  to  whom  allu- 
sion is  made  by  Major  Key  in  his  letter  of  Jnne  25,  1862,  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to  his 
wife,  at  their  home  in  Terre  Haute,  Ind.  I  know  Dr.  Sherrod  to  have  been  on  duty 
in  the  Southwest,  at  or  near  Corinth,  Miss.,  at  the  time  Major  Key's  letter  was  writ- 
ten. I  have  heard  him  in  his  lifetime  speak  of  his  treatment  of  Major  Key,  at  that 
time  at  Corinth,  and  also  of  his  intimate  personal  relations  with  Major  Key.  Dr. 
Sherrod  is  now  dead.  He  died  at  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  within  the  past  five  or  six 
years. 

My  home  is  now,  and  has  been  for  the  last  thirty-four  years,  at  Terre  Haute,  Indi- 
ana, and  from  the  very  first  of  my  residence  there  I  knew  Dr.  John  Wood  and  Dr.  Ezra 
Reed  intimately  well  as  lone  as  they  lived.  After  Major  Key's  return  from  the  Army, 
in  the  fall  of  18iS2, 1  know  that  he  waa  under  medical  treatment  for  chronic  diarrhoea 
•both  by  Dr.  Wood  and  by  Dr.  Reed.  Major  Key  being  my  law  partner  for  some  years 
after  he  left  the  military  service,  I  necessarily  knew  the  condition  of  his  health  and 
who  were  his  medical  advisers,  and  I  can  state  clearly  and  positively  that  while  he 
was  sometimes  better'than  at  other  times^  he  was  oftener  worse,  and  never  well  or 
free  from  chronic  diarrhoea,  the  disease  of  which  he  died.  At  times  his  sufferings 
were  very  great,  but  being  a  man  of  fine  courage  and  force  of  will,  he  never  surren- 
dered his  hopes  of  ultimate  recovery  until  within  the  last  two  or  three  years  of  his  life. 
That  he  died  of  chronic  diarrhoea  1  know  as  well  as  it  is  possible  for  one  not  a  phy- 
sician t-o  understand.  He  had  severe  hemorrhages  f^om  the  bowels  and  became 
greatly  emaciated.  He  was  aware  that  he  could  have  obtained  a  pension  on  account 
of  disability  incurred  in  the  service,  but  not  being  in  immediate  necessity,  and  be- 
ing very  self-reliant  and  independent  in  his  mental  make-up,  he  never  made  applica- 
tion. When  his  son  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Perr3rville^  in  October,  1862, 1  distinctly 
remember  that  Major  Key  was  suffering  very  greatly  from  his  disease,  and  the  in- 
telligence of  his  son's  death  greatly  distressed  bim  and  aggravated  his  trouble.  I 
also  know  taut  Dr.  A.  Y.  P.  Gamett,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  now  dead,  treated  Major 
Key  for  chronic  diarrhoea. 

'  D.  W,  YOORHEES. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me,  notary  public  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  this 
seventh  day  of  September,  1891. 
[SEAL.]  Sarah  S.  Sampson, 

Notary  Puhlie, 

(Indorsed:)  To  Ch'f Div      Action  filed  Sept.  17, 1891.    Commissioner. 


This  personal  letter  of  Senator  Voorhees  shows  that  he  is  familiar  with  the  circum- 
stances of  the  clt.,  and  that  they  are  as  the  evidence  of  H.  J.  May  tends  to  show. 

Terbb  Haute,  Ikd.,  Jum  9, 1891, 

Pear  Frank  :  I  wish  you,  on  receipt  of  this,  to  go  to  the  office  of  McLean  &. 
Nichoi,  see  Mr.  Nichol,  and  get  the  number  of  Mrs.  Key's  claim  for  pension,  as  the 
widow  of  John  J.  Key,  late  a  major  of  Indiana  Volunteers.  Ask  Mr.  Nichol  then  to 
go  with  you  to  Deputy  Commisaioner  Lincoln,  of  the  Pension  Office,  and  call  his  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  Mrs.  Key's  claim  was  made  special  something  like  a  year  ago 
on  my  statement  showing  that  her  husband  left  her  nothing  on  which  to  rely  for  sup- 
port, and  to  the  furtlier  fact  that  I  am  informed  by  Col.  McLean  that  all  the  proof  is 
now  in,  and  that  her  claim  has  been  placed  on  the  completed  files.  Say  to  Col.  Lin- 
coln that  under  these  circumstances  I  trust,  and  indeed  have  no  doubt,  that  he  will 
liavti  the  claim  allowed  at  once.  I  will  be  exceeding  obliged  to  him  for  prompt 
action,  knowing  as  I  do  the  situation  of  Mrs.  Key  and  the  merits  of  her  claim. 

Please  give  this  matter  your  immediate  attention  and  write  me  in  regard  to  it. 
As  ever,  yours, 

D.  W.  Voorhees. 

Frank  Jones. 

18S7  Sixth  street  northwest,  Washington,  D.  C, 

(Indoised:)  Certificate  460416.    Second  deputy.    June  12, 1891.    CommissioDer. 
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1430  33d  St.,  We«t  Washington,  Amg,  19lk,  189L 

I  have  known  M»j.  John  J.  Key  professionally  since  1885,  when  he  first  CMne  under 
my  care.  At  that  time  he  told  me  he  had  been  subject  to  diarrhoea  for  yean.  He 
was  then  sofferinfi^  with  it,  and  it  continaed  almost  constantly  nntil  his  deaA  in 
Oct.,  1886.  His  discharges  from  the  bowels  were  frequent,  and  of  a  greenish  color 
mixed  with  mucu-pnrulent  matter.  My  diagnosis  was  catarrhal  condition  of  stomek 
and  bowels  and  probably  nlcers  of  bowels.    He  died  of  this  disease. 

J.  F.  R.  Appleby,  M.  IX 

District  of  Columbia,  to  wit: 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me  this  19th  day  of  Angt.,  1891. 

[SEAL.]  Ed.  Shobilikeb, 

2^&tary  Puktk, 

(Indorsed :)  Orig.  No.  460416.  John  J  Key,  maj.  and  add.  aid-de-camp.  Cert.  N<k 
297187.    Widow. 


lu  re  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow  of  John  J.  Key,  mi^or  and  additional  aid-de-eiaip. 

No.  460416. 

Mrs.  Harriet  S.  Renard  nee  Key,  daughter  of  the  above-name^l  John  J.  Key  sod 
Hettie  Ann  Key^  claimant  herein,  being  by  me,  a  notarv  public  in  and  for  said  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  duly  sworn  on  her  oath,  says  that  all  tne  services  rendered  by  har 
deceased  father  above  uamed,  in  the  late  war  of  the  rebellion,  was  as  major  and 
additional  aid-de-camp,  and  further  saith  not. 

Harrikt  S.  Renabd. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  9th  day  of  March,  1891. 

[SEAL.]  E.  L.  White, 

^olary  l^idltc,  D.  C. 

(Indorsed:)  No.  460416.  Wid.  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow  John  J.  Key,  maj.  and 
add.  aid-de-camp,  U.  S.  A.  O.  W  &  N.  April  6,  1891.  Received  Pension  Office, 
U.  8.,  March  10,  1891.    Filed  by  W.  S.  OdeU  &,  Co.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


In  re  claim  No.  460416.    Act  of  June  27, 1890.     Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow  of  John  J. 

Key,  deceased. 

DiiSTRiCT  OF  Columbia, 

City  of  fVaahington,  sot: 

Heber  J.  May,  being  duly  sworn  upon  his  oath  according  to  law,  deposes  and  says 
that  he  is  a  citizen  of  Washington,  D.  C,  and  a  practicing  attorney  at  law  in  tiiid 
city.  Aihant  states  that  he  was  personally  acquainted  with  Maior  John  J.  Key^  de- 
ceased, formerly  mi^or  and  additional  aid-de-camp;  that  said  deceased  die«i  mthe 
city  of  Washington  on  the  12th  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1886 ;  that  said  affiant  atteQ«i6<l 
his  funeral;  that  he  knows  of  his  personal  knowledge  that  Hettie  Ann  Key  remaist 
the  widow  of  said  John  J.  Key,  she  not  having  remarried;  that  he  further  knovB, 
of  his  personal  knowledge,  that  said  Key  left  surviving  him  no  children  nnder  the 
age  of  sixteen  (16)  years;  and  that  she  is  dependent,  having  but  little  means,  and 
further  states  that  he  has  no  interest  whatever  in  the  prosecution  of  this  clatm, 
directly  or  indirectly. 

Heber  J.  Mat, 
Cor.  N^nd  tUt  eU.  NW,,  eUg, 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  February  23rd,  A.  D.  1891. 

[SEAL.]  John  T.  Mitchell, 

Notary  Public 

(Indorsed:)  No.  460416,  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow  John  J.  Key,  m^,  and  additional 
aid-de-camp;  Pension  Office,  U.  S.,  Feb.  24, 1891-^  O.  W.  and  N.,  Mar.  4,  1891.  re- 
eeiv^    Filedby  W.  S.Od©\V&Co,,>Ntta\Au%\iaTJL,\>.vi. 
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Marriage, 

The    allowing  is  taken  from  the  book  entitled  ''Record  of  marriages,  St.  Louis' 
Churcl.,  5th  street,  Louisville,  Ky/' : 
''1849,  April  18th,  I  married  John  James  Key  and  Miss  Hettie  Anne  Rudd. 

"J.  McGiix." 

[SEAL  OF  DIOCXSB  OF  LOUISVILLE,  KY.]  WiLLlAM  GRORGK  McClOSKEY, 

Biskcp  of  Lauiwille, 
Claim't,  19  years  of  age. 

(Indorsed:)  Wid.  org.  No.  460413,  O.  K.  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow  John  J.  Key^ 
migor  and  additional  aid-de-camp,  O.  R.,  O.  K.  Record  of  marriage.  Pension  Of- 
fice, U.  S.,  Feb.  19, 1891.    FUed  by  W.  S.  OdeU  &  Co.,  Washington,  V.  C. 


Marriage, 

State  of  Kentucky, 

Jefferson  County,  set: 

Be  it  remembered  that  heretofore,  to  wit,  on  the  18  day  of  April,  1849,  John 
James  Key  obtained  from  the  clerk  of  the  county  court  within  and  for  the  county 
and  State  aforesaid  a  license  to  marry  Hotty  Ann  Rurld,  and  they  were  married  by 
J.  McGill,  in  Louisville,  Ky.^  all  of  wliich  more  at  large  appears  by  reference  to  the 
marriage  register  uow  on  file  in  my  office  as  clerk  of  said  court. 

Witness  my  hand  and  official  seal  of  said  court  at  office  in  Louisville  this  19  day 
of  September,  1882. 

[seal.]  Geo.  H.  Webb, 

Clk.  Jeff.  Co,  Ct,  Ky. 

State  of  Kentucky, 

Jefferson  County,  ss: 

I,  W.  B.  Hoke,  judge  of  the  county  court  of  Jefferson  County,  in  the  State  afore- 
said, do  certify  that  Geo.  H.  Webb,  who  has  signed  the  foregoing  certificate,  is,  and 
was  at  the  time  of  signing  the  same,  clerk  of  said  court,  duly  elected  and  qualified ; 
that  all  his  official  acts  as  such  are  entitled  to  full  faith  and  credit,  and  that  his 
foregoing  attestation  is  in  due  form  of  law. 

Given  under  my  hand  this  19th  clay  of  September,  1882. 

W.  B.  Hoke,  J,  J.  C.  C. 

(Indorsed :)  No.  460416.  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow.  John  James  Key.  Marriage 
certificate.  Maj.  and  Adj.  A.  de  C,  U.  S.  A.  Ctf.  of  marriage.  Copy.  Pension 
Office,  U.  S.,  Feb.  19,  1891.  O.  W.  and  N.,  Jun.  8,  1891,  received.  Filed  by  W.  S. 
Odell  &  Co.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


[E.  C.  B.    Sapervialng  section.    East,  126.] 

Hon.  Act'o  Com'r: 

Aug,  26,  '91. 

CtlV  No.  297187. 

Claimant,  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow. 

Soldier,  .John  J.  Key. 

Service,  Maj.  and  Add.  A.  D.  C,  U.  S.  Army. 

Claimant's  P.  O.  address,  No.  2115  H  Kt.  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Kec'd  in  S.  E.  D.  Sept.  7,  1891,  from  O.,  W.  and  N.  Div. 

Kefereures  to  Spec'l  Ex'm'r  M.  Taylor  Sept.  9, 1891,  for  spec'l  ex'm'n  at  Washington, 
D.  C. 

See  papers  under  general  law  herewith. 


Ctf.  No.  297187.    Hettie  Ann  Key. 

To  S.  E.  Dir.  for  cross-examination  of  Dr,  J.  F.  R.  Appleby, of  ^wit^Vsi^^Xk.;^.^. 
Sept.  8, 1891. 
£.  O.  B. 
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(8p«oiAl.    O.  W.  lad  y.  BIT.    W.  W.  B.,  exV.    Ko.  297187.    WId.    NMne,  John  J.  K«t*   0^  V^ 
And  add'l  A.  D.  C.    App^t'd  Mar.  6^  1882.    Disebarired  Sept.  27, 1882.J 

Dbpartmient  of  thx  Imtkriob, 

BuRXAn  or  Pxxsioiia, 
Wa9hington,  1>.  C,  Amg.  31, 189L 

Chief  Army  and  Navy  Suryivors'  Division: 

Please  famish  the  names  and  P.  O.  addresses  of  officers  and  eomrades  Ifiy.  k 
addl  A.  D.  C,  U.  S.  A.,  for  use  in  above  case. 

C.  W.  Filer, 

Mad.  ^  ^d'l  A.  D.  C,  Mar.  5,  '62,  to  Sept.  27,  '62. 


[Spedsl.] 
FILB8   SUP. 

Widow's  Ctf.  No.  297187. 

Hettie  Ann. 

Name.  John  J.  Key. 

Submitted  to  the  board  of  review  for  allow.  Aug.  27, 1891. 

W.  W.  Buck, 
Besubmitted  to  S.  £.  D.  Sept.  7, 1891. 

W.  W.  Buck, 


INDEX  TO  SPECIAL  EXAMINSI^S  REPORT. 

Claim  of  ffettie  Ann  Kejf.    No,  t97,187. 


PftgM. 


1  to 

to  2 
to 
8  to4 


NameB  of  witneuea,  etc. 


Index 

Notio«  to  claimaBt,  none. 

Samniarv 

Claimant's  statement — 
Dr.  J.  F.  R.  Applebv  .... 
See  page  4,  brief  jacket. . 


Bxliibita. 


D«posi- 
tiona. 


Sepntatkm. 


Gkx>d. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Sepi,  lothy  1S9L 
Hon.  Comm'r  of  Pensions, 

Waahingion,  D.  C: 

Sir:  I  return  herewith  the  papers  in  the  pension  claim  No.  297,187  of  Hettie  Ann 
Key,  widow  of  Maj.  John  J.  Key,  late  A.  D.  C,  U.  S.  A.,  referred  to  me  for  the  par- 
pose  of  a  cross-examination  of  Dr.  Appleby,  an  original  witness,  as  to  death  cause. 

Having  complied  with  instructions  I  submit  the  case  for  consideration  of  board  of 
review. 

Very  respectfully, 

F.  M.  Taylor,  S]^l  B^r. 


Deposition  A. 
Can  of  ffetHe  Ann  Keif,  No,  i$7flS7* 

On  this  9th  day  of  Sept.,  18^1.  at  Washington,  D.  C.  before  me,  F.  M.  Taylor,  • 
special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared  James  F.  R.  Appleby, 
who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interrogatories  propounded  to 
him  daring  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pension  claim,  deposes  and  says:  I 
am  about  fifty  years  of  age.  I  have  practiced  medicine  since  18o8.  P.  O.  address 
1430,  33rd  str.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

I  knew  Maj.  John  J.  Key  for  about  seven  or  eisht  years  prior  to  his  death,  and 
waa  hia  physician  daring  his  \aat  V\Viie«a«   ^^  ^^  ^^  ^  «»Xaact\sAiL  ««^w^\iL<sMx  of  tha 
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Btomnch  and  bowels.  He  told  me  that  he  had  suflTered  from  chronic  diarrhoea  for  many 
^ears.  It  was  in  18S5  that  I  became  professionally  acquanted  with  him.  He  died 
in  Oct..  1886.  I  treated  him  off  and  on  from  Ang.,  1885,  until  his  death  in  Oct.,  1886. 
I  had  no  reason  to  know  anything  regardinc;  his  health  prior  to  the  time  I  was 
called  in  to  treat  him.  My  treatment  was  for  the  catarrhal  condition  of  his  stomach 
and  bowels  and  nothing  else.  I  don't  recollect  that  he  attributed  his  condition  to 
his  army  life.  I  don't  know  what  his  habits  were.  I  never  saw  him  under  the  influ- 
ence of  liquor,  although  a  neighbor. 

J.  F.  R.  Applebt,  if.  D, 

« 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  9th  dav  of  Qe^t»,  1891,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fuUy  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

^  F.  M.  Taylor, 

/SpedtU  JSxaminer. 


[aB.D.    No.2ir7,187.] 

Name :  Hettie  Ann  Key. 

P.  O.  address :  Washington.  D.  C. 

Becommendation :  Consideration  of  board  of  reyiew. 

P.  M.  Taylor, 
Special  Examiner. 

Befereno6M 

Sept.  10, 1891. 

Respectfully  referred  to  thief  board  of  review  for  consideration. 

Fbkd  C.  Pbck, 
Actlmg  Chief  8B.  Divieion, 


No.  297, 187.  Reissue. 

United  States  of  America, 
Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Pensions. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  Hettie 
Ann  Key,  widow  of  John  J.  Key,  who  was  a  m%jor  and  additional  A.  D.  C,  United 
States  Army,  is  entitled  to  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  dollars  per  month,  to 
commence  on  the  twelfth  day  of  October,  1^86,  and  to  continue  during  dependence. 
Issued  in  lieu  of  certificate  dated  July  13,  1891,  to  allow  pension  under  general  law. 

Given  at  the  Department  of  the  Interior  this  seventh  day  of  October,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-one,  and  of  the  independence  of  the  United  States  of 
America  the  one  hundred  and  sixteenth. 

[seal.]  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Countersigned. 

Andrew  Davidson, 
Acting  Commiesioner  of  Peneione, 

Former  payments  covering  anv  portion  of  the  same  time  to  be  deducted. 
Certificate  division,  Octo.  10,  '91.    New  certificate  of  same;  date  on  widow's  form. 

L.  M.  Kellby, 
Chief  of  DivimoH. 

(Indorsed :)  No.  297,187.  Pension  certificate  of  Hettie  Ann  Key,  payable  quarterly 
by  the  U.  8.  pension  agent  at  Washington,  D.  C.    Clokey,  clerk. 


U.  S.  Pension  Agency, 
WaehingUm,  D.  C,  Oct.  10th,  1891. 

ReroectfhUy  returned  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  reissue  certificate  No. 
297187,  and  other  papers  of  issue  in  the  case  of  Hettie  Ann  Key,  widow,  and  atten- 
tion invited  to  the  fact  that  the  certificate  is  made  upon  a  "  mother's"  blank. 

U.  8,  P«MMm  A^vubV 
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Bureau  of  Pensions, 
Office  of  the  Commii»iokee. 

P.O. 

Action  and  order:  Mrs.  Key's  present  address  is  Roekville.  McL 

W.6. 
Care  of  Hon.  D.  W.  Voorhees,  Washin^n,  D.  C. 


BmoEAU  OP  Pensionb, 
Office  of  the  Comjossionis. 
No.C.    Claim  297187.  • 

Mrs.  Hettie  Key. 

Maj.  Jno.  J.  Key,  aide  de  camp  U.  S.  Vols. 
Action  and  order :  Appleby. 
To  Chf.  O.  W.  Div. 
Action  papers  with  Commissioner  Sep.  24, 1891. 

Q.  General,  I  understood  you  to  say  that  this  case  took  its  legolar 
course  through  the  Pension  Office,  no  violation  of  any  of  the  mkB  rf 
the  office?— A.  Not  at  all,  sir.  It  was  properly  handled  there.  Prop^ 
erly  handled  and  properly  allowed.    On  full  evidence,  too. 

Q.  Please  answer  my  questions  and  leave  your  coansel  to  commeDt 
on  the  facts  afterwards.  I  want  to  know  if  the  widow  of  a  soldier  ap- 
plies for  a  pension  if  the  medical  board  is  not  the  paramonnt  aathorit^ 
to  decide  whether  the  soldier  ever  had  the  disease  alleged  or  died  from 
it,  from  all  the  evidence  that  has  been  gone  through  firoin  outside  sources 
or  from  the  comrades  of  the  soldier  f — A.  That  is  considered  a  legal  ques- 
tion in  the  office  and  is  passed  upon  by  a  legal  board. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  a  case  under  the  old  lawf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  considered  a  legal  question? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  document,  issued  by  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey, 
giving  the  course  of  a  claim  through  the  office? — A.  I  believe  so.  I 
issueil  a  document  of  that  kind  myself,  and  the  Secretary  spoke  of  the 
same  thing  in  his  annual  rex)ort. 

Q.  1  see  here  that  in  that  he  states  ^Hhat  the  examiners  must  look 
up  the  testimony,  as  they  are  stationed  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
country  for  that  purpose.'^  You  agree  to  that,  don't  you? — ^A.  They 
look  up  the  testimony  in  regard  to  such  cases  as  are  assigned  to  them. 

Q.  When  a  case  is  sent  to  an  examiner  he  is  expected  to  look  up  the 
testimony  in  regard  to  it? — A.  Yes,  sir^  look  up  such  testimony  as  i^ 
required  of  him. 

Q.  If  he  goes  into  the  field  to  look  up  the  testimony  in  a  case  and  yoa 
issue  an  order  as  to  what  testimony  he  shall  hunt  up,  what  is  he  gov- 
erned by;  what  the  record  shows  it  is  necessary  to  make  out  theeasef 
— A.  You  may  send  him  a  case  and  let  him  take  it  from  the  stump  or 
put  him  under  instructions  as  to  what  is  required. 

Q.  You  concluded  you  had  proof  enough  in  regard  to  everything  ex- 
cept what  could  be  obtained  from  the  cross-examination  of  this  physi- 
cian, Dr.  Appleby! — ^A.  Upon  the  examination  of  Dr.  Appleby-s  state- 
ments there  1  thought  it  was  proper  to  have  him  cross-examined. 

Q.  You  thought  the  other  proof,  then,  was  not  sufficient? — ^A.  No,  sir; 
I  did  not.  That  is,  the  proof  outside  of  Senator  Voorhees  I  did  not  re- 
gard as  sufficient. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  direct  him  to  take  the  testimony  of  those  who 
knew  him  on  aiXiount  of  being  in  the  Army  with  him?^A.  It  came  to 
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me  in  some  way  or  other  that  these  people  were  not  iHtlt  him;  those 
who  were  aronnd,  on  the  same  staff. 

Q.  Was  Senator  Voorhees  with  him? — A.  He  was  not;  he  was  not  in 
the  Army. 

Q.  Does  he  testify  to  any  such  thing! — A.  He  testifies  to  the  fact 

Q.  He  does  not  testify  he  was  m  the  Army? — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Q.  Does  he  testify  to  the  fact  that  he  knew  this  man  had  this  disease 
while  he  was  in  the  service? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  say  that  that  is  his  testimony  in  that  affidavit? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q,  That  he  knew  that  to  be  a  fact? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  part  of  that  affidavit  do  you  find  that  in? — ^A.  That  is  my 
recollection  of  his  testimony.    Of  course,  it  is  right  here  before  us. 

Q.  Look  and  see  what  part  of  it  it  was  he  testified  to  that  in. — A, 
[Examining  papers:]  He  testifies  to  seeing  the  man  when  he  was  home, 
and  he  looked  like  a 

Q.  Please  read  where  he  states  what  you  said  the  affidavit  stated. — 
A.  "  He  spent  some  months  there  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  during  a  very  sickly 
season,  and  at  a  period  when  a  great  many  men  in  the  service  sickened 
and  died ;  and  I  recall  the  fact  that  I  was  informed  by  him  and  his  fam- 
ily at  the  time  that  he  had  an  exceedingly  serious  attack  of  yellow 
jaundice  and  dysentery  while  there." 

Q.  Is  that  the  part  you  refer  to? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.    There  is  something  else  in  there  in  regard  to  it  too. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Let  Judge  Payson  examine  it  and  see  if  he  can  find  the 
place.    The  question  was  as  to  the  origin  of  the  disease. 

Judge  Payson.  Here  is  where  that  is. 

The  Witness.  "  Upon  his  return  on  a  brief  leave  to  his  home  at  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  while  yet  in  the  service,  he  bore  all  the  evidence  of  severe 
sickness,  was  much  emaciated  and  suffering  with  his  stomach  and 
bowels." 

By  "Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  That  makes  it  a  case  of  chronic  diarrhea? — ^A.  Then  he  follows 
it 

Q.  Never  mind  about  explaining  it.  If  there  is  anything  else  in 
there  that  you  rely  upon  you  can  point  it  out.  I  asked  you  about  his 
hospital  record. — A.  He  has  no  hospital  record. 

Q.  If  he  had  been  very  sick  he  would  have  had,  wouldn't  he? — ^A.  He 
might  have  been  treated  at  his  quarters. 

Q.  Now,  General  Bussey  says  here,  ^'  When  the  evidence  in  a  case  is 
all  in  the  examiner  makes  a  brief  of  it,  and  i^  upon  review,  he  finds  the 
proof  complete  for  a  pension,  he  indorses  his  opinion  upon  the  brief 
and  forwards  the  papers  to  the  board  of  review.''  The  examiner  didn't 
express  any  opinion  in  this  case. — A.  I  don't  recall  as  to  that. 

Judge  Payson.  The  record  will  show. 

Q.  I  want  to  show  that  this  case  did  not  take  the  regular  course. — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  the  examiner,  on  the  27th  of  August,  1891,  submitted  the 
case  for  allowance. 

Q.  Let  me  see  what  the  examiner  said. 

Q.  Here  is  the  examiner's  report,  read  from  that. — ^A.  I  am  not  talk- 
ing about  that  examiner,  the  special  examiner.  I  am  talking  about  the 
examiuer  in  the  adjudicating  division* 
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Q.  Yoiiha^litliespecial  examiner's  report? — A.  On  the  27th  of  August 
Mr.  W.  W.  Buck  submitted  the  case  for  allowance. 

Q.  I  don't  see  that  he  submitted  any  slips. — A.  Very  few  cases  go 
through  with  slips.    The  majority  of  cases  go  through  without  slips. 

Q.  "This  board,'^  says  G^en.  Bussey,  "  is  composed  of  revieivers  and  re- 
reviewers.  The  cases  assigned  daily  by  the  chie&  of  divisions  to  the  re- 
viewers and  passed  upon  by  them  as  to  all  matters  of  fact  and  points 
of  law  are  again  in  turn  passed  upon  by  the  re-reviewers  as  to  these 
matters.  If  these  two  classes  of  officers  agree  with  the  examiner  in 
the  adjudicating  division  in  his  findings,  they  enter  their  approval  upon 
the  briefs,  whereupon  the  case  is  forwarded  to  the  medical  division^ 
where  all  medical  points  are  to  be  settled."  Was  that  done  in  this 
case? — A.  There  are  a  good  many  cases  where  there  are  no  medical 
points  to  be  settled  and  of  course  they  don't  go  to  the  medical  division. 

Q.  You  don't  think  that  the  medical  board  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  proof  at  all? — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  simply  a  legal  question  and  was 
acted  upon  by  the  officers  having  authority.  The  case  was  first  sub< 
mitted  by  W.  W.  Buck  for  allowance  August  li7, 1891. 

Judge  P AYSON.  There  is  to  be  a  copy  of  that  in  evidence  which  shows 
for  itself. 

By  Mr.  IJnlob  : 

Q.  How  many  cases  have  you  passed  upon  in  the  same  way? — ^A.  I 
could  not  tell. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any? — A.  Well,  there  are  very  few  cases  alike 
you  know,  but  I  pass  upon  cases  upon  consultation  with  the  chief  of 
the  board  of  review  every  week.  I  have  probably  twenty-five  cases 
waiting  my  action  now  on  my  desk. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  single  case  or  can  you  produce  a  single  case  be- 
fore this  committee  where  you  have  taken  the  course  of  ordering  a  case 
to  be  admitted  where  it  has  never  been  before  tlie  medical  board — un- 
der the  general  law  I  mean? — A.  I  can't  tell  you  as  to  that. 

Q.  Can  you  produce  such  a  case  here? — A.  I  don't  know  as  to  that; 
I  will  see. 

Q.  See  if  you  can.  If  you  can  I  want  you  to  put  it  in  evidence  in 
this  investigation.  Did  you  have  any  consultation  with  the  employes 
of  the  Pension  Office  to  get  them  to  use  their  infiuence  to  prevent  ^is 
investigation  from  being  made? — A.  Never  consulted  in  this  world 
with  anybody  inside  or  outside  of  the  Pension  Office. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  I  would  Uke  to  ask  him  a  question  or  two  riglit  there  on  the  subject 
of  his  power  to  make  such  orders  as  were  made  in  this  ca^e.  You  say, 
General  Baum,  that  you  have  an  order  that  in  all  large  allowances  ^l 
such  cases  are  to  be  sent  to  your  desk  before  final  action? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  have  you  the  power,  when  one  of  those  cases 
comes  to  you  after  having  been  passed  upon  all  the  way  through  and 
affirmatively  allowed  by  the  different  officers  under  you,  have  you  the 
power  to  annul  it  then,  general,  if  you  see  fit? — A.  Unquestionably  so. 

Q.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that  at  all? — ^A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  You  would  not  hesitate  to  exercise  the  power  if  you  thought  the 
evidence  justi tied  it! — A.  Kot  a  minute.  If  I  didn't  have  that  jwwer, 
I  wouldn't  be  in  the  ofifice. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  If  any  such  effort  was  made  by  Pension  Office  employes  it  was 
done  without  consultation  with  youf — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  not  turned 
my  hand  one  way  or  the  other  to  prevent  this  investigation. 

Q.  I  will  call  your  attention  now  in  regard  to  the  action  of  the  office 
in  the  dismissal  of  Dr.  Wintennute  from  the  board  of  examining  sur- 
geons, at  Salina,  Ohio,  and  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Le  Boy  Pence  in  his 
place. — ^A.  I  would  have  to  have  the  papers  in  that  case ;  I  dont  remem- 
ber about  it  now. 

^ere  are  the  papers.    Hands  papers  to  witness.) 

Q.  Just  state  to  the  committee,  general,  if  you  are  satisfied,  what  the 
grounds  were  for  the  removal  of  Dr.  Wintermutef — ^A.  Just-  allow  me 
to  look  a  little  further.  Well,  there  are  various  letters  here  from  dif- 
ferent parties  which  were  sent  by  Senator  Sherman  to  the  office. 

Q.  State  the  ground  of  your  action. — ^A.  Well,  I  think  this  letter 
probably  states  it  as  well  as  any  I  could  give. 

Q.  I  am  going  to  offer  it  all  in  evidence,  so  it  is  not  necessary  to  read 
any  from  it. — ^A.  It  was  represented  to  me  by  prominent  men  in  Ohio 
that  he  was  not  acceptable  to  the  Eepublicans  there;  that  he  had  been 
appointed  as  a  Bepublican  and  had  gone  back  on  his  party  and  was 
not  acceptable  to  them. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Is  that  what  the  record  states  there  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Then  it  shows  for  itself,  don't  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  dismiss  him  because  it  was  recommended  by  the  Repub- 
lican committee  of  IMercer,  Ohio,  on  i>olitical  grounds! — A.  There  are 
the  grounds  [pointing  to  papers]. 

Q.  Any  charges  against  his  character  at  all! — A.  It  was  largely 
I>olitical.    Mr.  Hhennan  forwarded  the  papers. 

Q.  What  does  he  say  there  in  the  letter! 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Don't  the  papers  show  for  themselves  which  you  have  put  in  the 
reciord! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  else  other  than  that  that  yoa  acted  upon! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.  Then  put  it  on  the  record. 
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The  following  are  copies  of  tbe  papier  relating^  to  the  removal  and 
dismissal  of  Dr.  Wintermnte  from  the  medical  board  at  Gelina,  Ohio: 

Department  of  the  Interiob,  Bureau  of  PsairsioNB, 

Office  of  thx  Oommissioneb, 

Washington,  December  16,  IS9L 
Hon.  JoHK  Sherman, 

United  States  Senate: 

Mt  Dear  Sir  :  Referring  to  yonr  indorsement  of  the  letter  of  Messrs.  £.  A.  McKim, 
J.  C.  Strlckler,  John  McGee^  and  J.  C.  Arbaugh  relative  to  the  retirement  of  Dr.  J. 
C.  Wintermuette  as  a  member  of  the  board  of  examining  surgeons  for  this  Bareanat 
Salina,  Ohio,  and  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Le  Roy  Pence  in  his  stead,  I  beg  to  aiWiM 
yon  that  an  examination  of  the  records  in  this  case  show  that  Dr.  Wintermnette  was 
appointed  by  the  then  Commissioner  (Dndley ),  on  the  26th  day  of  January,  1882,  npoo 
the  recommendation  of  Hon.  J.  S.  Robinson.  When  this  board  was  reorganized  in 
1885  he  was  retained  thereon  by  the  then  Commissioner  (Black),  and  at  asubst^qaent 
reorganization  in  1889  he  was  retained  by  Commissioner  Tanner,  npon  the  reron- 
mendation  of  the  chairman  of  the  Mercer  County  Republican  executive  comuitlee 
and  the  chairman  and  secretary  of  the  Auglaize  County  executive  commitWv. 

I  bring  this  matter  to  your  attention  for  your  consideration.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  place  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  a  special  examiner.  Tliere  are  no 
other  complaints  on  file  against  Dr.  Wintersmith.  However,  if  our  friends  in  Ohio 
deem  it  advisable  to  make  this  change,  the  matter  will  receive  my  earnest  consid- 
^ratioiL 

Very  truly,  yours. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Ckfrnmissiamr, ' 
O.  P.  H. 


Headquarters  Republican  Executivk  Committee, 

Celina,  Ohio,  Deo.  19, 189U 
Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

Pension  Commissioner,  WasMngton,  D.  C: 

Dear  Sir:  Yonr  letter  of  the  15th  inst.  to  Hon.  John  Sherman,  concerning  the  re- 
moval of  Dr.  G.  J.  C.  Wiuteimute  as  one  of  the  pension  examiners  at  this  place  and 
the  appointment  of  Dr.  Le  Roy  Pence  in  his  stead  has  been  referred  to  me.  I  know 
nothing  about  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Wiutermute  in  1882  or  1885,  but  when  the 
board  was  reorganized  in  1889  there  was  no  Republican  doctor  in  Celina  competeat 
to  fill  the  position,  and  a  majority  of  the  Republican  committee  thought  it  best  to 
leave  him  on  for  a  time.  Since  then^  however,  I>r.  Pence  has  moved  here  from  the 
north  part  of  the  county,  and  as  he  is  a  Republican  and  thoroughly  competent  to 
fill  the  position,  we  think  he  should  have  it. 

While  it  is  true  there  has  been  no  complaiut  made  to  your  Department,  neverthe- 
less general  dissatisfaction  exists  among  the  soldiers,  and  we  hear  complaints  all  the 
time.  As  chairman  of  the  Republican  executive  committee  in  the  past  campaign,  I 
found  that  this  dissatisfaction  with  Dr.  Wiutermute  gave  us  more  trouble  than  any- 
thing else,  and  the  good  of  the  Republican  party  demands  his  removal. 

We  think  you  will  agree  with  us  when  we  say  that  the  campai^  next  year  will 
be  a  very  important  one,  and  we  feel  that  we  should  not  go  into  it  handicapped  in 
anyway.  We  hope  you  will  give  this  matter  prompt  attention,  as  we  ore  satisfied 
if  you  were  here  on  the  ground  yon  would  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  in  removing 
Dr.  Wiutermute.  If  you  think  best,  we  can  send  yon  a  petition,  signed  by  a  lai^ 
majority  of  the  soldiers  of  Mercer  county,  asking  for  his  removal.  As  chairman,  I 
will  say  to  you  that  it  will  give  general  satisfaction  to  the  Republicans  of  Mercer 
County  to  know  of  his  removal. 

C.  A.  McKiM. 
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(Office  of  the  Observer,  L.  S.  Jameeon,  proprietor,  Celine,  Ohio.] 

Cklina,  Ohio,  Nov,  U,  189L 
Hon.  John  Shermait: 

Respected  Sib:  Dr.  Wintennnte  was  reappointed  to  the  position  he  now  holds 
two  years  ago  at  the  request  of  the  Repnhlican  ex.  committee  and  myself.  We  asked 
it  very  reluctantly  and  only  becanse  circumstances  compelled  it,  it  beinff  necessary 
to  have  a  resident  member  of  the  board  and  there  being  none  other  here  that  met  the 
requirements.  His  insincerity  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties,  as  well  as  politically, 
has  given  local  party  leaders  much  trouble,  dissatisfaction  being  general  among  the 
ex-soldiers,  who  naturally  hold  the  Republican  party  responsib^. 

As  another  campaign  is  coming  on,  we  feel  that  we  should  not  be  thus  embarrassed 
simply  to  keep  a  man  in  position  who  has  no  claims  whatever  ut>on  the  party  and 
who.  wnilst  posing  as  a  Republican,  knowingly  does  it  so  much  injury.  I,  with 
others,  have  many  times  urged  him  to  change  ms  methods  and  save  us  much  trouble, 
but  all  to  no  purpose ;  and  I  now,  after  lon^  forbearance  and  upon  due  reflection, 
Join  the  Republican  committee  in  urging  his  removal  and  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
Fence  to  the  position. 
Very  respectfully, 

L.  8.  Jameson. 


[Office  of  the  Observer,  L.  8.  Jameeon,  proprietor,  Celina,  Ohio.] 

Ceuna,  Ohio,  Iho.  ;fi,  1891. 
Hon.  Green  B.  Raum: 

Respected  Sib:  In  regard  to  a  change  on  our  board  of  pension  examiners  I  wish 
to  supplement  Mr.  McKim's  statement  with  a  few  remarks.  When  the  present  board 
was  appointed  I  was  chairman  of  the  committee ;  also,  by  appointment  of  Senator 
Sherman,  his  referee  in  this  county.  Every  member  of  the  committee  seriously  ob- 
jected to  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Wintermute,  and  only  agreed  to  it  because  of  cir- 
cumstsmces  at  that  time.  First,  because  he  was  disliked  by  applicants  for  pensions : 
and,  second,  because  he  was,  as  he  is  still,  insincere  and  hypocritical  politically  and 
otherwise. 

As  we  are  soon  to  enter  upon  another  political  contest,  I  feel  that  all  unnecessary 
incumbrances  should  be  lifted  from  Republican  shoulders,  and  therefore,  as  a  party 
measure  and  as  a  measure  to  satisfy  the  ex-soldiers  of  this  portion  of  Ohio,  I  respect- 
fully urge  the  change  recommended  by  the  committee. 
Very  respectraUy, 

L.  8.  Jameson. 


Headquarters  Republican  Executive  Committee, 

Celinay  Ohio,  Navem.  gS,  1891, 
To  the  Hon.  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C: 

Dear  Sir:  We,  the  undersigned,  Republican  executive  committee  of  Mercer 
County,  Ohio,  believing  that  we  represent  the  sentiment  of  the  Republicans  and 
especially  the  ex-soldiers  of  the  county,  respectfully  urge  the  removal  of  Dr.  G.  J. 
C.  Wintermute  from  the  board  of  pension  examiners  of  this  county,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  Dr.  Le  Roy  Pence  in  his  stead,  for  the  following  reasons : 

Dr.  0.  J.  C.  Wintermute  was  first  appointed  to  the  position  he  now  holds  by  Gen- 
eral Bliicky  in  1885,  being  represented  as  a  Republican.  He,  however,  played  Mug- 
wump during  the  first  four  years,  contributed  to  the  Democratic  election  fund  in 
1888,  and,  as  we  fully  believe,  voted  the  Democratic  ticket.  He  now  claims  to  be  a 
Republican  to  Republican  leaders,  but  secretly  ii^jures  the  Republican  party  at 
every  opportunity,  playing  the  part  of  a  hypocrite  and  sneak. 

The  pensioners  and  applicants  for  pensions  are  very  bitter  towards  him,  believing 
that  he  is  treacherous  toward  them,  and  allege  that  he  conducts  the  examinations 
in  such  manner  as  to  make  it  profitable  to  himself  by  rating  them  at  first  examina- 
tion at  less  than  half  what  they  deserve,  expecting  them  and  urging  them  to  apply 
for  an  increase  at  once,  when  they  are  rerated  at  two  ($2.00)  dollars  higher,  and  are 
•gain  expected  to  apply  for  anotiier  increase  at  once,  thus  adding  to  his  business 
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ri^rht  along,  and  in  this  way  considering  his  own  inconoie  of  more  iiaportanee  thu 
the  matter  of  justice  to  the  applicant. 

This  business  became  a  matter  of  general  comment  among  applicants  for  penaoniy 
and  they  are  strongly  tempted  to  seek  revenge  on  the  BepnblicaD  party  for  his  cqd- 
dnct. 

We  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  pensioners  and  as  a  matter  of  party  expe- 
diency, ask  for  nis  removal  immediately  and  the  appointment  in  his  place  of  Dr.  Le 
Roy  Pence,  an  active,  enthusiastic,  hard-working  Republican. 

Dr.  Pence  is  a  physician  of  the  highest  standing  and  is  a  worthy  gentleman  mor- 
ally and  socially,  and  is  therefore  entitled  to  the  appointment. 
Hoping  the  within  will  meet  your  approval,  we  are,  respectfnlly,  yours, 

C.  A.  McKiM,  Ckr'it, 
J.  C.  Strickler,  Trfc», 
John  McGrk, 
J.  C.  Arbaugh, 

Ex,  Com'L 

(Indorsed:)  Prays  removal  of  Dr.  Wintermute  and  appointment  of  Dr.  Pence  on 
board  of  medical  examiners  of  Mercer  Co.,  Ohio.  Upon  the  very  strong  showinic 
made  by  these  papers  I  incline  lo  recommend  the  change  proposed;  but,  to  SToid 
any  ii\justice,  1  aavise  that  you  send  a  trusty  agent  to  examine  into  the  aJlegatiooi 
made,  and,  if  sustained,  to  at  once  make  the  change.    John  Sherman. 


Department  of  the  Intkrior, 

BURKAD  OF  PEK8ION8, 

WoBhingtan^  D.  C,  Dee,  28,  1S9L 
Sir  :  Tonr  name  has  been  suggested  for  appointment  as  pension  examining  surgeon 
at  Celina,  county  of  Mercer,  State  of  Ohio. 

If  you  desire  tiie  position  you  will  please  make  application  by  filling  the  bHnk 
"personal  report,''  printed  on  the  third  page  of  this  sheet,  and  forwardmg  it  to  this 
office  with  a  letter  asking  the  appointment. 
An  actual  practice  of  five  years  is  prerequisite  to  appointment. 
Very  respectfully, 

Grxrn  B.  Saum, 

Dr.  Le  Roy  Pence, 

OeliHa,  OMa, 


Cbuna,  Ohio,  Jammmrp  M,  189B, 
Hon.  Green  B.  Raum, 

CommiBHener  of  PensionSf  Washington,  D.  C: 

Replying  to  your  esteemed  favor  of  December  28,  1891,  I  hereby  apply  for  the 
position  of  pension  examining  surgeon  at  Celina,  Mercer  County,  Ohio.  Should  I 
be  appointed,  I  will  at  all  times  endeavor  to  do  justice  to  all  concerned,  and  by 
prompt  and  impartial  service  merit  the  confidence  of  the  Department  and  refleei 
credit  upon  the  administration. 
Awaiting  your  pleasure,  1  am,  respectfully,  yours, 

Lb  Rot  Pskgb, 

CMna,  OMo. 


PERSONAL  REPORT  OF   EZAMININO  SURGEON. 

January  Ist,  189L 
Name  in  fhll,  Le  Roy  Pence. 

Residence.  Celina,  county  of  Mercer,  State  of  Ohio. 

Graduated  at  Ohio  Medical  College,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Diploma  dated  March  Ist^  *&, 
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Nature  of  military  or  naval  service  (if  an^),  None. 

Have  yon  been  continuously  in  practice  sinoe  you  graduated  f    TeSi 

Are  you  now  exclusively  engaged  in  practicef    Yes. 

Under  what  system  of  medicine  do  yon  practicef    Begular. 

How  many  years  have  yon  practiced  f    Nearly  (10)  ten  years. 

(Indorsed:)    Appoint.    G.  B.  B.,  Comsn.    Jan'y  6,  W.    Appointed  Jan.  6,  'OS. 


Departmknt  of  the  Interior,  Burbatt  of  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 

ffaahingtan,  March  SO,  1899, 

I  hereby  eertifjr  that  the  foregoing  are  true  and  correct  copies  of  letters  on  file  in 
this  Bureau  relative  to  the  removal  of  Dr.  Wintermute  and  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
Pence  in  his  place,  which  are  under  my  charge. 

0.  P.  Hallam, 
^001.  Chief  Clerk. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  yoa  if  in  that  instance  you  didn't  allow  the  Pension 
Office  to  be  used  as  a  political  machine  f — A.  Not  especially;  there  was 
no  election  on  hand.  We  can't  ignore  the  fact  in  this  country  that  we 
have  two  poUtical  parties  struggling  for  supremacy,  and  in  the  organ- 
ization  of  these  boards  by  the  Democrats,  they  put  in  Democrats,  and 
the  Bepublicans  put  in  Republicans. 

Q.  Did  they  put  in  all  Democrats? — ^A*.  Not  absolutely.  Neither  is 
it  so  with  all  Bepublicans.  When  the  Bepublicans  came  into  power 
they  made  the  changes  and  put  in  Bepublicans.  If  there  is  anything 
criminal  in  that,  I  jpTead  guilty. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  This  was  not  so  much  a  matter  of  putting  in  as  putting  out^  was 
itt — ^A.  Both.  Taking  one  man  out  and  puttmg  another  man  in.  It 
was  a  sort  of  political  fight  amoug  the  Bepublicans.  They  did  not 
think  this  man  was  true  to  the  principles.  You  will  understand  that  I 
don't  profess,  in  the  appointment  of  these  pension  boards,  to  absolutely 
ignore  iK)litics.    I  can't  do  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Then  you  used  the  position  which  was  at  your  command 
to  promote  the  success  of  the  Bepublicans  in  this  instance  t 

Judge  Payson.  That  is  a  conclusion. 

The  Witness.  I  did  exactly  what  you  see  there. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  about  your  intention  t — ^A.  My  intention  was  to 
try  and  appoint  a  board  there  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Bepub- 
licans of  that  county. 

Q.  Isn't  he  well  spoken  of  as  a  man  qualified  for  the  position,  even 
among  those  who  are  trjdng  tahave  him  removed? — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  It  does  not  reflect  on  his  character! — A.  No,  sir;  he  is  a  good 
doctor. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  that  during  the  Democratic  administration  there 
was  one  Bepublican  left  on  every  board  t — ^A.  I  think  that  was  so  under 
Gen.  Black. 

Q.  Did  you  adhere  to  that  rulet — ^A.  He  didn't  in  all  cases. 

Q.  Haven't  you  pretty  thoroughly  cleaned  out  the  Democrats  on  the 
boards? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  have  apiK)inted  a  good  many  Democrats  here 
avd  there  throughout  tbe  country. 

Q.  Ton  say  that  Gen.  Black  didn't  adhere  to  that  rule;  do  you  know 

PEN34* 
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of  any  board  where  ho  did  not  t — ^A.  I  have  nnderstood  he  didn't  kidh^e 
to  it  in  all  caseA  because  he  could  not;  sometimes  it  would  besobe 
couldn't  put  in  all  Democrats,  so  sometimes  a  majority  would  be  Repub- 
licans. I  have  had  some  boards  where  I  could  not  get  any  Bepnblicans 
for  the  boards,  so  I  have  put  in  Democrats.  I  have  made  it  a  point  to 
get  the  best  men  I  could  without  reference  to  politics.  I  wouldn't  put 
in  an  improper  man  because  he  was  a  Eepublican. 

Q.  Would  you  remove  a  Democrat  becaifte  he  was  a  Democrat?— A. 
I  would  if  there  was  two  members  of  the*board  Democrats. 

Q.  Didn't  they  charge  him  with  not  being  loyal  to  the  Eepublican 
party  t — ^A.They  thought  he  was  plowing  with  the  heifer  on  the  ot^er 
side. 

Q.  Charged  him  with  being  a  mugwump t — ^A.  YeSy  sir;  somethiDg 
of  that  kind. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  the  case  of  James  Wisner.  (To  Mr.  Bai- 
ley.)   I  want  to  ascertain  what  pension  that  man  is  now  drawing? 

Mr.  Bailet.  The  pension  certificate  was  issued  to  him  November  3, 
1891,  at  $17  per  month,  commencing  September  3, 1890.  It  was  a  sec- 
ond issue  and  an  increase  fee  of  $10  allowed. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  his  pension  is  now? — ^A.  Seventeen  dollars  a 
month. 

Q.  He  is  drawing  $17  now? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  that  was  granted? — A.  November  3, 1891.  l\ 
was  not  mailed  until  December  7th;  mailed  and  sent  out  of  the  office 
December  7th. 

Judge  Fatson.  Was  this  is  a  question  of  fee  agreement^  Mr.  Enloe? 

Mr.  Enlob,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Bailet.  That  is  the  indorsement  on  this  jack*et  here.  There  is 
nothing  else  that  I  can  see  to  show  any  other  action. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  lives  in  this  city  here? 

Mr.  Payson.  What  do  you  want  to  show? 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  show  that  they  don't  know  anything  aboai 
what  is  going  on  there. 

Mr.  Bailet.  I  opened  the  wrong  case,  Mr.  Enloe;  that  is  my  mistake. 
Here  is  the  case.    It  is  a  rejected  case. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Is  he  not  drawing  any  pension? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  but  it  is  an  old  one. 
Let  me  see. 

Q.  What  amount  of  pension  is  he  drawing?  What  do  the  papent 
show? — ^A.  Twenty-four  dollars  is  the  la«t  indorsement  I  find  on  thi» 
jacket.    He  is  drawing  $30  from  March  4, 1886. 

Q.  He  is  drawing  a  pension  of  $30  per  month? — ^A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Did  you  write  that  letter  and  send  it  out  from  your  office  [hands 
letter  to  Gen.  Baum]?  A.  That  was  undoubtedly  prepared  in  the 
western  division  of  the  Pension  Office;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Bailey  or  Geo.  Kaum,  if  at  the  time  this  letter 
was  written  he  had  another  application  for  increase  pending. 

Mr.  Bailet.  Just  a  moment^  Mr.  Enloe  ^  I  am  trjdng  to  find  oot 
wliat  the  application  is.  Yes,  sir;  here  is  an  application  on  file  June 
12, 1890. 

Q.  Is  there  a  later  one? — A,  I  think  not. 

Q.  When  was  that  application  disposed  of— what  date?  When  was 
it  rejected!  A.  December  1, 1891,  is  the  action  of  the  referee,  and  that 
circular  you  have  is  the  answer  to  the  letter  rejecting  it. 

Q.  Is  this  the  letter  aent  outi  m  tei&i^ovL^^  Ia  q.  letter  from  the  pen 
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Biouer  asking  some  mformation  as  to  the  probability  of  his  being  able 
to  get  some  increase,  and  if  it  was  not  written  without  any  examina- 
tion of  the  pax)ers  in  the  caset 

Gen.  Baum.  I  will  state  as  to  that,  that  this  man  was  drawing  a 
pension  of  $30  a  month  for  the  loss  of  his  left  leg.  That  was  his  spe- 
cific disability.  Under  the  law  of  June,  1890,  he  filed  a  claim  for  an 
increase  of  his  pension  on  account  of  deaftiess. 

Mr.  Enlob.  We  have  got  that  all  in. 

A.  The  pension  could  not  be  increased  from  $30  under  that  specific 
rate  because  of  his  deafness;  that  could  hot  be  added  to  it  so  as  to  in- 
crea^se  it,  so  the  claim  for  increase  was  rejected.  The  examiner,  in  noti- 
fying him  of  that  rejection,  made  a  mistake  in  the  form  he  used  and 
sJso  in  inserting  the  figures  $12  per  month;  it  should  have  been  $30 
per  month. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  letter  referred  to : 

[West.  Div.;  G.  B.,  Ex'r;  Ct.  No.  73840;  James  W.  Wianer,  Co.  D.,  07th  Reg't  HI.  Inf.  ] 

Drpartment  of  thk  Intbrior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Decmnber  9, 1891. 

Sir  :  Relative  to  the  aboye-cited  application  for  increase,  you  are  advised  that  it 
was  rejected  December  1, 1891,  on  the  ground  that  the  rate  of  pension,  $12  per 
month,  was  fully  commensurate  with  the  then  existing  degree  or  disability  from 
pensioned  cause,  as  shown  by  the  evidence  on  file. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Baum, 

Cammi$$ianer, 
Clmt. 

1S10TSU,NW.  diy. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  that  was  not  sent  ont  in  pursuance  of  a  x>olicy  in 
dealing  with  increase  cases,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  to  grant  any 
increase,  and  to  discourage  the  applications  for  increase? — A.  It  was 
not  sent  out  for  any  such  policy  as  that,  the  man  was  not  entitled  to  an 
increase  under  the  law. 

Q.  If  the  case  had  been  looked  at,  it  would  have  appeared  that  the 
pensioner  was  drawing  $30  a  month t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  $12  a  month  being  the  amount  usually  paid  pensioners  under 
the  law  of  June  1890,  isn't  it  a  reasonable  supposition  at  least  that  was 
sent  out  on  the  idea  that  he  was  oneof  these  fellows  that  came  under  the 
act  of  1890,  and  you  did  not  want  to  pay  any  attention  to  increases  t — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  sent  out  in  response  to  any  letter  addressed  to  yout — 
A.  It  was  sent  as  a  result  of  a  rejection  of  his  claim,  but  the  examiner 
obviously  made  a  mistake  in  preparing  that  paper  of  rejection. 

By  Judge  Patson. 

Q.  Kow*  could  that  mistake  in  any  way  prejudice  the  pensioner; 
wouldn't  he  get  his  $30  per  month  just  the  samet — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  he 
would  get  it  just  the  same. 

By  Mr.  Brosius  : 
Q.  Could  it  prejudice  anyone  else  in  the  world! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Don't  it  show  a  loose  way  of  doing  business  in  the  Pension  Office  t — 
J^..  It  shows  that  a  man  made  a  mistake  and  it  was  not  detected  if  the 
letter  was  signed  and  sent  out. 

Q.  What  is  the  course  you  usually  pursue  in  t\i^  <5»afcQli«DL^'^^5»Ki^ 
for  a  pension  where  there  ia  a  mistake  mad^  m  \j>Nm%\iXi!^^/^^a^^:^  ^^^ 
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regiment  in  which  the  applicant  served  t — ^A.  How  do  yon  mean  a  mis- 
taket 

Q.  A  mistake  made  in  stating  the  company  and  regiment  sometimes^ 
the  man  relying  npon  his  memory  and  misstates  his  company  or  re^- 
ment  t  What  conrse  do  yon  nsnally  pnrsne  in  regard  to  that  f — ^A.  The 
first  thing  that  is  done  is  to  try  and  have  the  services  verified  in  the 
record  division  and  if  it  can  not  be  verified  at  all  there,  an  application 
will  be  made  to  the  War  Department  to  see  what  service  this  man  has 
performed  and  if  the  thing  can  not  be  verified  there,  then  he  is  notified, 
and  notified  that  there  is  some*  error  in  the  case  so  he  can  have  an  op- 
XK)rtunity  to  correct  it. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  caused  the  attorney  of  this  district  to  call 
a  grand  jury  to  get  up  an  indictment  in  the  criminal  court  here  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  against  Gapt.  Charles  A.  DeAmaud  for  represent- 
ing himself  as  Capt.  DeAmaud,  late  captain  of  Fifth  Missouri  Volmi- 
teers,  to  one  of  the  medical  examiners  in  your  office  T — ^A.  I  didn't  do 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  such  an  indictment  against  this 
man! — A.  I  saw  it  stated  in  the  public  press. 

Judge  Payson.  I  object  to  anything  further  about  that  matter;  he 
has  stated  that  he  didnt  know  anything  about  it  only  what  he  saw  in 
the  papers  and  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q,  Did  the  Pension  Office  have  anything  to  do  with  itf — ^A«  I  don't 
know.    I  would  have  to  hunt  that  up. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Wasn't  that  founded  ujion  an  application  he  made  to  the  Pension 
Office  upon  the  ground  that  he  was  representing  another  DeAmaud  f— 
A.  No;  tiiis  DeAmaud  lives  in  Missouri,  and  was  captain  of  a  Mis- 
souri company.  The  matter,  I  think,  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Pension  Office  by  Gen.  Boynton;  that  is  my  recollection  now. 
Whether  he  knew  DeAmaud,  of  Missouri,  or  not^  I  dent  know.  At 
all  events  the  attention  of  the  office  was  brought  to  the  fact  that  this 
man  DeAmaud  was  not  a  captain  in  a  Missouri  company  at  all,  and  an 
inquiiy  was  made  and  an  investigation  was  instituted. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  any  chance  to  make  any  explanation  about  itf-- 
A.  I  hunted  this  man  up  and  found  the  identical  man  who  served  in 
that  regiment;  I  think  he  was  then  in  Arkansas.  And  it  became  clear 
enough  to  me  that  Charles  Al&ed  DeAmaud  had  never  served  in  tlie 
company  in  which  he  claimed  to  have  served  in  his  declaration. 

Q.  Was  that  indictment  foimd  about  the  time  that  he  had  a  lawsuit 
of  some  importance  pending  in  New  Jersey  t — ^A.  I  don't  know.  I  had 
no  knowledge  of  the  lawsuit  otherwise  than  I  saw  it  in  the  papers.  He 
had  recently  married,  I  had  understood,  and  got  into  some  litigation 
over  there  in  New  Jersey,  but  this  had  no  relation  to  that. 

Q.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  having  this  indictment  brought  at  that 
time  to  discredit  him  before  that  court  as  a  witness! — ^A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  i^  after  the  indictment  was  found,  Walter  J.  Brooks, 
special  examiner  of  tnis  district,  took  the  records  of  your  office  and  car- 
ried them  up  to  testify  before  that  courtt — ^A.  I  presume  there  was  an 
application  made  for  this  evidence.  It  is  not  an  iiifrei^^uent  thing  that 
the  records  oi  the  Pension  Office  are  required  in  private  litigation. 
People  apply  there  for  the  use  of  the  records,  and,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
private  litigants  have  the  right  to  use  the  records;  in  fiBM$t|  all  of  the 
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offices  of  the  Oovemment,  as  I  aoderstand  it,  and  upon  an  application 
to  the  office,  the  records  will  be  sent  to  a  special  exaniiner,  if  there  iS  ' 
one  residing  in  that  particular  place,  so  the  papers  may  be  used  in  the  > 
litigation  by  the  people,  and  I  suppose  that  is  the  reason  this  was  done. 

Q.  Were  you  or  your  son.  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  interested  in  this  law- 
suit in  any  way! — A.  Not  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  your  son  received  any  money  in  that 
connection f — ^A.  Not  at  all;  I  haven't  the  slightest  knowledge  of  that. 

Q.  Did  you  send  Mr.  Brooks  with  the  papers t — A.  I  don't  recall; 
the  records  of  the  office  will  show  that. 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  personal  letter  to  the  vice-chancellor,  Pitney,  at 
Jersey  City,  or  the  judge  trying  the  case,  after  the  indictment  here 
was  found  or  before  the  opinion  was  given,  giving  it  as  your  opinion 
that  he  would  c^tainly  be  convicted  under  this  indictment! — A.  I 
don't  know. 

Q.  Don't  you  know! — ^A.  I  don't  think  so.  If  there  was  an  official 
letter  written  firom  the  office  there  is  a  copy  of  it.  I  never  wrote  a 
private  letter. 

Q.  Will  you  have  your  files  examined  and  seet — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  there  is  an  official  letter  of  that  sortf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  of  receiving  any  letter  from  Judge  Pitney! — ^A. 
No,  sir:  I  don't. 

Q.  Would  you  furnish  a  part  of  the  record  from  the  files  and  instruct 
the  examiner  to  take  out  only  certain  papers! — ^A.  I  would  not,  no  sir, 
for  or  against  anybody. 

Q.  You  think  the  papers  were  all  sent^  if  any! — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Who  paid  the  expenses  of  the  witness  who  sent  up  and  took  those 
papers! — ^A.  I  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  the  Government  pay  them! — ^A.  I  would  have  to  make  some 
inquiry  in  regard  to  that.  I  don't  recall  Brooks  being  sent  with  the 
papers. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  for  the  Government  to  pay  the  expenses  of  wit- 
nesses who  are  sent  out  with  papers  in  private  litigation!— A.  No,  sir; 
it  is  not. 

Q.  Will  you  look  and  see  if  that  is  so! — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  usual 
course  is  to  send  the  papers  to  the  examiner  on  the  ground.  He  is 
subpoenaed  and  appears,  the  Court  uses  the  papers,  and  they  are  re- 
turned to  the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  became  of  the  indictment  here! — ^A.  I  never 
followed  it 

Q.  Don't  know  whether  he  was  tried  or  not! — ^A.  I  presume  the  rec- 
ords in  the  office  will  show. 

Q.  Didn't  you  see  in  the  newspapers  about  the  trial  of  tMs  man  and 
that  he  was  acquitted! — ^A.  I  don't  recall  now  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  Acquitted  on  this  indictment! 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you,  the  same  day  he  was  acquitted  call  for  the  papers  in  his 
case,  in  your  office,  where  he  had  an  application  pending  for  a  pension 
and  without  waiting  for  additional  evidence  to  be  filed  if  necessary, 
reject  his  case! — ^A.  I  don't  recall  as  to  that. 

Q.  Wouldn't  it  be  rather  a  peculiar  coincidence  if  that  were  the  case  ! — 
A.  I  would  have  been  perfectly  satisfied  he  was  not  the  captain  of  the 
company  he  represented  himself  to  be  when  I  saw  his  pension  cLiim, 
because  it  just  happened  that  I  knew  DeArnaud  very  well,  and  while 
he  performed  some  excellent  service  fur  the  cooxitt^  ^a^vA  (^<^^s£n^^v^^^ 
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credit  for  tliat,  I  was  satisfied  he  was  never  captain  in  tbe  FifQi  His- 
Bouri  Infantry,  and  his  pension  claim  was  not  a  proper  claim. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  in  that  office  to  decide  cases  before  they  go  to  On 
completed  files  or  are  called  np  by  the  applicant  or  his  attorn^,  not* 
ber  of  Congress,  or  some  one.  Do  yon  take  up  cases  and  decide  tben 
without  any  request! — ^A.  They  usually  come  up  in  the  regular  way. 

Q.  How  would  they  come  up  if  not  completed! — ^A.  The  case  cooJd 
be  called  up  by  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  Did  you  call  this  one  upt — A.  I  don't  recalL  The  papers  than- 
selves  will  show  what  was  done  with  it.  It  may  be  that  I  did,  bat  1 
don't  recall  now  what  occurred.  X  did  not  know  that  DeAmaud  had 
tiled  a  claim  for  a  pension  until  he  had  a  controversy  with  Gen. 
Boynton,  and  then  I  became  apprised  of  the  fact  that  he  had  made  an 
application  for  a  pension  as  the  captain,  I  think,  of  the  Fifth  Missonri 
Infantry.  It  just  happened  that  I  knew  all  about  DeAmaad's  service. 
He  had  told  me  all  about  it.  He  was  a  Russian  count,  I  believe  he 
claimed ;  came  to  this  country  and  tendered  his  services  to  Gen.  Fremont, 
and  Gen.  Fremont  gave  him  some  sort  of  a  captaincy. 

Q.  After  the  rejection  of  the  case  by  you,  did  he  not  appeal  it  to  the 
Secretary! — A.  I  don't  recall  as  to  that;  the  papers  will  show. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  part  of  the  papers  in  his  case  were 
taken  out! — A.  I  do  not.  I  should  think  not,  though;  they  were  not 
taken  out  by  my  instructions. 

Q.  Didn't  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  call  on  you  for  what  the  jacket 
showed  ought  to  be  there! — A.  I  can't  tell  you  as  to  that,  sir. 

Q.  You  can't  tell! — A.  He  never  came. to  me  personally  with  that 
request. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  ordered  a  search  to  be  made  for 
the  missing  pax)ers! — ^A.  I  can't  tell  you. 

Q.  Your  attention  ever  called  to  that  fact  that  part  of  the  pajiers  got 
out  of  the  tile  while  Mr.  Brooks  had  them  at  the  court! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I 
can't  tell  you  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  say  you  knew  this  Capt.  Charles  A.  DeAmand  before  you 
became  Commissioner  of  Pensions! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  first  introduced  him  to  you! — ^A.  I  think  probably  he  intro- 
duced himself. 

Q.  Was  it  not  Gen.  Joseph  B.  Turchin,  of  Illinois! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not  introduce  him! — ^A.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  introduce  him 
to  me,  but  Gen.  Turchin  was  there  and  saw  this  man. 

Q.  Didn't  he  introduce  you  to  this  man  as  a  client  to  take  charge  of 
his  pension  claim! — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  his 
pension  claim. 

Q.  Never  had  anything  to  do  with  that! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  not  eiuployed  as  counsel  in  a  matter  pending  here  be- 
fore Congress! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  how  I  became  £amiliar  with  his 
service. 

Q.  Wasn't  Gen.  Turchin  interested  in  that  with  you! — A,  He  was 
retained  by  Mr.  De  Amaud. 

Q.  Was  he  not  to  have  part  of  the  fee  in  case  of  success  !-^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  much  you  were  to  pay  him! — ^A.  I  dont 
remember  now. 

Q.  Fifty  per  isent! — ^A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.^  Did  he  have  a  bill  pending  before  Congress! — A.  I  don't  think 
there  was  a  bill  introduced;  at  ail  events  it  was  before  a  committee. 
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Q.  What  was  the  report  of  that  committee  t — ^A.  I  don't  know  that 
they  ever  made  a  report. 

Q.  Didn't  you  and  he  have  some  trouble  over  itt — ^A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  have  any  difficulty  at  all! — ^A.  IS'o,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  disagree  about  the  matter  at  all! — ^A.  We  finally  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  claim  could  not  be  made  successful. 

Q.  Didn't  the  Senate  committee  report  in  favor  of  paying  him 
95,000! — ^A.  I  don't  think  they  ever  made  a  report  to  that  effect  I 
am-  not  sure.    I  think  they  did  not. 

Q.  Didn't  he  insist  that  he  should  accept  that  and  didn't  you  teJi  out 
because  he  thought  he  ought  to  have  more! — ^A.  We  never  fell  out,  Mr. 
Enloe. 

Q.  Didn't  he  dismiss  you  as  his  counsel  because  he  thought  he  ought 
to  have  more;  and  you  thought  he  ought  to  take  the  $5,000! — A.  I 
Bimply  said,  ^^I  don't  think  we  can  get  along  with  this." 

Q.  You  wanted  $2,500  of  the  $5,000,  and  he  did  not  think  $2,500 
was  enough  to  pay  him! — ^A.  I  don't  recall  the  Senate  committee's 
report.  The  papers  will  show.  This  man  did  some  very  valuable  serv- 
ice for  the  country,  and  I  thought  he  ought  to  have  been  well  paid 
for  it. 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Turchin  ever  make  any  argument  before  the  Senate 
committee  in  regard  to  this! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  a  very  abib  argument,  I 
thought. 

Q.  Didn't  you  tell  him  if  he  didn't  accept  $5,000  he  wouldn't  get 
anything! — A.  I  don't  recall  about  that  $5,000,  Mr.  Enloe.  You  know 
there  was  no  legal  liability;  it  was  equitable. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  no  disagreement  between  you,  and  he  did  not 
discharge  you  as  his  counsel,  or  you  never  had  any  feeling! — ^A.  I  quit 
the  case,  but  I  never  had  any  quarrel  with  him;  quite  the  reverse,  ap- 
parently. The  .man  really  had  been  insane,  as  he  stated  to  a  number 
of  people,  because  of  an  iigury  he  received  while  he  was  performing 
certain  service  for  Gen.  Fremont.  I  want  to  say  that  I  have  great  re- 
spect for  that  man  De  Amaud.  » He  gave  Gen.  Grant  the  information 
on  which  he  captured  the  city  of  Faducah,  Ky.  He  only  received 
$2,000  for  it,  and  I  did  not  think  that  that  was  enough. 

Q.  WiU  you  furnish  the  papers  in  the  De  Amaud  case  to  the  commit- 
tee so  we  can  examine  them! — ^A.  In  the  pension  case! 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  Oh,  yes  sir. 

Further  examination  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  Thursday,  March  31, 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washihgton,  D.  C,  Thuesday,  March  31^  1892. 

The  committee  met  at  11  a.  m. 
.   Present:  Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler  (chairman),  Messrs.  Little  and  Lind« 
of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon.  L.  £.  Fayson. 

GEEEH  B.  BAUM— Seoallad. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  where  Mr.  Lineaweaver  is! 
The  Witness.  Is  that  essential  to  the  merits  of  this  caset 
Mr.  Enloe.  You  can  tell  us  whether  he  has  got  back  to  the  city  or 
not. 


536  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 

V 

Tlie  Witness.  He  wUl  be  here  at  2  o'clock  to-day. 

Q.  Is  be  out  aR  a  special  examiner! — A.  He  is  a  clerk  in  the  office, 
and  I  sent  him  out  for  the  purpose  of  transacting  bnsiness  as  a  special 
examiner  under  the  law. 

Q.  Does  he  get  $1,800  a  year!— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  pay  does  he  get!— A.  His  salary  is  $1,000  a  year. 

Q.  Do  you  send  men  into  the  field  to  perform  services  as  special  ex- 
aminers at  salaries  over  $1,400  a  year!- A.  Yes,  sir;  occasionally. 
It  has  been  done  quite  frequently.  I  think  that  most  of  those  who  aie 
out  are  paid  $1,400  a  year.  There  are  some  now  ont  having  $1,200  a 
year.  There  are  one  or  two  out  at  $1,600  a  year.  There  have  been 
a  great  many  more  at  $1,600  a  year,  but  on  my  recommendation  the  Sec- 
retary transferred  them. 

Q.  What  is  Mr.  Wayson's  pay;  is  his  salary  $1,400? — A.  I  do  not 
recall  Mr.  Wayson's  salary  at  this  time.    I  will  get  it  for  yon,  however. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  more  men  who  are  in  the  field  as  special  exam- 
iners on  salaries  above  $1,400! — ^A.  I  think  there  are  only  two  or  tliree. 
Of  course  you  understand  that  Mr.  Lineaweaver's  was  only  a  temi)oraiy 
assignment 

Q.  Have  you  not  had  an  order  firom  Gen.  Bussey,  Second  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  not  to  send  anybody  in  Uie  field  at  a  saiary 
abo\e  $l,40Gr! — A.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  order. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  he  testified  to  before  the  committee  in  relation 
to  that! — ^A.  I  have  not  seen  his  testimony. 

Q.  If  he  said  there  was  no  man  in  the  field  having  a  salary  above 
$1,400  he  made  a  mistake,  did  he  not! — A.  Yes.  I  recall  one  man  who 
is  out — altogether  on  criminal  work — and  I  thought  that  his  expenses 
were  such  (beyond  the  ordinary  current  expenses)  that  it  was  jost  that 
he  should  retain  his  $1,600  salary  just  as  I  found  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Van  Mater,  chief  of  the  board  of  review, 
has  been  since  the  1st  of  January  this  year! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  on  duty  for  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  on  leave! — ^A.  No ;  he  is  in  the  office  now.  He  was  on  leave 
for  a  short  time.  He  went  to  the  State  of  New  York  to  testify  as  a  wi^ 
ness  in  a  case.  He  had  been  a  special  examiner,  and  his  services  as  a 
witness  were  needed  in  New  York  State.  He  took  a  leave  of  absence 
and  went  there. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Yan  Mater  been  talking  lately  about  resigning! — ^A.  Not 
to  me. 

Q.  Has  he  talked  about  resigning  for  the  last  year  or  two.  since  he 
has  been  chief  of  that  board! — ^A.  I  had  a  conversation  with  him  a  few 
months  ago  in  relation  to  the  question  of  salaries.  I  had  recommended 
to  the  last  Congress  an  advance  in  the  salaries  of  a  number  of  heads  of 
divisions  beyond  $2,000.  He  expressed  to  me  the  idea  that  the  salaiy 
was  not  conmiensurate  with  the  duties,  and  that  he  felt  sometime^ 
that  he  would  resign  and  try  to  establish  himself  in  some  private  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  that  you  had 

kept  him  from  resigning,  and  that  he  was  retained  there  on  the  idea  of 

\  getting  an  increase  of  salary! — ^A.  I  said  to  him  that  I  shonld  be  very 

t  sorry  if  he  should  resign,  as  his  experience  there  was  of  great  value, 

\  and  that  I  thought  that  those  heads  of  divisions  ought  to  be  put  on 

I  something  like  the  same  grade  of  pay  as  similar  persons  got  in  the 

Treasury  Department.    I  said  that  I  would  present  the  roattev  to  tbe 

committee  and  that  I  hoped  to  get  it  througk 
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Q.  You  tried  to  get  Ws  pay  iacreased  to  $2,500  a  yeart-r-A.  Yes, 

Q.  And  yon  told  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  that  yon  thonght 
he  wonid  resign  t — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  wiiat  I  stated.  I  made 
a  statement  which  was  in  accordance  with  the  conversation  we  had  at 
the  time. 

Q.  In  the  Samnel  McGnllongh  case  I  see  a  pile  of  papers  here.  The 
committee  afiked  yon  for  the  letter  that  yon  Avrote  to  Congressman 
Enochs  on  the  snbject.  That  letter  is  not  on  filet — ^A,  I  do  not  recall 
having  been  asked  for  that  letter. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yon  were  asked  for  it. 

The  Witness.  I  will  have  a  copy  of  it  made.  I  aimed  to  have  copies 
of  everything  yon  wanted,  bnt  I  do  not  recollect  abont  that  letter.  I 
wiU  make  a  memorandnm  of  it 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  a  copy  of  that  letter. 

The  Witness.  I  will  endeavor  to  have  it  here  after  recess,  if  the  com- 
mittee takes  a  recess  to-day. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  the  Howard  and  Engle  affidavits  before  Secretary 
Noble  saw  themt — ^A.  I  never  read  the  affidavits  themselves.  I  may 
have  read  copies  of  them  some  time  afterwards. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  abont  anybody  else  having  seen  them  be- 
fore they  were  snbmitted  to  Secretary  Noble t — ^A.  Yes;  I  know  from  a 
gentleman  who  saw  them. 

Q.  Who  was  that  gentleman  t — ^A.  He  was  the  notary  before  whom 
the  affidavits  were  sworn. 

Q.  Anybody  elset — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  one  connected  with  Secretary  Noble's  office t — ^A.  No,  sir; 
not  at  aU. 

Q.  Why  was  James  D.  Wise,  a  special  examiner,  dismissed! — ^A.  I 
will  famish  l^e  record  of  that  case  if  yon  want  it.  The  record,  I  think, 
is  the  best  evidence. 

Q.  Was  he  dismissed  on  account  of  a  report  which  he  made  aiS  spe- 
cial examiner  against  a  pension  attorney  named  Benton,  at  Covington 
or  Marysville,  Ky.!— ^A.  The  record  is  the  best  evidence. 

Q.  I  ask  if  that  report  had  anything  to  do  with  his  dismissal  f 

Mr.  Payson,  The  record  is  the  best  evidence. 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  what  I  know  abont  it.  I  will  state  what 
I  can  recall. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  care  to  encnmber  the  record,  if  yonr  attorney 
wants  to  put  in  an  objection.  I  asked  abont  a  matter  which  I  thought 
did  not  appear  in  the  record. 

The  Witness.  Pnt  the  question  again  and  I  will  answer  it  with 
pleasure  if  I  can. 

Mr.  Enloe.  We  had  better  wait  lest  we  might  get  into  further  con- 
troversies about  it  I  suppose  the  same  objection  will  lie  to  any  other 
question  about  matters  that  are  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  Payson.  Yes.  I  think  the  papers  are  the  best  evidence. 

Mr.  Enloe  (to  the  witness).  Do  you  recollect  anything  about  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Benaud  t 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  the  ground  on  which  you  dismissed  Mr.  Benaud  f — ^A. 
I  have  the  copies  of  the  papers  here. 

Q.  Can  you  not  state  the  substance  without  encumbering  the  rec« 
ordt — A.  I  do  not  think  that  that  would  be  the  proper  way.  There 
are  three  letters  here  on  the  subject,  that  are  very  brief|  which  I  will 
read  and  put  in  evidence. 
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The  witness  read  and  i)ut  in  evidence  the  following  i>aper: 

DEPAKTJiENT  OF  THE  InTERIOK,  BuR£AU  OF  PENSIONS, 

OFFICB  of  TUK  COMMIfiSlOXH, 

Wa9hinffto»,  AMgmtttStk,  1830, 
Hou.  JouN  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir:  Several  articlea  have  receutly  appeared  in  the  New  York  ** Tribiine*  wkiA 
vrere  obviously  ^vritteu  or  inspired  by  some  one  in  this  office.  The  last  of  these  vn 
a  ftoKnmB9m4fmrtn  from  Washington  City,  which  appeared  in  che  New  York  ^Thbitie' 
of  the  16th  inst.  headed.  ^^Bold  Pension  Office  Clerks;  Cancellation  of  AdverM  Deo- 
sion  by  the  Secretary  or  the  Interior;  Extraordinary  Course  of  Members  of  the  Beird 
of  Review  in  a  Specimen  Case ;  not  even  Reading  the  T<^tiniouy  to  Justify  thsr 
Action." 

This  letter  sets  out  in  full  the  decision  of  December  2Srd,  1888,  made  by  Eosl  BL 
L.  Hawkins,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  claim  No.  370,607,  of  John  S-Gs- 
risen,  and  attacks  J.  R.  Lothrop,  Mr.  McWherter,  and  F.  W.  Poor,  of  this  office,  iff 
their  action  in  that  case. 

I  have  made  diligent  inquiry  as  to  who  was  probably  the  author  of  this  ktkr. 
I  find  that  the  papers  in  this  case  had  recently  been  in  the  poAseasion  and  on  ^ 
desk  of  Mr.  Edward  Renaud^  a  fourth- class  clerk  in  this  office.  There  aits  no  m- 
sons  connected  with  the  busmess  of  the  office  why  Mr.  Renaud  should  have  had  (bt 
case  upon  his  desk,  and  he  has  given  mo  no  satisfactory  reaaon  why  it  should  have 
been  withdrawn  from  the  files  and  taken  to  his  desk.  I  am  satisfied  that  he  witb- 
drew  the  case  from  the  files,  made  a  copv  of  this  decision,  and  either  wrote  or  in- 
spired the  article  in  question.  The  article  is  a  complete  misstatement  of  the  actka 
of  the  office  in  that  case.  The  claimant  had  Hied  a  new  declaration,  the  claim  hid 
been  reopened  by  Acting  Commissioner  McLean  and  an  examination  ordered  by  bin; 
the  examination  was  made  by  one  of  the  local  boards  in  Washington  city,  and  more 
than  twenty  days  afterwards  the  case,  in  due  course  of  business,  went  to  the  adjt- 
dicatiug  division  for  action.  Gen.  Bussey  examined  this  case  with  mo,  and  we  dmai 
nothiuff  improper  in  the  action  taken  by  Mr.  Lothrop,  Mr.  McWherter,  and  Mr.  Poor. 

I  find  that  the  article  has  been  quoted  in  various  papers  throughout  the  coontc; 
and  severe  comments  made  upon  the  course  of  business  in  the  office.  Mr.  Renaoti 
infonns  me  he  has  long  been  a  writer  for  the  Tribune.  I  iind  that  he  wrote  maov 
articles  nnfrieudlv  to  Gen.  Black's  administration  while  he  was  here.  I  am  satis^ 
myself,  although  he  denies  it,  that  he  is  the  guilty  party,  and  I  therefore  hare  fibr 
honor  to  recommend  his  dismissal. 
Very  respectfully, 

Grbkn  B.  Raum, 

Commisfiomer, 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Eenaud  was  dismissed  by  the  Secretary  and 
afterwards  the  following  letter  was  written  : 

Pepartmknt  of  tub  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pkksions, 

Office  of  the  Commissioner, 

Washington,  September  7,  1S9L 
Hon.  Cyrus  Bussey, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  I  have  by  your  reference  a  letter  of  Edward  Renaud,  bearing  date  July  16> 
1891,  in  which  he  requests  that  you  examine  into  the  charges  upon  which  he  wa« 
dismissed  from  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  and  if  the  facts  appear  to  warrant  it  that 
they  may  be  withdrawn  and  his  record  purged. 

In  compliance  with  your  instructious  that  I  report  upon  this  case,  I  have  thebontr 
to  state  that  no  facts  have  been  brought  to  my  attention  to  change  the  canolnsioos 
upon  which  my  recommendation  was  made  for  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Renaud.  There 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  whatever  that  he  was  the  author  of  certain  libelous  article 
published  in  a  newspaper  for  which  he  ha<l  been  writing  for  a  number  of  yeiis 
against  a  number  of  prominent  officials  of  this  Bureau.  The  fact  that  he  had  improptf 
X>osse8sion  of  a  bundle  of  papers  from  the  admitted  files  upon  which  one  of  his  arti- 
cles commented  cannot  be  questioned.  Mr.  Renaud  had  no  right  to  withdraw  ike 
papers  from  the  admitted  files ;  they  were  not  connected  with  his  work  in  the  offie«T 
and  he  admitted  to  me  that  he  had  the  papers  upon  his  desk  and  offered  no  explaa*- 
tion  as  to  his  purpose  in  withdrawing  them  from  the  iUes.  After  Commissioner 
Black  had  retired  n*om  the  Pension  Office  Mr.  Renaud  openly  made  boast  that  he 
was  the  author  of  the  so-called  "physical  wreck  articles"  directed  against  Gca. 
Black,  these  articles  havinc  \>eei\  -^xc^vvwE^d  X^v  blm.  at  the  time  he  was  a  trusted  clerk 
in  the  Bureau  during  GeWl  ^la^W^  \ktoiu\^\x\v'Ov»\^. 
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To  my  mind  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  no  clerk  employed  in  a  Department  who  may 
differ  With  the  existing  administration  should  nse  the  advantage  of  his  position  to 
attack  the  head  ot  the  Burean  in  which  he  is  serving. 

.  Being  satisfied  that  Mr.  Reuand  is  gnilty  of  the  charges  upon  which  he  was  dis- 
missed and  that  they  were  sufficient  to  jnsti^  his  dismissal;  I  can  not  reconmieud 
that  these  charges  be  ezponged  ftom  his  recora.  • 

Very  respectfully, 

Obbbn  B.  Rauh, 

Cammisrioner. 

The  Witness.  On  the  28th  of  October,  1891, 1  wrote  the  following 

letter  to  the  Secretary: 

Departmekt  of  TnB  Interior,  Bureau  op  Pensions, 

Office  of  the  Goioiissioner, 

Washington,  October  28, 1891. 
Hon.  John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  Hie  Interior: 

Dear  Sir  :  I  respectfully  invite  your  attention  to  the  case  of  Edward  Renaudi 
recently  dismissed  from  this  office,  and  who  is  now,  as  I  am  informed,  employed  in 
the  Census  Office,  as  I  suppose  without  your  knowledge. 

This  man,  while  holding  the  position  of  an  eigliteen  hundred  clerkship  in  the 
Pension  Office  under  Gen.  Black,  wrote  the  well-known  ''Physical  Wreck''  articles 
agaiust  his  chief,  and  after  this  administration  came  into  power  he  turned  his  hat- 
teries  of  abuse  upon  a  number  of  prominent  officials  of  the  Pension  Office  while  he 
was  still  an  employ^  of  the  Bureau.  These  facts  being  brought  to  your  attention 
you  disDiissed  him  from  the  service. 

The  efficient  and  honorable  administration  of  the  executive  branches  of  the  public 
service  in  my  opinion  requires  that  every  employd,  whether  he  agrees  politically 
with  the  party  in  power  or  not,  shall  give  the  administration  under  which  ho  serves 
his  loyal  support,  and  he  should  not  be  permitted  to  avail  himself  of  his  position  to 

Sublicly  malign  the  administration  which  retains  him  in  office.    Where  an  employ^ 
isregards  his  plain  duty  he  should  be  retired  from  the  public  service. 
I  respectfully  submit  that  Mr.  Edward  Bouaud  is  not  a  proper  person  to  be  re- 
tained in  the  Interior  Department. 
Very  respectfully, 

Green  B.  Raum, 

CommiB^oner, 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  this  [handing  to  the  witness  a  newspaper  article]  the 
article  to  which  you  referred? 
The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  it. 
Mr.  Enloe  put  in  evidence  the  article,  as/oUows: 

BOLD  PENSION  OFFICE  CLERKS. 
[By  telegraph  to  the  Tribune.] 

Washington,  J«^.  15. — ^Reference  has  been  made  in  these  dispatches  to  the  ex- 
traordinary fact  that  certain  clerks  in  the  Pension  Bnrcan  do  not  hesitate  to  reverse, 
when  they  so  desire,  not  merely  the  mlings  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions;  who  is 
their  immediate  official  superior,  but  even  the  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, to  whom  the  Commissioner  is  subordinate,  these  acts  of  insubordination  being 
committed  in  spite  of  the  rules  laid  down  for  their  action  by  a  long  line  of  Secretaries 
of  the  Interior,  and  printed  in  a  handbook  compiled  expressly  for  their  use.  The 
pension  claim  of  John  8.  Garrison  may  be  profitably  selected  from  a  list  of  seyeral 
ndthin  the  knowledge  of  The  Tribune  to  illustrate  the  peculiar  methods  adopted  by 
these  gentlemen  in  canceUing  the  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  fol- 
lowing are  the  main  points  in  the  Secretary's  adverse  decision  in  the  claim  referred  to : 

Department  of  the  Intei^or, 
Washington,  D,  C,  December  2?5,  1886, 

Original  invalid  claim  No.  370607.    (Certificate  No.  288225.)    John  S.  Garrisou,  on 
appeal.    Company  G,  6th  Michigan  Cavalry  Volunteers. 

To  the  CoMMSsiONER  OF  Pensions  : 

Sir:  Herewith  are  returned  the  papers  which  accompanied  your r«^«t\.  «l  "^^sv^ '^5»^ 
1885,  upon  the  appeal  of  the  above-named  claimant  ftou\  XW  wiWow  oi  -^^vjx  vk^v^^^ 
rejecting  his  claim  for  additioual  pension  on  account  of  obxomc^  ^vvkXsW^iAk.    «     "»     "^ 
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The  eyidence  in  this  case  shows  that  the  appellant  enlisted  aboat  the  end  of  f^kn- 
ary.  '64.  and  was  present  with  his  regiment  in  Aprils  and  in  hospital  from  Jolj,^ 
to  April  22.  '65 ;  and  that  he  was^  while  in  hospitat  treated  for  chronic  diarrhoea.  Be 
served  witn  his  regiment  in  active  dutv  till  March  10,  ^66,  when  discharged  it  Sah 
Lake  City,  Utah.  On  the  25th  day  of  May^  1880,  and  more  than  fourteen  yesn  iftff 
discharge,  he  filed  his  declaration  for  pension.  The  applicant  has  failed  to  prorebj 
the  test[imony]  of  the  surgeon  of  his  regiment,  or  a  commissioned  offioer,  or  Gomradn, 
that  he  was  ever  troobled  or  in  any  manner  disabled  with  diarrhoea  fix>m  April,  *^j^ 
time  he  retomed  to  dnty^  cured  of  said  disease,  up  to  March  10,  '66,  when  he  vm 
discharged  from  the  service.  He  has  shown  by  the  testimony  of  his  father,  motba, 
and  sister,  that  he  has  been  disabled  with  diarrhoea  and  bowel  troable.  but  their 
testimony  is  so  vague  it  fails  to  show  how  long  a  time  elapsed  after  discosrgvd  W 
fore  he  was  troubl^  with  diarrhoea,  or  how  long  it  continned,  or  how  mneh  it  ds- 
abled  him  from  the  performance  of  manual  labor.  The  testimony  of  appellant,  Ski 
in  1883^  admits  that  he  never  employed  a  physician  until  the  sommer  ofSS,  and 
that  it  IS  imi>06sible  to  furnish  the  testimony  of  fellow-workmen  or  neighbors. 

It  appears  in  the  records  of  this  case  that  the  appellant  is  an  employ^  in  the  Fa- 
sion  Office  and  has  been  so  employed  since  December.  1876.  It  would  seem  an  csit 
matter  for  him  to  prove  by  his  chief  or  comrades  employed  w^hat  his  physical  eondi- 
tion  was  in  1876,  when  he  first  entered  Government  employ,  or  what  it  has  bees 
during  the  past  eight  or  ten  years.  He  could  have  shown  by  the  records,  if  bea 
desired,  how  much  time  he  lost  by  sickness ;  but  this  he  declines  to  do.  The  cliat 
acted  as  his  own  attorney  in  the  prosecution  of  his  claim,  and  it  is  to  be  follj  dr- 
Bumed  that  his  duties  as  a  clerk  in  vour  office  for  so  many  years  made  W 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  laws  and  rules  relating  to  the  grtaiting  of  pensioM; 
vet  he  nas  most  certainly  failed  to  file  the  ordinary  chain  of  evidence  to  prove  thii 
ne  has  been  disabled  by  reasons  of  chronic  diarrhoea^^  in  a  pensionable  degree,  £rea 
discharge  to  the  present  time.  The  client  has  not  shown  by  medical  or  other  eri- 
deuce  the  degree  of  his  disability  from  chronic  diarrhoea  in  any  year  from  March. 
'66,  to  the  time  of  filing  the  affidavit  of  W.  H.  Barton  in  ^85.  From  the  whole  en- 
deuce  filed,  your  action  of  rejection  was  right  and  proper,  and  is  affirmed. 
Very  respeotfullyi 

D.  If.  Hawkins, 
A99i»tani  8ecr§Urf, 

The  only  additional  testimony  filed  by  the  claimant  after  that  date  of  the  Secre- 
tary's adverse  decision  was  that  of  an  Army  comrade,  to  the  effect  that  he  had  com 
sufiered  from  the  disease  alleged,  some  months  prior  to  his  discharge.  This  new  tes- 
timony added  nothing  whatever  to  the  weight  of  evidence  upon  which  the  Secre- 
tary's adverse  decision  was  made,  nor  does  it  touch  at  all,  or  in  any  wise  affect,  the 
question  of  the  continuance  of  the  disease  since  the  claimant's  discharge  from  the 
service.  In  fact,  the  claim  stands  precisely  where  the  Secretary's  decision  left  it.  in 
all  its  nakedness  of  proper  proof.  And  yet,  in  June,  1889,  three  clerks  in  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau,  members  of  the  board  of  review,  set  aside  this  formal  decision  in  a  re- 
markable slip,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  chief  of  the  uoard  of  review.  J  am  of  the  opiaioD 
that  tne  evidence  filed  is  sufficient  to  justify  a  legal  approval  for  chronic  diarrhoea 
and  so  recommend.  There  is  a  record  of  diarrhoea;  the  same  is  found  on  medical 
examination;  the  testimony  of  his  mother  and  other  witnesses  tends  to  show  contis- 
uance;  and  lam  entirely  satisfied  that  the  claimant  would  not  under  any  ciroum- 
stances  miUce  a  fedse  statement. 

J.  P.  LOTUROP,  Bcviewtt. 

Concur— M'Whorter. 

Approved— F.  W.  Poor,  chief  board  of  review. 

Upon  this  slip,  which  does  not  even  refer  to  the  additional  testimony  of  one  eon- 
rade  ''during  service,"  the  Secretary's  adverse  decision  was  set  aside  and  the  ca« 
went  forward  for  allowance.  Pension  was  allowed,  to  the  tune  of  several  hundredf 
of  doUars,  from  the  date  of  the  soldier's  discharge,  and  pension  for  life  was  granted. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Pension  Bureau  hiMl  itself  originally  rejected  the  clain 
upon  the  ground  that  the  self-same  evidence  was  insufficient:  the  Secretary,  upon 
claimant's  appeal,  affirms  this  action ;  and  later  on  this  trio  of  clerks  reverses  both 
the  Pension  J^ureau's  decision  and  that  of  the  Secretarv.  In  the  absence  of  sufficient 
additional  or  new  testimony,  the  conclusion  is  irresistible  that  the  three  clerks  based 
their  extraordinary  action  upon  the  point  or  plea  presented  in  the  closing  sentence: 
''And  I  am  entirely  satisfied  that  the  claimant  would  not,  under  any  circumstanoes, 
make  a  false  statement." 

The  adoption  of  this  new  factor  bv  adjudicating  officers  and  the  veracity  of  claim- 
ants being  not  only  permitted  to  take  the  place  of  necessain^  testimonv,  but  to  war- 
rant the  reversal  o£  t2he  dAcmona  ol  %^\)s«a!QLQ^««t  «A.^^i\2A  vos^^cvn^  the  Sscrt- 
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tary,  would  aesm  to  be  a  new  departore  franght  with  considerable  danger,  and  one 
which  would  open  an  unusnally  large  field  for  remunerative  exploitation  to  that  vast 
army  of  claimante  whose  proofs  are  as  defective  as  their  greed  is  great.  It  is  worthy 
of  note,  perhaps,  in  connection  with  this  phase  of  the  claim,  that  the  pension  orig- 
inally granted  this  claimant  for  an  injury  upon  the  merits  or  validity  of  which  the 
Secretary  did  not  pass  was  itself  a  somewhat  peculiar  one ;  and.  while  the  claim  may 
possibly  have  been  highlv  meritorious  and  just,  the  testimony  aaduced  in  its  support, 
and  upon  which  it  was  allowed,  appears  to  have  been,  in  some  particulars,  as  tnin  as 
tissue  paper.  The  fact  that  when  the  slip  of  the  three  employes  was  written,  and 
the  claim  allowed  under  its  authority,  General  Ranm's  predecessor,  "Corporal" 
Tanner,  had  not  yet  vacated  his  official  chair,  has  no  especial  bearing  upon  tiie  point 
at  issue. 

These  three  clerks  are  still  occupying  high  and  important  places  in  the  Bureau  of 
Pensions;  they,  together  with  the  large  class  of  their  sympathizers  who  are  still  'Uu 
situ,"  practically  "run''  the  office — indeed,  one  of  the  three  is  acting  Chief  Clerk  of 
the  Bureau  at  tliis  writing.  It  is  from  this  class  that  several  have  been  recently  se- 
lected for  the  important  promotions,  while  the  promotions  of  others  have  been  made 
npon  their  recommendauous.  More  especially  at  thia  time,  when,  under  the  new 
'' I>isability  Pension  Act,"  the  various  questions  to  be  weighed  and  decided  are  close 
and  nice,  and  the  opportunities  for  granting  pensions  to  unworthy  applicants  and 
npon  wholly  insufficient  evidence  are  enormously  increased,  the  impropriety  of  allow- 
ing the  class  of  employes  mentioned  to  have  practical  control  of  this  great  Bureau 
wonld  appear  to  be  sufficiently  obvious. 

This  particular  case  is  not  by  any  means  the  only  one,  or  the  most  startling,  which 
has  come  under  the  notice  of  tue  correspondent  of  the  Tribune.  Bnt  it  is  typical  of 
a  large  class,  and  should  serve  to  stimulate  the  ardor  to  reform  abuses  for  which 
Commissioner  Banm  enjoys  an  enviable  reputation. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  shall  offer  a  brief  of  this  Garrison  case,  and  I  ask  Oen. 
Banm  to  designate  some  one  in  his  office  to  cooperate  with  some  one 
to  be  appointed  by  this  committee,  to  make  a  brief  of  the  case  and  sub- 
mit it. 

The  Witness.  I  will  do  that. 

Q.  Did  you  succeed  in  getting  Mr.  Eenaud  removed  firom  theOensus 
Office  in  this  last  effort  of  yours  f — ^A.  I  simply  wrote  that  letter  to  the 
Secretary,  calling  attention  to  the  facts. 

Q.  Your  object  was  to  get  Mr.  Eenaud  out  of  the  service! — ^A.  I 
supposed  he  was  in  there  without  the  Secretary's  knowledge. 

Q.  He  knows  it  now,  does  he  not  f — A.  I  presume  he  read  that  letter. 

Q*  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  discharged  Mr.  Benaud  or  notf — 
A.  I  do  not  think  he  has. 

Q.  Your  object  in  writing  the  letter  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  subject  with  a  view  to  having  Mr.  Benaud  dismissed  f — 
A.  Yes.    I  thought  he  was  not  a  proper  person  to  hold  such  a  position. 

Q.  You  did  not  have  any  feeling  against  Mr.  Benaud,  did  youf — ^A. 
He  did  not  write  against  me  at  aU-— he  wrote  against  the  office;  but  I 
thought  he  was  not  a  proper  person  to  be  kept  in  the  public  service, 
and  I  so  stated. 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  ill  feeling  towards  himt — ^A.  It  is  a  little 
difficult  for  me  to  analyze  my  feelings  towards  him.  He  has  never 
attempted  anything  against  me  that  I  know  of.  It  was  only  against 
the  ofKce.  What  I  did  I  did  as  a  matter  of  public  duty.  I  thought 
he' was  not  a  proper  person  to  be  kept  in  the  office  and  I  think  so  still. 
I  have  no  malice  against  the  man. 

Q.  Was  the  date  of  that  communication  August,  18891 — ^A.  I  was 
not  in  the  Pension  Offic>e  in  August,  1889. 

Q.  You  were  in  the  office  in  18901 — A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  went  in  in  October,  18891 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  Benaud  told  the  truth  about  the  case  would  it  have 
been  wrong  of  him  to  write  that  article  1 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  a  person  employed  in  t!\i^  l?^\is\o\\  0^^<^  V^^ 
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any  bosiness  to  write  up  the  affairs  of  that  office  withont  poiniffiioi. 

Q.  Did  that  article  contain  any  reflection  cin  your  administTatioot- 
A.  It  reflected  on  a  number  of  principal  officers  in  the  Boreaii,  and 
they  smarted  from  it  very  considerably. 

Q.  The  men  who  were  charged  with  error  in  the  matter  are  ikm 
still,  some  of  them,  are  they  t— A.  Col.  Poor  is  dead.  I  beUeve  tbs 
all  the  others  are  in  the  office. 

Q.  Did  not  the  article  call  attention  to  what  was  deemed  to  be  ub- 
lawftil  practices  in  the  office,  and  did  it  not  oonunend  your  administn- 
tionf — A.  It  spoke  something  favorable  of  my  administration. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Secretary  Noble  snbseqnenUj  in 
dorsed  and  admitted  the  substantial  accuracy  of  that  article  f— A.  I 
never  had  any  information  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Eenaud  deny  to  you  that  he  wrote  the  article  f — A.  Y» 
He  said  that  he  did  not  write  the  article. 

Q.  Did  the  correspondent  of  the  New  York  Tribune  in  this  city  d®j 
that  Mr.  Eenaud  wrote  the  article? — ^A.  Yes,  one  of  them  did. 

Q.  Did  not  the  correspondent  of  the  Tribune  write  an  article  to  his 
paper  denying  that  Mr.  Kenaud  frimished  the  statement  or  wrote  tltf 
article,  and  was  not  that  published  in  the  paper  subsequently  f— A. 
That  may  have  been  done.  They  also  said  that  he  had  not  been  writ- 
ing for  the  paper,  while  he  said  that  he  had  been,  and  that  he  wrote 
those  "  Physical  Wreck''  articles. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  thatf — ^A.  He  did  not  tell  me  that,  but  it  was 
stated  to  Commissioner  Tanner.    He  stated  it,  as  I  was  informed,  in 
the  presence  of  several  gentlemen  who  repeated  it  to  me. 
.Q.  You  only  have  it  from  hearsay? 

The  Ghaibman.  It  appears  from  the  answer  that  it  is  hearsay. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Eenaud  was  in  the  city  at  the  time  the 
article  was  written! — ^A.  At  the  date  the  article  was  printed  Mr. 
Kenaud,  I  think,  was  taking  his  leave  of  absence  at  Atlantic  Cit}*,  or 
at  some  seaside  watering  place.  When  I  called  Mr.  Renand  down  to 
my  room  to  discuss  this  matter  with  him  I  stated  to  him  that  I  had  a^ 
certained  that  this  bundle  of  papers  from  the  admitted  files  had  reccDtij 
been  on  his  desk.  He  said  yes,  that  that  was  the  case.  I  asked  him 
how  it  came  there,  and  said  that  it  was  not  within  his  line  of  duty  to 
have  it  there.  He  entirely  failed  to  make  any  explanation  about  it, 
and  declined  to  assist  me  to  determine  who  it  was  who  wrote  the  article, 
or  to  give  me  any  aid  in  that  direction. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  was  not  willing  to  become  a  spy  in  the 
matter? — ^A.  I  do  not  recall  what  he  said.  He  said  that  he  would  not 
give  me  assistance. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  that  he  was  not  willing  to  be  put  in  the  attitnde 
of  being  a  spy,  and  did  you  not  then  tell  him  that  you  would  dismiss 
him! — ^A.  I  did  not  ask  him  whether  any  person  in  the  office  had 
written  the  article,  nor  did  I  ask  him  to  spy  on  anybody  in  the  office. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  was.  did  he  say  so  to  yont 

The  Witness.  I  do 'not  think  so.  I  do  not  recall  it,  beoause  it  iras 
not  a  subject  of  conversation. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  you  not  just  now  state  that  it  was  a  snbject  of  con- 
versation! 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Eenaud  had  stated  to  me  that  he  was  a  writtf 
for  the  Tribune,  and  that  the  papers  were  on  his  desk  which  con- 
tained the  basis  of  this  article,  ^o  one  could  get  the  facts  out  of  that 
bundle  of  papers  unless  he  looked  over  the  papers,  because  it  was  quite 
a  long  decision^  which  \?o»  cfingieA.  m  >^^  ^sxNrNr^  ^swaskS^s^A'^  Tnust  have 


I  PENSION   OFFICE  INVESTIGATION.  543 

^  had  access  to  tbe  papers,  and  I  found  that  Mr.  Benaud  had  access  to 
e^  them,  and  that  he  had  said  that  he  was  a  writer  for  the  Tribune,  and  he 
-  declined  to  give  me  any  assistance. 

Mr.  Payson.  Or  account  for  why  he  had  the  papers? 
-J      The  Witness.  Yes,  sir.    Or  account  for  why  he  had  the  papers 
And  so  I  recommended  his  dismissal.    He  had  no  right  to  take  those 
papers  l^om  the  admitted  files. 
«      Mr.  Enloe.  Was  there  not  any  practice  or  custom  in  your  office  by 
~  which  he  might  have  examined  those  papers  1 
A.  It  was  not  any  part  of  his  duty. 

Q.  I  understand  that;  but  might  not  this  matter  have  been  brought 
.  to  his  attention  in  a  proper  way,  so  that  he  should  look  to  the  action 
taken  in  the  Garrison  case! — A.  The  Garrison  case  was  complete  and 
had  been  sent  to  the  admitted  files. 

Q.  They  involved  an  important  principle,  did  they  not! — ^A.  Yes.  It 

was  a  decision  which  had  been  rendered  by  a  previous  administration. 

;    There  was  no  reason  for  Mr.  Eenaud  to  have  these  papers  on  his  desk. 

Q.  He  did  not  undertake  to  teU  you  how  they  got  there! — ^A.  Kof 

Bir,    He  could  not  explain  it  at  all. 

Q.  Was  it  not  at  the  stage  of  the  conversation  when  you  asked  him 

'   to  help  you  fiml  out  where  the  papers  came  from  and  who  wrote  the 

article  and  when  he  declined,  and  when  you  got  into  a  passion! — A. 

I  got  into  no  passion.    I  spoke  to  Mr.  Eenaad  with  entire  composure. 

Q.  You  notified  him  that  you  would  dismiss  him! — ^A.  Going  over 

\  the  whole  matter  I  concluded  that  Mr.  Eenaud  was  the  guilty  party, 

and  so  I  stated  to  him  that  I  would  recommend  his  dismissal,  which  I 

did. 

Q.  Waa  not  the  principle  involved  in  that  Garrison  case  this:  That 

^'   some  of  the  clerks  had  reopened  a  claim  already  adjudicated  by  the 

Commissioner,  and  that  it  was  done  without  consulting  the  Commis- 

'    sioner  or  his  deputies! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Arrogating  to  themselves  the  judicial  functions  of  their  supe- 
riors!— A.  At  that  time  the  power  of  reopening  a  rejected  case  in  the 
office  was  exercised  by  the  heads  of  divisions  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  examiner.  This  case,  however,  was  found  on  examination  to 
have  been  opened  by  Deputy  Commissioner  McLean. 

Q.  You  afterwards  issued  an  order,  did  you  not,  prohibiting  the  heads 
of  divisions  from  reopening  cases! — ^A.  I  issued  that  order  very  early 
in  my  administration.    I  issued  it  N^ovember  25, 1889. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  had  inquired  about  how  these  papers  came  to 
b^  found  on  Mr.  Benaud's  desk  before  you  took  action  looking  to  his 
dismissal! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  inquired  about  that  before  you  gave  to  the  public  press  the 
statement  that  he  was  dismissed! — ^A.  I  did  that  before  I  called  Mr. 
Benaud  down  to  my  room. 

Q.  You  dismissed  him  first! — A.  ISo,  sir;  not  at  all.  I  made  inquiry 
in  relation  to  the  case  and  ascertained  that  the  bundle  of  papers  had 
been  on  Mr.  Benaud's  desk,  and  then  I  sent  for  him  for  an  explanation. 
Q.  When  you  talked  to  Mr.  Benaud  about  this  case  and  how  the 
papers  came  to  be  on  his  desk,  did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  was  in  charge 
of  a  section  of  clerks  which  was  ordering  medical  examinations  in  in- 
crease claims  and  that  he  did  not  draw  the  case  from  the  files,  explain- 
ing thoroughly  the  process  of  such  drawing! — A.  He  did  not  attempt 
to  account  for  how  the  case  came  to  be  on  his  desk. 

Q.  Did  he  not  show  you   that  there  were  sev^T^Y  Yvuh^t^^  ^jai^^'^ 
damped  on  his  desk  and  that  this  case  waa  amoiig  \\L^TSi^ — J^«  ^^  ^^^^ 
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that  a  fipreat  many  cases  came  to  his  desk,  but  he  could  not  explain,  and 
did  not  attempt  to  explain,  how  these  papers  came  there. 

Q.  Did  he  not  offer  to  explain  t — ^A.  He  stated  that  lie  did  not  knoir 
how  they  came  there. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  that  they  came  there  by  mistake  and  not  by  any 
design  of  hisf — ^A.  No,  sir.    He  did  not  state  that  to  me. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  large  number  of  claims  laid  on  Mr.  Benand's  deak 
every  day  by  the  men  of  his  section  for  examination,  to  see  if  there  was 
any  reason  for  their  being  sent  to  the  Secretary  t — A.  There  were  a 
great  many  cases  pnt  on  Mr.  Benand's  desk,  but  this  case  was  one 
which  had  been  completed  and  had  been  sent  to  the  admitted  files  and 
was  on  the  admitted  files. 

Q.  Is  it  not  possible  to  make  a  mistake  t — A.  Of  oonrse  migfakiriw 
sometimes  occur. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Benaud  claim  at  that  time  that  a  mistake 
had  been  madef 

The  Witness.  He  did  not.  He  did  not  undertake  to  explain.  He 
stated  that  a  great  many  cases  came  to  his  desk. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  did  not  claim  that  that  one  came  there  by  mistake  t— 
A.  He  said  that  he  could  not  explain  it. 

Q.  Answer  positively  yes  or  no.  Did  he  tell  you  in  this  conYersation 
that  this  case  came  on  his  desk  through  a  mistake t — ^A.  I  can  not  tell 
you  positively  what  Mr.  Benaud  said,  but  I  can  state  very  distincUy 
my  impressions — 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  do  not  want  you  to  state  your  impressions. 

Mr.  Payson.  He  can  state  his  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Enloe.  State  to  your  best  recollection  whether  Mr.  Benaud  told 
you,  in  that  conversation,  that  that  case  was  on  his  desk  by  mistake  f— 
A.  No  sir,  he  did  not.  He  simply  did  not  undertake  to  explain  how  it 
got  there,  except  by  saying  that  cases  very  firequently  came  to  his  desk, 
a  great  many  cases. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  him  if  he  wrote  that  article  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  denied  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  he  had  told  you  in  that  conversation  that  he  would  undertake 
to  hunt  up  the  party  who  wrote  the  article,  or  who  furnished  informa- 
tion for  the  article,  would  you  have  dismissed  himt — ^A.  If  Mr.  Benaud 
had  undertaken  to  give  me  a  satisfactory  explanation  of  that  thing  in 
a  candid  frank  manner,  so  that  his  statement  appeared  worthy  of  cred- 
ence, I  would  have  given  him  the  full  benefit  of  it.  But  he  did  not  do 
that. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Benaud  take  offense  at  the  idea  of  being  called  on  to  go 
into  the  business  of  investigating  and  spying  upon  other  x>ersons  to 
find  out  this  thingf  What  was  his  mannerf  Did  he  get  excited  in 
the  <'onversationf — A.  I  do  not  think  he  became  excited  very  much. 

Q.  Did  he  very  positively  say  that  he  did  not  proi>ose  to  act  in  the 
eapiieity  of  a  spy! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  used  the  word  "spy.* 
He  declined  to  render  me  any  assistance  in  ascertaining  who  wrote  the 
artiele,  or  wliy  those  papers  were  on  his  desk,  and  how  it  was  that 
somebody,  who  got  possession  of  that  bundle  of  papers,  obtain^  a 
copy  of  this  decision.    He  declined  all  that. 

By  the  Ohaibman  : 

Q.  The  decision  is  a  public  record,  is  it  nott — ^A.  I  do  not  think  it 
was  ever  published. 

Q.  It  was  intended  as  a  public  record! — ^A.  Yes;  they  have  a  copy  of 
it  at  the  Departmuit* 
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Q..  Would  there  be  any  objection,  nnder  the  rules  of  the  office,  to  any- 
body examining  such  a  public  record  and  giving  it  to  the  public  press  t — 
A.  There  would  be  a  regular  way  to  do  it.  They  would  have  to  go  to 
the  chief  clerk,  who  has  charge  of  those  files,  and  get  authority  to  ex- 
amine the  case. 

Q.  Is  there  any  objection  to  a«y  order  being  made  public  in  the  press 
if  anybody  saw  fit  to  make  it  public  f — A.  No,  not  if  he  gets  the  case 
in  the  proper  way. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  :  * 

Q.  You  say  tiiat  Mr.  Eenaud  had  no  right  to  have  access  to  this 
casef — ^A.  No;  it  was  not  his  business. 

Q.  The  case  did  not  properly  belong  in  his  division! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  division  did  it  belong! — ^A.  It  belonged  in  what  is  known 
as  the  ^'  admitted  files.'' 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Benaud  have  access  to  the  admitted  files! — A.  He  had 
no  control  over  the  admitted  files. 

Q.  None  at  all! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  could  he  get  possession  of  the  case! — A.  I  suppose  he  knew 
the  number  of  it. 

Q.  How  could  he  find  out  that  there  was  anything  in  the  case  to  crit- 
icise or  to  commend! — A.  Mr.  Benaud  had  been  a  clerk  in  the  office  a 
long  time  and  I  suppose  that  he  had  observed  the  current  of  business. 
He  was  writing,  as  he  said,  for  the  Tribune,  and  I  suppose  he  wanted 
to  write  an  article. 

Q.  You  say  that  he  had  no  right  to  the  papers,  and  you  deny  that 
tjiey  got  there  by  mistake.  How  do  you  account  for  the  fact  that  he 
knew  of  the  existence  of  the  case! — A.  I  can  not  tell  you  about  it. 

Q.  May  not  somebody  have  got  the  information!  May  not  that  in- 
formation have  been  in  the  x)ossession  of  somebody  else  and  furnished 
to  the  Tribune! — A.  I  do  not  know  who  gave  the  Tribune  the  facts.  I 
simply  found  a  man  who  had  possession  of  the  case,  who  was  writing, 
as  he  said  to  me,  for  that  paper,  and  who  declined  to  tell  me  how  it  was 
that  he  got  possession  of  that  case,  which  he  had  no  right  to  do. 

Q.  Did  you  undertake  to  find  it  out  from  anybody  else! — A.  I  made 
inquiry  as  to  how  it  came  from  the  admitted  files,  but  nobody  could  in- 
form me. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  the  admitted  files  at  that  time! — A.  I  think 
Mr.  Baker  had. 

Q.  Did  you  turn  out  Mr.  Baker  for  allowing  papers  to  be  taken  from 
the  files  which  should  not  be  taken  out! — ^A.  There  is  this  trouble  about 
it.  These  rooms  have  no  doors,  and  a  person  could  go  into  these  rooms 
and  withdraw  a  bundle  of  papers  without  being  noticed,  if  he  choose 
to  stay  in  there  overtime  without  being  seen. 

Q.  Have  you  not  a  rule  to  proliibit  persons  staying  there  after  hours!. 
— ^A.  Sometimes  people  are  admitted,  and  sometimes  they  stay  after 
hours. 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  rule  about  it! — A.  I  believe  there  is. 

Q.  If  you  have  no  such  rule  would  there  be  any  protection  for  the 
files! — ^A.  There  are  a  lot  of  watchmen  there  day  and  night,  and  they 
lU'e  expected  to  see  that  no  wrong  is  done. 

Q.  Did  you  inquire  of  the  watchmen  whether  they  had  seen  Mr.  Be- 
naud prowling  about  after  hours! — A.  I  did  not.  I  have  stated  the 
matter  about  as  fully  as  I  can.  I  think  I  have  been  quite  clear  in  it, 
I  want  to  give  the  committee  all  that  I  know  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  act  rather  hastily  in  the  it\atleT  oi  \Ave\\\Tk^^\  ,^^wn^^ 
put  without mveatigating  tb^  matteirl — A^t  \  ^^w^^^^^^ 
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Q.  Howt — A.  I  made  inquiry  as  to  Low  that  case  came  on  Mr.  Be- 
nand's  desk. 

Q.  From  whom  did  yon  make  itf — ^A.  From  the  people  of  t]ie  ad- 
mitted fUes. 

Q.  Who  are  tliey ! — A.  I  do  not  recall.  They  are  the  men  who  had 
charge  of  the  files.    If  Mr.  Baker  had  charge  I  made  the  inqniry  of  him. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  yon  that  Mr.  Kenaud  got  the  papers  f — ^A.  Ifo;  thej 
could  not  tell  how  he  got  them. 

By  Mr,  Little  : 

Q.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  that  case  was  reoi)ened  under  the 
rules  of  the  office  f — ^A.  I  think  so.  I  think  that  the  deputy  commis- 
sioner had  authorized  the  reopening  of  the  case. 

Q.  And  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  did  reopen  itt — A*  Yes;  that  is  my 
recollection. 

*  Q.  Is  it  so  that  a  deputy  commissioner  can  reopen  a  case  after  the 
Secretary  or  the  chief  Commissioner  has  passed  on  it? — A.  I  made  an 
order,  which  I  had  the  Secretary  approve,  prohibiting  such  a  thing. 
This  case  was  reopened  by  Mr.  McLean. 

Q.  Was  it  reopened  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  office! — A.  Noj  I  do 
not  think  it  was.  I  found  that  the  reopening  of  cases  was  done  in  a 
way  which  I  thought  was  not  safe  nor  proper.  The  heads  of  divisions 
exercised  the  right  of  reopening  cases  on  the  recommendation  of  exam- 
iners.   I  issued  an  order  on  the  26th  of  November,  1889,  against  it 

Q.  If  that  is  BO,  is  it  not  practicaUy  the  case  of  a  subordinate  review- 
ing the  action  of  his  superior  officer! — A.  It  was  simply  a  practice. 

Q.  If  that  was  the  practice  was  it  not  an  inferior  officer  reviewing  a 
superior! — ^A.  It  was  reopening  the  case. 

Q.  Without  notification  to  the  superior  who  had  approved  it!— A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  a  rule  existed  in  the  Pension  Office  that 
a  subordinate  might  of  lus  own  motion  (after  Ins  superior  ha-s  decided 
a  case)  take  it  up  and  reopen  it! — A.  They  reopened  cases  on  evidence. 

Q.  And  that  was  regarded  as  being  according  to  the  rules  of  the 
office! — ^A.  Yes.    It  is  not  so  now,  because  I  changed  it. 

Q.  But  at  that  time! — ^A.  At  that  time  it  was.  It  was  the  assump- 
tion that  there  was  some  additional  evidence  which  would  warrant 
that  action. 

Q.  As  I  understood  your  answer,  it  is,  that,  according  to  the  roles 
in  force  at  the  office  at  that  time,  it  was  competent  for  a  subordinate 
(on  the  assmnption  that  he  had  other  evidence)  to  reopen  a  case  with- 
out notification  to  his  superior  officer  and  grant  more  pension! — ^A.  He 
could  grant  a  rehearing. 

Q.  And  if  he  granted  a  rehearing  he  could  grant  a  new  pension  t— 
A. . 

Q.  Then  I  am  practically  right  about  that! — A.  You  are  practically 
right;  but  I  have  changed  that,  and  now  no  case  that  has  been  ap^ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  can  be  reopened  without  submitting  the  mat- 
ter to  him. 

Q.  Then  you  considered  that  an  evil! — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  this  article  do  anything  more  than  call  attention  to  that  exist- 
ing evil! — A.  It  spoke  of  it  as  something  which  was 

Mr.  Little.  An  evil! 

The  Witness.  Not  an  evil,  but  it  was  more  than  evil. 

Q.  Did  you  think  so  yourself! — A.  It  was  not  lawful. 
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Q.  That  was  worse  than  an  evil. — A*  Yes;  but  it  was  lawfnl  at  that 
time. 

Q.  Then  it  was  a  lawflil  evilt — ^A.  I  think  it  was  bad  practice  myself. 

Q.  And  this  article  directed  attention  to  that  evil  or  bad  practice! — 
A.  Yes.  It  spoke  of  it,  but  it  abased  those  men  who  were  doing  just 
exactly  what  they  had  a  right  to  do,  while  it  accused  them  of  doing 
what  they  did  not  do. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  If  an  employ6  in  your  office  gave  out  to  the  public 
press,  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  Biureau,  the  decisions 
or  records  of  your  Bureau  at  his  pleasure,  would  you  consider  it  con- 
sistent with  the  good  of  the  service  to  keep  such  a  man  in  your  employ- 
ment? 

The  Witness.  I  would  not. 

Mr.  Little.  Do  you  speak  of  confidential  orders t 

The  Witness.  I  speak  of  the  decisions  of  the  Department;  public 
records. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  think,  then,  that  information  ought  not  to  be  given 
out  of  the  Bureau  unless  you  see  proper  to  turn  it  loose  yourself  t 

The  Witness.  I  think  that  the  information  for  the  public,  which  is 
always  accessible  through  the  heads  of  the  different  bureaus,  should 
not  be  given  out  by  the  clerks.  That  is  so,  I  think,  in  all  the  bureaus 
and  departments  of  the  Goverilment. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Is  it  any  part  of  the  duty  of  a  clerk  to  do  sot 

The  Witness.  Not  at  all.  * 

Mr.  Bbosius.  It  would  be  an  infraction  of  his  duty  to  do  sot 

The  Witness.  I  think  it  all  wrong  for  him  to  do  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  say  that  if  anybody  goes  there  and  inquires 
for  a  public  record  from  a  clerk,  and  the  clerk  gives  it,  the  giving  of  it 
would  be  grounds  for  dismissal  f 

The  Witness.  I  say  this:  That,  under  the  rules  of  the  office,  the  gen- 
eral public  has  no  right  of  access  to  the  working  divisions  of  the  office 
without  permission.  Here  are  the  Commissioner,  the  two  Deputy  Com- 
missioners, and  the  chief  clerk,  who  are  accessible  at  all  times  and 
ready  to  give  any  information  required;  and  if  any  public  record  is 
needed  they  are  ready  to  furnish  it.  Ana  it  is  no  part  of  the  business 
of  the  clerks  in  the  office  to  do  this;  they  have  no  right  to  do  it,  and  it 
is  improper  for  them  to  do  it.  If  every  clerk  in  the  office  was  to  be 
turned  loose  to  give  his  version  of  everything  that  is  going  on  it  would 
be  rather  a  bad  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  Chaibman.  Take  this  paper  [handing  to  the  witness  the  Tribune 
article]  and  point  out  to  the  committee  what  part  of  it  you  think  the 
derk  snould  be  dismissed  for  having  written,  if  it  turns  out  that  he 
wrote  it. 

The  Witness.  The  article  is  a  criticism  on  the  action  of  Mr.  Lothrop, 
Mr.  McWhorter,  and  Mr.  Poor,  who  have  signed  a  paragraph  which  is 
quoted  in  this  article,  and  it  charges  them  with  a  violation  of  their  du^ 
in  the  office.  The  decision  of  Mr.  Hawkins,  Assistant  Secretary,  is 
quoted  in  full ;  and  these  men  are  held  up  in  the  article  as  persons  who 
have,  in  violation  of  their  duty,  and  acting  in  an  insubordinate  manner, 
taken  improper  action  in  that  case.  And  it  charges  that  this  man  has 
been  granted  a  pension  without  proper  authority  of  law ;  and  that  these 
men,  although  they  have  been  guilty  of  all  this,  are  still  retained  in  the 
public  service. 

The  Chaibman.  And  yet  you  changed,  by  an  order  later  thaA\  ^Vck»»^ 
the  practice  which  is  complained  of  in  this  letter. 

The  Wjtnbhb,  Ton  will  understrnd  that  tteae  men  wt^  Oa«t%<^\sw 
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this  article  with  having  done  an  unlawfnl  thing.  Andj  believinf^ that 
this  was  an  improper  thing  for  Mr.  Benand  to  do,  <^u  an  examination 
of  the  case  withthe  assistant  secretary  who  had  charg^e  of  such  matters,  I 
recommended  that  Mr.  Benaud  be  dismissed  from  the  service.  I  bdieTe 
that  the  role  which  was  in  force  then  in  the  Bureau — on  evidence  filed 
after  the  decision  of  the  Secretary,  to  exercise  the  power  of  reopening 
a  case  where  the  Secretary  had  made  a  decision,  was  not  good  practioe. 

Mr.  LiND.  Do  yon  regard  it  important  to  the  success  of  the  dae  ad- 
ministration of  your  office,  that  the  public  should  have  confidence  m 
the  office  in  this  respect;  that  the  duties  of  it  are  being  properly  ad- 
ministered? 

The  Witness.  I  do,  indeed. 

Mr.  LiND.  Do  you  believe  that  any  discussion  in  the  public  pre.ss  on 
the  part  of  subordinates  in  your  office,  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  your  office,  based  on  matters  surreptitiously  obtained 
(either  in  your  favor  or  against  you),  would  have  any  tendency  to  es- 
tablish public  confidence  f 

The  Witness.  An  article  might  be  written  on  information  surr^ti- 
tiously  obtained  that  would  be  entirely  correct,  and,  of  coarse,  such  an 
article  would  not  have  any  improper  influence  on  the  public  mind;  bat 
my  view  as  to  the  writing  of  articles,  or  the  furnishing  of  information 
for  others  to  write  them,  by  persons  in  the  Pension  Office,  is  that  it 
should  be  done  only  by  permission  and  authority  by  one  or  other  of  the 
four  principal  officers  of  the  Bureau,  and  that  no  employ^  should  take 
up  a  case  which  he  has  worked  over  during  the  day  and  write  an  arti- 
cle on  it.    I  do  not  think  that  projier. 

Mr.  LiND.  Do  you  not  think  it  would  have  a  bad  effect  on  the  gen- 
eral confidence  of  the  people  in  the  administration  of  your  office  to  ^ve 
desultory,  isolated  cases  brought  before  the  public  and  discussed  with- 
out reference  to  the  entire  administration  of  the  office? 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  it  would  benefit  the  administration  of 
the  office.  It  is  very  important  in  the  interest  of  the  Government  that 
the  public  should  have  confidence  in  the  manner  in  which  all  the  great 
bureaus  of  the  Government  are  administered;  and  to  that  end  the 
fireest  entry  should  be  given  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  press  so  that  they 
can  have  full  information  and  communicate  it  to  the  public  But  in 
order  to  do  that  they  should  apply  to  the  persons  who  are  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  office,  and  not  obtain  inforuuitioa 
surreptitiously  through  the  subordinates  in  the  office. 

Mr.  LiND.  These  decisions  are  all  pubUshed,  are  they  nott 

The  Witness.  No,  sir;  they  are  not  all  published. 

Mr.  LiND.  Those  files  are  not  public  records  in  the  sense  that  any 
one  has  the  right  to  go  there  and  inspect  themf 

The  Witness.  Oh  no,  sir. 

Mr.  LiND.  Even  a  member  of  Congress  can  not  go  there  and  draw 
pai)ers  from  the  files  except  through  the  regular  channels? 

The  Witness.  In  regard  to  that  I  will  say  that  there  is  a  very  broad 
latitude  extended  to  members  of  Congress  in  all  the  bureaus  of  the 
Government.    That  is  my  observation  and  experience. 

Mr.  Little.  Do  you  consider  that  it  tends  to  public  confidence  in 
the  office  admuiistration  of  the  office  to  discharge  an  employ^  on  the 
pubUcation  of  a  criticism  of  the  office? 

Ihe  Witness.  A  just  criticism,  no. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Do  you  Imow  i£  way  e^TagYo^^  ot  ^^  "S^w^V^TSLOfSLoe  have  been 
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dismissed  for  writing  newspaper  articles  prior  to  your  incnml^ency  of 
the  oflSeef — ^A.  I  have  never  inquired  into  it.    I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Who  is  this  man  Garrison?  Is  he  an  employ^of  the  Pension 
Oificet— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  he  still  in  the  office  t — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  w^  he  drawing  a  pension  for! — ^A.  The  case  will  show.  I 
do  not  recall  it  now.  The  article  claims  that  the  pension  was  for  dis- 
ability based  on  chronic  diarrhea. 

Q.  Was  it  not  for  a  broken  collar  bonet — ^A.  That  may  have  been  one 
of  the  causes. 

Q.  Was  not  that  what  he  was  pensioned  for  in  the  first  instance! — 
A.  I  can  not  recall  as  to  that. 

Q.  Supi)Ose  that  that  was  a  fact,  and  that  he  was  drawing  a  pension 
at  that  time  for  disability  from  a  broken  collar  bone,  and  that  he  went 
to  the  acting  commissioner  and  made  application  for  an  increase,  and 
an  order  was  made  by  Mr.  McLean  directing,  the  medical  division  to 
make  an  examination  of  the  claimant  on  his  claim  for  increase;  would 
that  authorize  them  to  go  back  and  reopen  this  old  case  as  to  other 
diseases  having  no  relation  whatever  to  his  broken  collar  bonef — A. 
This  decision  of  Secretary  Hawkins  was  on  a  claim  for  additional  pen- 
sion. The  man  had  been  jxensioned  for  something  or  other,  and  the 
claim  was  for  an  additional  pension,  on  account  of  chronic  diarrhea. 
This  was  an  appeal  from  the  adverse  action  of  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  That  decision  by  Secretary  Hawkins;  was  it  not  after  the  Acting 
Commissioner  had  directed  the  case  to  be  reopened? — A.  No;  I  believe 
that  that  decision  was  rendered  December  28, 1886,  and  was  affirmed 
on  appeal.  The  decision  of  the  office  rejcctiag  the  application  of  this 
man  Garrison  for  an  additional  pension  for  diarrhea  was  the  decision 
that  they  were  reopening. 

Q.  That  was  the  decision  that  flnaJly  disposed  of  this  application, 
did  it  not! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  was  a  closed  case,  was  it  nott — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  On  the  application  of  a  pensioner  drawing  a  pension  for  a  broken 
collar  bone  and  asking  for  an  increase,  the  order  having  been  made  by 
the  Acting  Commissioner,  Mr.  McLean,  for  a  medical  examination  on  the 
application  for  an  increase,  would  that  authorize  the  going  back  and 
reopening  of  a  case! — ^A.  They  took  it  up. 

Q.  I  know  they  did.  But  would  it  authorize  itt — ^A.  I  think  they 
acted  in  that  way  in  those  days.  That  is  my  understanding  of  the  rul- 
ings of  the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  be  sot — ^A.  I  understand  that  to  be  so.  I 
made  inquiry. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  that  is  an  exceptional  casef — ^A.  I  made 
inquiry  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this  work  was  being  done,  and  I  was 
informed  by  gentlemen  at  the  head  of  the  various  divisions  that  that 
was  the  way  it  was  done. 

Q.  Was  it  done  in  accordance  with  lawt — ^A.  It  was  done  according 
to  their  regulations. 

Mr.  Payson.  In  accordance  with  the  rules  of  Ihe  office  at  that  time, 
as  you  understand  itt 

The  Witness.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  And  in  accordance  with  the  rules  at  that  time  you  understood 
that  this  was  a  lawful  and  proper  thing? — ^A.  I  think  so.  And  it  via«^ 
to  remedy  that  that  I  issued  an  order  on  th^  ^ub^c^cX. 
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Q.  Did  you  issue  an  order  in  which  you  directed  that  where  a  pen- 
sioner was  pensioned  for  a  specific  disability  and  made  apphcation  for 
an  increase  of  pension,  no  old  case  that  had  been  rejected  on  aomeotJier 
^ound  should  be  reopened  and  adjudicated  under  that  applicataoo! 
Did  you  issue  any  such  order! — A.  No.  I  issued  this  order:  "5o  re- 
jected claims  will  be  reox)ened  except  on  new  and  material  eYidence 
going  to  the  cause  of  rejection.  The  deputy  commissioners  will  hafe 
jurisdiction  to  reopen  claims  in  the  divisions  respectively  assigned  to 
their  charge." 

Q.  If  a  claim  has  been  rejected,  the  x)ensioner,  however,  having  been 
pensioned  on  an  application  based  on  different  g^rouuds,  and  if  he  aab 
for  an  increase,  does  that  authorize  going  back  and  talking  up  the  re^ 
jected  case  and  adjudicating  the  claim  on  that  rejected  casef — A.  Ko, 
sir :  unless  the  case  is  reopened  on  additional  evidence  filed. 

Q.  Was  there  any  such  practice  at  that  time  in  the  Pension  Office,  I 
mean  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Hawkins  made  this  decision  and  that  Mi. 
McLean  ordered  this  examination  for  an  increase? — ^A.  I  can  not  tdl 
you  whether  there  were  any  orders  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Was  that  the  practice  of  the  office  f — ^A.  That  I  understood  to  be 
the  practice. 

Q.  Did  you  issue  an  order  to  stop  that  practice t — ^A.  I  issued  an  or- 
der that  no  case  should  be  reopened  except  on  nei^  and  material  e?i- 
dence. 

Q.  Did  that  change  the  ruling  of  the  Bureau? — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  the  order  before? — ^A.  The  order  before  was  that  the 
heads  of  divisions  could  reopen  cases. 

Q.  On  an  order  coming  from  the  Commissioner,  or  from  one  of  his 
deputies,  to  examine  an  applicant  for  an  increase,  where  the  pension 
has  been  granted  for  a  specific  disability,  does  that  authorize  the  re- 
opening of  a  former  application  based  on  a  different  disability  and 
the  rcii^judication  of  that  claim  (the  claim  having  been  r^ected)!— A 
I  would  say  that  the  order  for  an  examination  on  a  new  increase  daim, 
based  on  a  different  disability,  would  not  necessarily  reopen  an  old 
claim  that  had  been  rejected  for  another  disability  not  allowed  in  ^e 
new  claim. 

The  Chairman.  Would  it  authorize  the  reopening? 

The  Witness.  The  reopening  of  these  cases  was  done  by  the  heads 
of  divisions.  That  does  not  order  the  reopening  of  the  old  claim,  bat 
simply  the  examination  of  the  new  one. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Sappose  that  the  claimant  had  had  a  claim  pending  before,  alleging 
that  he  was  suffering  from  chronic  diarrhea;  and  supposing  that  the 
Pension  Office  had  adjudicated  that  claim,  and  had  rejected  it,  and  now 
he  comes  forward  and  files  his  application  for  an  increase  based  on  a 
broken  collar  bone,  rheumatism,  and  diarrhea,  would  that  sort  of  ap- 
plication authorize  the  medical  board,  or  the  proper  authorities  that 
open  cases,  to  open  the  old  case  which  nad  been  rejected  and  to  adjudi- 
cate on  it! — A.  The  evidence  filed  should  go  to  the  questions  involved 
in  the  old  case  on  a  request  to  reopen  it. 

Q.  But  suppose  it  is  not  a  request  to  reopen  f — A.  I  should  say  it 
was  bad  practice  to  reopen  the  case. 

The  Chairman.  Would  it  have  been  allowed,  so  far  as  you  know,  at 
that  timet    Would  it  have  been  the  proper  practice! 

The  Witness.  I  can  not  tell  you  definitely  as  to  what  the  practice 
was  at  that  time  otherwise  than  as  I  ha\  e  already  stated* 
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By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Bo  you  think  that  that  would  have  been  a  proper  practice  uuder 
former  administrations  or  under  this  administration  t — A.  It  would  not 
have  been  under  this. 

The  Chairman.  Would  it  have  been  under  former  administrations  t 

Mr.  Payson.  Is  it  material  what  Gen.  Baum  may  think  as  to  the 
proper  ruling  or  practice  under  former  administrations  f 

The  Ohaibman.  The  inquiry  is,  as  I  understand  it,  as  to  the  pro- 
priety or  right  of  dismissing  Mr.  Benaud  on  the  assumption  that  he  has 
written  an  article  in  which  he  sets  forth  what  was  done  in  the  office. 
The  inquiry  is,  would  that  have  been  a  proper  practice  under  any 
administration  in  the  Bureau  t 

Mr.  Payson.  That  would  be  simply  the  judgment  of  Gen.  Baum. 

The  Ghaibman.  He  says  that,  under  the  present  administration,  it 
would  not  be  proper,  and  the  inquiry  is,  would  it  have  been  proper  • 
under  any  administration  f 

Mr.  Payson.  I  am  not  strenuous  in  objecting,  but  I  do  not  see  how 
the  question  is  important. 

The  WiTNE^.  The  reopening  of  cases  was  a  very  loose  practice  in 
the  office.    I  found  it  so,  and  I  have  endeavored  to  correct  it. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  reopening  of  the  case 
referred  to  in  the  article  was  bad  practice  in  your  judgment? 

The  Witness.  The  reopening  of  this  case,  as  it  was  understood  in 
the  office,  was  under  an  order  of  the  deputy  commissioner.  I  thought 
myself  that  no  decision  of  the  Secretary  should  be  acted  on  contrary- 
wise  without  calling  his  attention  to  it.  And  so,  now,  if  the  Secretary 
affirms  a  rejection  of  a  claim  by  the  office,  and  if  after  awhile  the  claim- 
ant iiles  additional  evidence  and  makes  a  motion  to  reopen,  we  make  a 
brief  of  the  case,  and  I  sign  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary  refer- 
ring the  whole  case  to  him  to  know  whether  he  will  recommend  a  re- 
opening of  the  case. 

Mr.  LiND.  My  recollection  is  that  a  mere  order  for  a  medical  exami- 
nation had  the  effect  of  reopening  a  case  under  Gol.  McLean's  admin- 
istration. 

The  Witness.  That  was  on  an  old  application.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
it  did  have  that  effect. 

Mr.  Enloe  (to  Mr.  Lind).  Does  the  Oommissioner  indorse  what  you 
have  said  f 

The  Witness.  I  can  not  tell  you  all  the  practices  of  the  office  in  this 
reopening  business,  because  the  office  was  quite  loose  in  its  operations; 
but  I  should  say  that,  where  the  Gommissioner  ordered  a  reexamination 
on  an  old  application  rejected,  that  would  be  equivalent  to  reopening 
the  case. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Grant  that  Acting  Gommissioner  McLean,  under  the 
practices  at  that  time,  acted  properly  in  ordering  this  examination  on 
the  application  for  an  increase;  suppose  it  should  appear  (when  the  ap- 
plication is  produced)  that  the  man  applied  for  an  increase,  alleging 
broken  collar  bone,  rheumatism,  and  chronic  diarrhea,  the  question  is, 
would  it  be  proper  on  that  order  to  go  back  and  open  a  rejected  case 
which  had  been  abjudicated  on  a  former  application  t 
Mr.  Payson.  For  what  cause  of  disability — one  of  those  three  T 
Mr.  Enloe.  Supposing  the  application  contained  the  same  causes  of 
disability.  We  will  say  that  this  case  had  been  rejecte-d.  Would  it  be 
proper  to  go  back  and  reopen  it  on  this  application? 

The  Witness.  It  would  depend  on  the  evidence  filed  witl\  tV^^^j^-^- 
cation. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  If  the  evidence  showed  that  it  was  proper  to  grant  tte 
application. 

The  Witness.  If  the  evidence  showed  that  the  disability  had  eoir 
tinned  from  the  date  of  the  former  application,  or  from  the  date  of  dis* 
charge,  or  something  of  that  kind,  so  as  to  indiule  the  time  covered  by 
the  rejected  application,  it  would  be  competent  to  consider  the  questxHi 
of  reopening. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  When  the  evidence  faUs  to  support  the  daim  and  itis 
rejected  on  that  account,  and  another  application  ismadeyaccompsnied 
by  evidence  to  folly  support  the  claim  and  that  would  have  wi^iied 
the  original  claim  abundantly,  do  you  not  open  the  claim  and  leezamine 
it! 

The  Witness.  Kow  a  claim  is  not  reopened  unless  a  man  appUes  to 
have  it  reopened  and  files  evidence  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  The  case  that  I  put  is  simply  a  case  where  a  man  hu 
not  been  able,  on  his  first  application,  to  furnish  satisfactory  evidence 
and  the  application  is  therefore  rejected.  Afterwards  he  finds  his 
witnesses,  procures  his  testimony,  and  makes  his  application  to  have 
the  case  reopened  and  acljudicated^  supplying  evidence  suflScient  to 
sustain  his  claim,  would  you  not  go  into  it  and  reexamine  the  casef 

The  Witness.  Tes;  it  would  be  proper. 

Mr.  Bbosius.  Is  it  not  done  repeatedly? 

The  Witness.  Under  the  law  in  relation  to  allowing  an  increased 
pension  the  claim  must  date  firom  the  examination  which  shows  the 
disability.  This  man  seems  to  have  applied  for  a  new  disability  (as  it 
is  called  in  the  office),  tliat  is,  an  additional  disability.  Yon  will  under- 
stand  that  I  do  not  recall  the  whole  of  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  You  reexamined  the  case  at  that  time,  did  you  not? — ^A.  Yes. 
Oen.  Bussey  and  I  sat  down  together  and  went  over  the  case,  and  we 
both  decided  that  it  was  properly  granted  in  the  office. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  the  correspondent  of  the  New  York  Tribune,  either 
Mr.  Seckendorflf,  Mr.  Thompson^  or  Mr.  Clark,  that  you  had  no  evidence 
that  Mr.  Eenaud  wrote  this  article? — ^A.  I  do  not  recall  a  conversation 
with  Mr.  Seckendorflf  or  Mr.  Thompson.  I  did  have  a  conversation  with 
Maj.  Clark  about  it.  I  may  have  talked  with  Mr.  Seckendorflf,  but  I  do 
not  recall  it. 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  either  of  those  gentlemen,  in  conversation  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  that  the  article  referred  to  was  not  written  or 
inspired  by  any  one  in  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  I  do  not  recall  making 
I  any  such  statement  as  that  otherwise  than  as  it  related  to  Mr.  !£&enaud. 

Q.  Did  they  not  come  to  you  and  tell  you  that  those  were  the  facts 
about  it  and  that  the  whole  matter  was  the  result  of  an  investigation 
^  by  a  confidential  correspondent  of  the  Tribune  to  correct  abuses  exist- 

i  ing  in  the  Pension  Office^  and  did  you  not  admit  that  you  did  not  have 

any  evidence  for  believing  it  otherwise! — A.  Miy.  Clark  and  I  had  a 
I  conversation  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and  my  recollection  now  is  that 

j  he  denied  that  Mr.  Benaud  ever  wrote  anything  for  the  paper.    I  stated 

;  to  him  just  exactly  the  facts  as  I  have  stated  them  to  this  committee— 

that  I  ascertained  that  that  bundle  of  papers  was  on  Mr.  Benaud's 
desk;  that  there  w<as  in  them  a  copy  of  that  decision  which  had  been 
taken  and  published ;  that  Mr.  Benaud  had  no  business  to  have  the 
papers  on  his  desk,  and  that  under  the  circumstances  I  felt  satisfied 
that  Mr.  Benaud  was  the  man  who  had  either  written  the  article  him- 
self or  who  had  given,  the  information  on  which  it  was  written. 
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Q.  Did  not  the  correspondent  of  the  Tribune  tell  you  that  that  article 
was  written  independently  of  anybody  connected  with  the  Pension 
Office,  and  was  aimed  at  a  pension  ring  in  the  Pension  Office  in  the 
interest  of  the  veterans,  and  did  you.not  say  then  that  you  had  no  evi- 
dence that  any  one  in  tne  Pension  Office  wrote  the  article  f 

Mr.  Little  [to  Mr.  Enloe].  Was  this  before  or  alter  the  discharge  ol 
Benaudt 

Mr.  Enloe.  After  his  discharge.^ 

Mr.  Little.  The  whole  question  here  is  as  to  the  discharge  of  Mr. 
Benaud. 

The  Ghaibman.  My  opinion  is  that  the  evidence  is  admissible. 

The  Witness.  I  had  a  conversation  with  Maj.  Clark  in  which  he 
made  a  statement  that  Mr.  Eenaud  did  not  write  the  article,  but  I  do 
not  recall  his  having  said  that  it  was  written  to  break  down  a  ring  in 
the  PeuBion  Office,  or  that  it  was  written  in  the  interests  of  the  veterans. 

Mr.  Little.  Dia  you  say  that  you  had  no  evidence  that  it  was  written 
by  any  person  in  the  Pension  Office. 

The  Witness.  In  respect  to  Maj.  Clark  I  stated  exactly  what  I  have 
stated  to  the  committee.    I  have  stated  that  all. the  way  through. 

Mr.  Payson.  And  that  was  satisfiictory  evidence  to  you! 

The  Witness.  Yes;  that  was  the  ground  on  which  my  action  was 
based  against  Mr.  Benaud,  and  I  have  not  found  any  reason  to  change 
my  views  about  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  that  conversatibn  in  this  city  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

GThe  Chaibman.  How  is  it  as  to  your  conversation  with  Mr.  Secken- 
dorfff 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  recall  having  conversed  with  Mr.  Seckendorft 
on  the  subject. .  I  remember  distinctiy  my  speaking  with  Maj.  01ai*k 
about  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did^u  write  this  article  which  appeared  in  the  Kew 
York  Tribunet       ^ 

The  Witness.  Ha43  it  my  name  to  itt 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes.  An  article  in  regard  to  this  case.  [Handing  a 
newspaper  article  to  the  witness.] 

The  Witness  [after  examining  the  article].  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  In  connection  with  other  questions  which  preceded  this 
I  ask  you  whether  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  McPlierson,  a 
son  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  who  was  at  that  time 
in  ttiis  city,  in  regard  to  the  matter,  in  which  you  made  the  statement 
that  you  had  no  evidence  that  anybody  in  the  Pension  Office  wrote  this 
article  f 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  recall  having  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Pherson. 

Mr.  Enloe  put  in  evidence  the  following  letter  to  the  editor  of  the 
Tribune: 

SSUBOnONS  FROM   THB    MAIL.-— MAKAOXMSNT    OF   THE    PENSION   OFFICB.—COMMIS- 

8I0NBR  RAUM  DRNIES  THE  CHARGES  OF  RING  RULE. 

To  the  EdUar  of  The  Tribune : 

Sir:  In  your  issne  of  August  16  there  appeared  an  article  from  your  Waabington 
office  headed  ''Bold  Pension  Office  Clerkflh— Canceling  an  Adverse  Decision  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior/'  which  conunented  with  disfavor  upon  the  action  of  the 
office  upon  a  claim  for  increase  of  pension  filed  by  John  8.  Garrison,  late  of  Co.  G, 
6th  Regiment,  Michigan  Cavalry,  certificate  No.  288225.  This  article  revirod\i<:ft,^v^ 
full  the  decision  of  Assistant  Secretary  Hawkina,  TQnd«x«iVI>«c«n^«t*2^^\^&^^v3Q^^- 
ing  the  appeal^  and  alleged  that  J.  P.  Lothrop,  Yf .  ^cVi^ioxV«t»  wjA  V  .^  .  Y^^ksx^ 
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members  of  the  board  of  re-review,  had  reversed  the  deciBion  of  Assistant  Seereltrj 
Hawkins  and  allowe4l  the  claim  without  anv  additional  evidence,  and  chararten»& 
the  action  as  of  ring  rule  which  still  controlled  the  affairs  of  the  office.  Thi3&rtiei« 
immediately  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Department,  the  case  was  drawn  fromtk 
files,  and  Assistant  Secretary  Bnssey  ai^d  myself  gave  it  a  earefal  examination.  We 
found  that  the  facts  in  the  case  had  been  comnletely  perverted  and  miastated,  ud 
that  the  charges  against  the  above-named  clerks  were  without  foundation.  I  pre- 
pared a  correct  statement  of  the  facts  and  transmitted  it  to  one  of  yonr  correspond- 
ents here  requesting  that  a  correction  be  made.  I  also  made  inquiry  as  totke 
authorship  of  the  article.  The  fact  that  the  decision  of  Assistant  Secretary  Hsw- 
kius  had  been  copied  led  me  to  believe  that  some  employ^  of  the  Pension  Offi» 
either  wrote  the  article  or  furnished  the  data  for  some  one  who  did  write  it.  I  soon 
found  that  the  bundle  of  papers  constituting  the  case  had  recently  been  in  possessiaa 
of  £dward  Renaud,  a  clerk  m  the  office,  who  claims  to  be  a  csonstant  writer  far  yoar 
paper.  These  and  other  facts  satisfied  me  that  he  furnishcMl  the  material  for  thi 
article.  I  immediately  recommended  his  dismissal,  and  the  Secretary  ooncunuf 
signed  a  letter  of  dismissal. 

Secretary  Noble  took  the  precaution  of  having  the  case  examined  in  the  board  of 
pension  appeals  of  the  Department.  The  following  letter^  referred  to  me  by  tk 
Secretary,  gives  the  result  of  that  examination : 

DSPARTMRNT   OF  THS  InTERIOB, 

Washington,  August  SO,  1890. 
To  the  Secretary: 

In  pursuance  of  yonr  instmctions  I  have  examined  the  papers  in  the  a^jadicated 
case  of  John  S.  Garrison,  late  of  Company  G,  6th  Regiment,  Michigan  Cavalry,  clain 
No.  370607  and  certificate  No.  2^225,  with  a  view  to  ascertaining  whether  or  not 
any  irregularity  was  involved  in  the  adjustment  of  the  same,  and  I  respectfully  re- 
port the  following  facts  and  conclusions : 

The  original  declaration  upon  which  the  soldier's  claim  was  based  was  filed  May 
25,  1880,  alleged  chronic  diarrhcBa,  contracted  on  raid  to  Richmond,  Va.,  about  May 
15,  1804,  and  incurrence  of  a  fracture  of  right  shoulder  at  Fort  Douglas,  U.  T.,  about 
March  1,  1866,  by  a  comrade  running  against  him. 

The  soldier  was  allowed  pension  at  $4  per  month,  beginning  March  11.  1866,  for 
fracture  of  right  clavicle,  said  allowance  oeinj^  approvea  February  24,  1885,  by  Dr. 
T.  B.  Hood,  mediciil  referee.    The  claim  for  diurrhcea  was  waived  under  order  102. 

Subsequently,  in  1885,  the  soldier  filed  his  claim  for  increase  of  rating,  inclndinff 
chronic  diarrhoea.  The  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and 
thereupon  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte|^r.  The  appeal  was  de- 
nied  December  23,  1886,  upon  the  ground  that  the  claimi^^had  "failed  to  file  the 
ordinary  chain  of  evidence  to  prove  that  he  has  been  disabled  by  reason  of  chronic 
diarrhoea,  in  a  pensionable  degree,  from  discharge  to  the  present  time,"  and  upon 
the  ground  also  that  the  claimant  ^'has  not  shown  by  medical  or  other  evidence  the 
degree  of  his  disability  from  chronic  diarrhoea  in  any  year  from  March,  1866  to  the 
time  of  filing  the  affidavit  of  W.  H.  Barton  in  1885." 

In  obedience  to  this  adverse  ruling,  the  claim  remained  undisturbed  until  May, 
1889,  when,  the  soldier  having  procured  additional  evidence,  and  filed  the  same  to 
prove  the  continuance  and  the  degree  of  his  disability  from  chronic  diarrhoea  since 
discharged  from  the  service,  he  asked  for  the  reopening  and  reconsideration  of  his 
claim  in  the  light  of  said  evidence  and  of  another  medical  examination.  This 
motion  for  reopening  of  the  claim  and  for  increase  of  pension  was  allowed,  and 
accordingly  the  followins:  order  was  written  and  sent  to  the  medical  division  by 
Acting  Commissioner  William  E.  McLean,  the  same  being  received  and  filed  Msy 
10,  1889,  viz : 

** Bureau  of  Pensions  (certificate  288225). — The  medical  division  will  mako 
examination  of  this  claimant  upon  his  claim  for  increase  herewith  filed. 

"Wm.  E.  McLean, 

**  Acting  Commissioner.'* 

In  compliance  with  the  foregoing  instmctions  from  Acting  Commissioner  McLean, 
the  claimant  was  subjected  to  an  evidently  careful  medical  examination  May  11, 1889, 
by  the  Washington  Cit^  board  of  surgeons,  consisting  of  Drs.  Roy  bum,  Balloch,  and 
Graham.  The  exhaustive  report  of  this  board  appears  among  the  accompanying 
papers,  the  conclusion  of  the  report  being  that  "  he  (claimant)  is  in  our  opinion 
entitled  to  8-18  rating  for  the  disability  caused  by  fracture  of  right  clavicle  and  re- 
sulting pain  and  stifi'ness  in  right  shoulder;  6-18  for  diarrhoea/'  the  total  being  |14. 

In  the  light  of  this  medical  examination  (dated  May  11,  1889),  and  of  additional 
evidence  which  claimant  has  filed  as  the  basis  of  his  motion  for  the  reopenin<;ot 
his  case,  the  claim  was  thoroughly  re-examined.  As  the  result  of  this  re-examina- 
tion the  following  report  was  made  from  the  board  cf  re-review  June  3,  18^,  vis: 
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^'Bespeounlly  Tetnmed  to  the  chief  of  the  board  of  review:  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  the  evidenoe  filed  is  snfflcient  to  justify  a  legal  approval  for  chronic  diarrhoea, 
and  so  recommend.  There  is  a  record  of  diarrhcea;  the  same  is  found  on  medical 
examination;  the  testimony  of  his  mother  and  another  witness  tends  to  show  con- 
tinuance, and  I  am  entirely  satisfied  that  the  claimant  would  not  under  any  circum- 
stances make  a  false  statement.  Diarrhoea  should  have  been  included  in  the  last 
medical  examination.  J.  P.  Lotliropi  re-ieeview.  Concur,  W.  MoWhorter.  Ap- 
proved^ F.  W.  Ford,  chief  of  board  of  re-review."  In  conformity  with  the  fore- 
going statement  and  with  the  evidence,  lay  and  medical,  in  the  case,  the  claim  was 
approved  for  admission  July  9, 1889,  thus :  ''  Approved  for  fracture  of  right  clavicle, 
8-18,  from  May  11, 1889;  chronic  diarrhoea,  218,  to  May  11,  1889,  and  6-18  thereafter. 
Rheumatism  not  accepted  as  a  result  of  fracture  of  right  clavicle.  Rerating  not 
warranted.    Charles  McMillan,  medical  referee." 

In  pursuance  of  the  foregoing  medical  ruling,  there  was  a  reissue  of  pension  cer- 
tificates to  allow  additional  disability  and  increase;  rate  $6  per  month,  beginning 
March  11, 1886,  and  $14  from  May  11,  1889,  in  lieu  of  certificate  dated  March  3,  1885, 
deducting  all  payments.  It  is  obvious  from  the  foregoing  report  of  the  board  of 
re-review  and  from  the  ratings  desi^^nated  by  the  m^ical  reroree  that  the  rate  of 
$6  per  month  was  made  to  begin  March  11, 1886,  because  the  claimant's  original 
declaration  included  chronic  diarrhoea,  and  having  been  filed  within  the  limitation 
of  the  act  of  March  3,  1879,  the  claimant  was  entitled  to  arrears  under  that  act. 
The  fi:dl  increase  of  rating  ($14),  including  all  of  claimant's  disabilities,  was  properly 
dated  May  11.  1889,  the  date  of  the  aforementioned  medical  examination  by  the 
Washington  City  board  of  surgeons. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  facts  in  the  history  of  this  claim  and  of  the  methods  of 
procedure,  from  time  to  time,  in  the  adjudication  of  it,  the  conclusion  is  reached 
that  there  has  been  no  irregularity  in  the  proceedings,  and  that  the  claim  itself  has 
been  evidently  adjusted  upon  its  merits.  The  reopening  of  the  claim  for  reconsider- 
ation by  the  rension  Office  in  the  light  of  additional  or  new  evidence,  and  the  al- 
lowance of  it  by  the  Commissioner  subsequent  to  the  rejection  of  the  same  upon 
appeal  to  the  Secretary,  were  in  strict  accordance  with  the  practice  of  the  Depart- 
ment in  similar  cases. 
Respectfully, 

Gborob  Baber, 
Board  of  Pewtion  AppeaU, 

To  the  Hon.  John  W.  Noblb. 

Upon  reading  this  letter,  I  think  you  will  agree  with  me  that  the  party  who  pre- 
pared the  article  of  August  16  deliberately  misstated  the  facts. 

This  being  the  case,  I  respectfully  submit  that  it  is  the  proper  thing  for  you  to 
correct  the  error  in  as  conspicuous  a  manner  as  it  was  given  to  the  public,  and  I  re- 
quest that  this  be  done. 

I  fully  recognize  the  importance  of  the  arraignment  of  all  abuses  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  public  offices  at  the  bar  of  public  reason  as  the  best  means  of  securing 
honest  and  efficient  government.  It  is  not  fair,  however,  either  to  the  public  or  to 
their  servants  in  office,  that  charges  of  ring  rule  and  corruption  should  be  made 
without  just  grounds  to  base  them  upon.  In  an  article  from  your  Washington  cor- 
respondent, published  August  30,  unfavorable  comment  is  made  upon  the  fact  that 
I  informed  the  Secretary  that  Mr.  Renaud,  while  occupying  a  place  in  the  Pension 
Office  under  General  Black,  had  written  a  number  of  articles  for  publication  which 
seriously  reflected  upon  his  administration. 

This  statement  was  not  made  for  the  purpose  of  defending  Qen.  Black,  but  to 
point  out  the  character  of  Mr.  Renaud,  who  seemed  ready,  from  his  desk  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  to  turn  his  hand  against  the  office,  whether  conducted  by  Democrats  or 
Republicans. 

Grkek  B.  Raum, 
(U»nmi89ioner  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  Septemler  6, 1890. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  quite  a  number  of  articles  appeared  in  the 
New  York  Tribune,  from  its  correspondent  here,  and  editorially,  at- 
tacking your  administration  of  the  Pension  Office! — A.  Yes,  I  think  I 
saw  them  at  the  time. 

Q.  How  long  has  it  been  since  the  New  York  Tribune  ceased  to 
make  war  on  your  administration) — A.  Beally  I  can  not  tell;  I  am  not 
%  reader  of  the  Tribune. 
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Q.  Did  you  quit  reading  it  because  it  was  attacking  tbe  Pensioo 
Office? — A.  No,  sir;  not  exactly. 

Q.  Had  younot  been  a  reader  of  it  before  f — ^A.  Ye4»,  occasionally.  Mj 
time  is  so  very  much  occupied  that  I  can  not  devote  much  of  it  to  Dev^ 
paper-reading.  I  try  to  keep  up  with  the  current  news  of  the  day, but 
I  am  not  a  subscriber  to  the  paper  and  do  not  buy  it  every  day.  I  get 
it  occasionally. 

Q.  Can  you  explain  how  it  became  necessary  to  have  incorporated 
into  the  deficiency  appropriation  bill  of  last  Congress  an  item  to  pay 
943.93  to  Edward  Benaud,  a  clerk  of  class  3t — ^A.  Ko,  sir;  I  can  notw 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  it  came  that  that  amount  was  due  him 
from  the  Pension  Office! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  your  attention  ever  called  to  itt — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
hear  of  it  imtil  this  moment 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  detectives  employed  to  watch  the  Tribune 
office  during  the  time  it  was  making  war  on  your  administration f— 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Neither  privately  nor  out  of  the  public  funds  f — ^A.  No  sir;  I  have 
never  employed  a  detective. 

Q.  Did  you  send  anybody  to  Mr.  Eussell  Harrison,  or  did  you  go  to 
see  him,  to  ask  him  to  use  his  influence  with  the  manager  or  the  con- 
trolling powers  of  the  New  York  Tribune  to  stop  these  attacks  on  your 
administration? — ^A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  going  to  see  him  for  that  purpose  f— 
A.  I  do  not  know  anythiug  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Lemon  having  performed  snch  a  servieet— 
A.  I  have  no  knowledge  or  information  on  the  subject. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  having  spoken  to  Mr.  Whitelaw  Reid 
to  get  him  to  intercede  or  to  stop  these  Tribune  correspondents  here 
from  attacking  your  administration  t — ^A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it 

Q.  If  such  things  were  done,  you  do  not  know  anything  aboat 
themt — A.  I  know  of  no  one  having  spoken  to  Mr.  Beid  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  such  a  filing  t — ^A.  I  understood  at  one  time 
that  one  of  the  principal  men  of  the  Tribune  office  was  in  the  city  here 
and  that  he  had  some  conversation;  I  think,  probably,  at  the  Secre- 
tary's office. 

Mr.  Payson.  With  whomt 

The  Witness.  Probably  with  Gen.  Bussey.  I  did  not  see  the  gen 
tleman  and  had  no  conversation  with  him  myself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  what  that  conversation  wasf 

The  Witness.  No.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  tne  substance  of  itt — A.  I  learned  that  this  gentle- 
man seemed  to  be  laboring  imder  the  impression  that  the  Department 
was  very  much  dissatisfied  with  my  management  of  the  Pension  Office, 
and  that  they  informed  him  quite  to  the  contrary;  that  they  thonght 
that  I  was  giving  to  the  country  a  good  administration. 

Q.  Was  it  Gen.  Bussey  who  told  you  this! — A.  He  informed  me  of 
something  of  that  kind.  I  suppose  that  this  gentleman  also  saw  Sec- 
retary Noble,  but  I  did  not  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Noble  about 
it.  I  did  have  with  Gen.  Bussey;  he  volunteered  to  make  that  state- 
ment. 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Bussey  state  that  the  matter  had  been  arranged  t— 
A.  He  said  that  this  gentleman  was  somewhat  surprised  at  being  in- 
formed that  the  Department  thought  that  my  administration  was  good 
and  that  the  criticisms  were  not  just. 
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Q.  Did  Gen.  Bussey  tell  you  that  Mr.  Harrison  and  Mr.  Lemon 
and  those  other  gentiemen  had  interceded  with  this  mant — A.  No,  sir; 
that  is  entirely  new  to  me. 

Q.  Ton  have  not  heard  what  it  was  that  brought  that  man  here  from 
tTew  York? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  his  namet — ^A.  I  really  do  not  recall.  He  is  a  gentle- 
man with  whom  I  am  not  acquainted  and  I  do  not  recall  his  name. 

Q.  Have  you  not  understood  that  the  influence  of  the  administration 
was  brought  to  bear  on  Mr.  Whitelaw  Reid  to  stop  these  attacks? — A. 
I  have  no  direct  information  on  that  subject. 

Q.  I  do  not  suppose  you  have  any  direct  information;  but  has  not 
that  been  your  understanding?— A.  I  can  not  state  that  I  have  any 
information  on  that  subject.  Persons  have  stated  to  me,  who  were 
quite  indignant  at  the  manner  in  which  the  Tribune  was  conducting 
itself,  that  Mr.  Eeid  ought  to  be  spoken  to. 

Q.  Did  the  President  ever  express  himself  to  you  in  that  way? — ^A. 
No.  sir;  I  never  talked  with  the  President  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Eussell  Harrison? — ^A.  I  never  said  a  word  to  Mr.  Rus- 
sell Harrison  on  the  subject. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lemon? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Lemon  never  talked  to  you  about  it? — ^A.  No,  sir;  never. 

Q.  Who  were  the  persons  you  speak  of? — A.  I  can  not  tell  you. 
Many  persons  coming  into  the  office  and  talking  about^  these  articles 
thought  it  a  little  curious  that  one  of  the  principal  bureaus  of  the  Gov- 
ernment should  be  attacked  by  the  Tribune  whUe  Mr.  Whitelaw  Reid 
was  the  minister  at  Paris. 

Q.  Holding  position  under  the  administration? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  they  express  to  you  the  opinion  that  anybody  holding  a  pub- 
lic position,  and  publishing  a  journal,  should  muzzle  his  paper? 

Mr.  Payson.  I  object. 

A.  I  have  no  information  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Nothing  more  than  you  have  stated? — ^A.  Nothing  more  than  I 
have  stated. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  the  committee  why  J.  F.  Pitman,  alleged  to  have 
furnished  information  to  the  newspapers,  was  dismissed?  Was  it  on 
that  ground? — ^A.  He  was  not  dismissed. 

Q.  He  resigned,  did  he? — ^A.  He  resigned. 

Q.  Was  that  the  reason  for  his  resignation?  Was  it  called  for? — ^A. 
Mr.  Pitman  was  a  special  examiner.  He  tendered  his  resignation  to 
take  effect  at  a  certain  time  and  it  was  accepted. 

Q.  Did  he  tender  it  voluntarily? — A.  I  stated  to  him  that  I  did  not 
propose  to  recommend  his  reappointment. 

Q.  Did  you  state  that  to  him,  so  as  to  make  him  resign? — ^A.  Yes.  I 
stated  to  him  that  there  were  unfavorable  influences  in  his  own  State — 
statements  that  he  was  a  great  partisan — and  that  the  leading  Repub- 
licans of  his  district  were  not  favorable  to  his  reapx>ointment,  and  I 
stated  to  him  that  I  proposed  to  withhold  my  recommendation  for  his 
apx)ointment.  After  talking  the  matter  over  he  said:  "Well,  I  will 
tender  my  resignation,"  which  he  did. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  was  dismissed  on  those  political  grounds? 

Mr.  Payson.  No;  he  was  not  reappointed* 
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By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  We  have  decided  to  take  up  the  case  of  James  E.  WIscl  I  wiD 
ask  you  to  furnish  the  papers  in  the  case.  (The  jiapers  were  prodnced.) 
I  will  ask  you  this  question  in  reference  to  the  case  of  Wise.  Do  yoo 
find  that  his  report  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  a  i>eiision  attorney  by 
the  name  of  Benton,  at  Covington  and  Maysville.,  Ky,  had  anythis); 
to  do  with  his  discharge) — ^A.  To  get  at  the  exact  facts  you  will  hx^ 
to  allow  me  to  look  over  these  papers  a  little. 

Q.  Certainly."  I  ask  now  if  Mr.  Wise's  resign  ation  had  any  con- 
nection with  the  report  which  he  made  as  special  examiner  against 
Ben  ton  f — ^A.  I  can  not  tell  the  exact  date  of  the  quarrel  which  aio» 
between  them,  each  reporting  against  the  other,  withoat  looking  o?er 
the  papers.    I  Just  have  a  general  knowledge  of  the  facts. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  have  to  pass  this  case,  as  Conuaisaioner  Baoin 
does  not  know  anything  about  it. 

The  Witness.  I  simply  know  this,  firom  my  memory,  that  Mr.  Wise 
was  assigned  there  as  a  special  examiner,  and  that  charges  were  pre- 
ferred against  him  (my  recollection  is)  of  drunkenness  and  geaer^  mis- 
conduct, and  those  charges  were  taken  up,  and  in  the  meantime  he  pre- 
ferred charges  against  Benton  for  misconduct  as  a  pension  ^tomey, 
and  they  were  both  investigated  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  advised 
the  Secretary's  office  that  I  thought  Mr.  Wise  should  be  retired,  and  be 
was  permitted  to  resign.  The  law  clerk  was  requested  to  secure  the 
prosecution  of  Benton  and  he  is  now  under  indictment.  That  is  the 
story  about  the  whole  thing,  as  nearly  as  I  could  express  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  long  it  was  after  he  made  his  report  in  the 
matter  in  regard  to  the  Benton  affair  before  it  was  subsequently  invee- 
tigated  by  another  special  examiner  f^ A.  I  can  not  teU  that.  Of  course 
the  papers  would  tell.  I  see  here  is  an  investigation  by  Mr.  Eoome,  a 
special  examiner.    I  have  not  read  that,  but  I  see  it  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Bnloe.  Probably  we  can  better  reach  this  by  bringing  Mr.  Bailey 
on  the  stand  with  those  papers,  if  'we  want  to  go  on  with  the  papers 
further. 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Bailey  is  quite  familiar  with  theprosecntion  against 
Benton. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  the  resignatioti  or  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Haywood,  who  was  an  examiner  in  the  Pension  Office,  1 
think,  a  one-armed  soldier.  Have  you  the  papers  in  the  Haywood 
casef 

The  Witness.  I  remember  something  about  his  case.  He  was  first 
retired  and  then  reinstated. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  grounds  of  his  retirementf — ^A.  At  the  time 
I  came  into  the  office  he  was  in  some  sort  of  difficulty  with  a  lot  of 
people  in  the  office  with  reference  to  some  money  transactions,  and  the 
matter  became  so  embarrassing  to  the  office  that  finally  upon  consulta- 
tion with  the  Secretary's  office  it  was  thought  he  had  better  be  put  out^ 
and  a  recommendation  was  made.  Afterwards  the  matter  was  recon 
sidered.  The  man  was  a  very  good  clerk ;  he  had  been  a  soldier  and 
had  lost  an  arm,  and  it  was  finally  decided  that  it  would  be  a  proper 
thing  to  reinstate  him,  and  he  was  reinstated. 

Q.  Did  you  not  demand  of  him  to  furnish  a  list  of  his  ereditorst — ^A. 
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I  do  not  recall  as  to  that.  Those  matters  are  managed  by  the  chief  clerk^ 
where  there  is  anything  of  that  kind  done. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  if  he  did  not  furnish  a  list  of  his  creditors  you 
would  dismiss  himt — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  did  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  you  did! — ^A.  There. was  a  great  deal  of  outcry 
against  him.  He  had  erected  two  airy  castles,  as  they  were  called,  on 
the  Fourteenth  street  road,  and  some  of  the  people  in  the  oflBce  insisted 
that  he  had  gotten  money  under  false  pretenses  of  various  kinds;  and 
it  was  because  of  that  that  it  was  finally  decided  to  retire  him.  He 
had  undertaken,  I  think,  to  allot  out  his  income  to  some  of  his  credi- 
tors at  that  time.  But  the  thing  was  on,  and  there  was  a  great  dis- 
turbance in  the  office  when  I  went  there.  It  was  taken  up  and  finally 
disposed  of  in  the  way  I  speak. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  his  creditors  were  who  were  responsible  for  his 
dismissal  t  Do  you  know  any  of  them  f — ^A.  I  know  one  of  the  men.  I 
can  not  recaU  his  name  at  the  moment.  I  know  o^e  of  them,  in  the 
record  division  of  the  office. 

Mr.  Payson.  What  point  do  you  make  on  this,  Mr.  Enloef 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  am  trying  to  ascertain  the  fact  whether  or  not  the 
Commissioner  dismissed  him  on  account  of  his  indebtedness  and  be- 
cause he  would  not  furnish  a  statement  of  his  creditors  so  that  he  coula 
ascertain,  I  suppose,  something  about  this  arrangement  he  speaks  of 
to  allot  liis  income. 

The  Witness.  I  think  these  are  the  papers  [exhibiting]  upon  which 
the  restoration  was  made. 

By  Mr  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  did  not  dismiss  him  simply  for  being  in  debt? — ^A.  Not  at  all. 
It  was  because  of  the  disturbance  the  matter  raised  in  the  office,  and 
the  statement  of  these  people  that  he  had  not  acted  squarely  about  this 
business. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  made  an  arrangement  to  distribute  his  in- 
come among  his  creditors? — A.  When  he  came  forward  for  his  restor- 
ation he  told  me  that  he  had  made  some  arrangement  with  his  creditors. 
I  told  him  that  I  would  be  very  glad  to  do  anything  I  could  that  was 
proper  and  right;  that  I  had  nothing  in  the  world  against  him ;  the  only 
thing^  was  that  the  charges  against  him  made  it  appear  that  he  was  not 
acting  squarely ;  that  there  was  a  disturbance  in  the  office  and  finally 

Q.  I  expect  that  gives  your  official  action  in  the  matter  about  as 
briefly  as  you  can  state  it  [handing  witness  a  paper]. 

A.  This  seems  never  to  nave  been  signed,  but  I  presume  likely  it  is 
a  fair  statement  of  the  facts.  I  do  not  see  a  copy  of  the  letter  here  upon 
which  he  was  retired. 

Q.  Is  it  a  part  of  the  policy  of  the  office  to  discharge  men  who  get  in 
debt  and  who  do  not  pay  their  debts? — A.  Not  if  they  seem  to  be  act- 
ing honestly  about  it. 

Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  restoring  him  ? — A.  He  was  represented 
as  a  very  good  man,  and  he  said  that  he  had  made  arrangements  with 
his  creditors  so  that  he  would  have  no  further  trouble  with  them  and 
the  office  would  not  be  annoyed  by  anything  of  that  kind  further. 

Q.  Was  there  a  Mr.  Latourette  one  of  his  creditors? — A.  I  do  not 
know  as  to  that. 

Q.  Did  not  his  creditors  come  to  you  and  ask  you  and  your  son, 
Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  as  far  as  you  could,  to  make  him  make  a  settle- 
ment?— A.  Ohy  weU,  there  was  a  constant  commotion  tliet^  ^<^^^^^^^ 
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Haywood;  there  were  constant  visits  back  and  forth  at  the  oiBoeaod 
it  became  quite  a  nuisance. 

Q.  And  you  state  that  you  did  not  ask  him  to  fhrnish  a  statement  of 
his  cn^ditorst — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  asked  him  to  famish  a  statement  I 
do  not  think  I  did,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  tell  him  that  if  he  did  not  famish  sach  a  list  he 
would  be  discharged? — A.  I  think  not.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  thio^ 
as  that.  I  said  to  him  <<  I  hear  of  this  disturbance  which  has  been 
created  in  the  office  continually.  You  can  not  perforin  yonr  work,  and 
others  here  are  trying  to  get  their  money  out  of  yon  and  going  to 
the  chief  clerk  and  others;  there  mupt  be  an  end  to  it." 

Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  dismissing  Mr.  J.  H.  Jennings?  Yon 
testified  the  other  day  something  about  a  man  by  the  name  of  Jennings 
telling  you  something  he  had  seen. — ^A.  It  was  becanse  I  did  not  thrnk 
Mr.  Jennings  was  conducting  himself  as  he  should  toward  the  office 
and  toward  me.  I  thought  he  was  giving  information  to  those  who 
were  writing  me  down,  or  trying  to,  and  writing  the  office  down.  I 
thought  he  was  in  an  intrigue  to  injure  me  and  the  office. 

Q.  You  said  it  was  a  Mr.  Jennings.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  was  the  Mr. 
Jennings  referred  to  in  the  testimony  as  Edward  H.  Jennings?— A 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Hewastheman  who  fiimished  you  the  information  f — A^  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  believe  you  stated  at  that  time  that  it  was  because  he  seemed 
to  know  when  newspaper  articles  were  coming  out,  and,  whether  t^at 
was  the  case  or  not,  that  he  laughed  over  them  when  they  did  come 
out,  with  other  clerks,  who  met  together  when  the  papers  would  come 
out  attacking  you;  and  that  t^ey  would  read  the  papers  and  seemed  to 
enjoy  them? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  not  that  a  common  thing  among  the  clerks  of  the  office  wh^ 
the  office  was  being  attacked;  and  did  not  numbers  of  clerks  buy  these 
papers  who  were  anxious  to  read  all  they  contained? — ^A.  I  was  never 
informed  that  numbers  of  them  knew  when  these  articles  were  to 
appear.  I  have  no  doubt  that  many  of  them  read  the  articles  after 
they  were  issued,  but  this  man  seemed  to  have  a  foreknowledge  as  to 
when  these  defamatory  articles  were  to  appear. 

Q.  That  is  what  Mr.  Edward  Jennings  told  you? — ^A.  He  said  that 
was  understood  in  that  division. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anyone  there  to  look  after  conversations  between 
Jennings  and  Mr.  Payne  and  others  and  overhear  what  they  said?-- 
A.  I  had  no  one  to  watch  these  men  at  all. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Jennings  come  to  you  and  tell  you  beforehand  that 
he  was  going  to  look  out  for  them  and  catch  them? — A.  He  came  to 
me  and  stated  what  he  had  either  overheard  or  had  been  informed  as 
to  what  they  were  doing  and  saying. 

Q.  I  thought  you  said  the  other  day  that  he  said  he  saw  it. — A.  That 
is  my  recollection  now,  that  he  did;  at  all  events  he  brought  the  matter 
to  my  attention,  and  I  made  some  inquiry  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  inquire  of  anybody  else  besides  him? — ^A.  Yes,  sirj  there 
was  another  gentleman  there. 

Q.  Who  was  he? — A.  He  was  in  the  same  division.  I  can  not  give 
you  his  name  now,  but  I  will  give  it  to  you. 

Q.  Was  this  man  Jennings  the  one  who  was  out  working  up  the  re- 
frigerator business  before  he  went  into  the  Pension  Office? — ^A.  He  had 
discussed  that  matter;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  did  not  say  "discussed." — A,  He  had  never  in  vested  any  money 
in  it*     He  had  propose  V>  OT5"as^^  ^  ^»\a:?^w>;:5  ^wnvNsi^Vs^^&si^ 
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Q.  He  had  been  down  there  organizing  a  company,  or  attempting  to 
organize  one,  before  he  went  into  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  come  here  in  the  first  instance  to  look  into  the  refrigerator 
business,  or  to  get  an  office f — ^A.  I  can  not  say. 

Q.  What  did  he  call  on  you  about  at  the  time  this  refrigerator  matter 
was  called  to  his  attention  t 

Mr,  Payson.  I  will  object  to  that 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  that  I  know  him  very  well  and  that  I  know 
his  father-in-law.  His  father-in-law  and  I  had  been  friends  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  and  whenever  he  came  to  Washington  he  always  called  to 
pay  his  respects,  as  does  his  father-in-law,  who  is  the  postmaster  at 
Winston,  N.  0. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  how  long  he  worked  for  the  refrigerator  company 
before  he  had  a  position  in  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  He  was  probably 
engaged  a  couple  of  weeks  in  an  effort  to  organize  a  company ;  I  do  not 
thmk  it  was  longer  than  that. 

Q.  More  than  a  week! — ^A.  Two  weeks  probably;  not  over  three. 

Q.  Where  was  he  at  work  during  t^ose  two  weeks  I— A.  Down  in 
Tirginia. 

Q.  Where  elset — ^A.  I  think  nowhere  else.  He  took  a  civil  service 
examination  after  that,  and  came  in  through  the  civil  service. 

By  Mr.  Pa  YSON : 
Q.  Did  he  come  in  through  the  civil  service  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  at  the  time  of  taking  the  civil  serv- 
ice examination  it  was  taken  as  a  competitive  examination  or  a  non- 
competitive examination  f — ^A.  He  was  not  in  the  classified  service;  I 
was  not  present  when  he  took  the  examination,  and  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  it. 

Mr.  Patson.  How  easy  it  would  be  for  you  to  say  that  you  do 
not  know,  and  that  he  came  in  through  the  civil  service. 

The  Witness.  He  did  come  in  through  the  civil  service,  and  the 
regular  competitive  examination. 

By  Mr.  Patson  : 

Q.  I  will  just  ask  you  if  he  took  the  competitive  examination  T — ^A. 
Why  of  course  he  took  the  competitive  examination. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  Ool.  L.  D.  Bumpus  that  a  civil  service  examina- 
tion was  necessary  in  order  to  qualify  a  man  to  hold  the  position  of 
superintendent  of  the  Pension  Office  building? — A.  I  do  not  recall  that 
I  ever  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Bumpus;  I  am  not  acquainted  with 
him. 

Q.  Is  it  necessary  to  take  a  civil  service  examination  to  be  eligible 
to  that  appointment f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  to  take  a  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. 

Q.  How  is  it  necessary? — ^A.  I  do  not  myself  know  the  mysteries  of 
the  civil  service;  I  only  know  the  fact  that  a  i)er8on  to  be  eligible  for 
that  appointment  can  be  so  by  taking  a  noncompetitive  examination. 

Q.  Under  what  classification  do  you  understand  that  comes  in  the 
classified  service? — ^A.  That  must  be  under  the  rules  of  the  civil  service. 
That  is  a  fact,  however. 

Q.  Is  it  the  iK>sition  of  a  clerk  or  a  laborer? — ^A.  Under  the  law  it  ia 
designated  as  the  superintendent  of  the  buildiixf^. 

36  PEN* 
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Q.  Did  he  take  fhe  examination  f— A.  Yee,  sir,  be  did  take  it,p3Med 
the  examination  and  was  apxK>inted  because  of  it.  He  conUL  not  bsn 
been  appointed  except  by  taking  the  civil  service  ezaminatioB. 

Q.  Oan  yon  tell  why  Mr.  Donohue  was  not  dismissed  when  Qm. 
Bossey  recommended  itt — ^A.  He  appealed  to  Assistant  Secrefeary 
Chandler,  who,  I  think,  was  acting  Secretary  at  the  time,  and  hecalM 
a  halt  on  the  matter.  There  was  an  investigation  made,  and  finally  be 
decided  that  Donohue  should  not  be  retired. 

Q.  He  was  the  man  investigated  by  you  and  Gen.  Bossey  in  eonii^ 
tion  with  Mr.  Barker!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  the  investigation  of  Mr.  Barker! — A.  'YeSy  sir;  there  wen 
counter  charges. 

Q.  The  result  was  that  you  and  Oen.  Bussey  coneaired  in  asking  }ai 
dismissal  t — ^A.  From  the  evidence  we  had  before  us  on  that  ocoam 
we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  Donohue  was  a  kind  of  jacksJ  fiN*  thii 
10  x>er  cent  money  lender,  and  upon  that  ground  we  oonclnded  that  he 
ought  to  go  out. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  stenographer's  notes  taken  at  that  inro- 
tigationt — A.  I  do  not  know  that  they  are  in  existence;  they  may  be^ 
however.    I  will  make  a  hunt  for  them. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  see  them. — ^A.  I  will  hand  them  in  if  they  esii  be 
found. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  indictment  against  Latourette 
for  holding  pension  certificates  as  collateral  security  for  loans f— A  I 
have  never  seen  the  indictment,  but  I  have  understood  that.  My  reond- 
lection  now  is  that  I  directed  Special  Examiner  Taylor — I  am  not  defi- 
nitely certain  about  that — ^to  look  into  that  matter,  and  if  he  found  that 
any  one  was  guilty  of  violating  that  section  of  the  law  to  bring  it  to  tbe 
attention  of  the  district  attorney.  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  was  the 
way  it  occurred.  It  was  simply  a  verbal  instruction  to  Taylor,  who 
was  then  on  duty  in  the  district. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  When  it  is  found  that  a  man  has  been  guilty  of  violating  the 
pension  laws,  and  he  is  reported  against  by  one  of  the  special  exam- 
iners, does  your  duty  in  connection  with  the  matter  end  in  calling  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  district  attorney  in  the  district  in  which  the 
offense  may  have  been  committed  f  Does  th^^t  end  your  dutyf — ^A  I 
think  so.  It  is  then  in  the  hands  of  the  law  officers  of  tiie  Govern- 
ment. 

Q.  You  never  give  it  any  further  attention  after  that,  nnless  called 
on  for  proofs  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  I  believe  Mr.  Bailey  keeps  a  docket  of 
those  cnminal  cases. 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Witness.  And  if  there  is  any  assistance  required  from  the 
office  we  render  it  by  sending  a  special  examiner  or  something  of  that 
kind  to  aid  in  the  prosecution. 

Q.  You  do  not  press  the  prosecution  of  these  cases,  but  leave  that  to 
the  district  attorney? — ^A.  We  leave  that  to  the  district  attorney. 

Q.  Have  you  allowed  Theodore  Smith  to  visit  the  working  rooms  in 
the  Pension  Office  since  he  has  been  dismissed  t— A.  I  have  never  given 
Theodore  Smith  authority  to  visit  any  of  the  working  rooms. 

Q.  If  he  visits  them  he  does  so  in  violation  of  orders  t— A.  The  ohiet 
clerk  handles  that  thing. 

Q.  Have  you  not  refosed  that  permission  to  other  discharged  em- 
ploy^s  or  some  of  themi — ^A*  I  leave  that  to  the  chief  dork. 
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Q.  You  do  not  have  anything  to  do  with  itt — ^A.  The  chief  clerk  has 
authority  over  that,  and  he  issues  the  passes. 

Q.  Have  yon  given  any  instructions  to  the  chief  clerk  that  certain 
discharged  clerks  shall  not  be  permitted  to  go  into  the  working  rooms 
of  the  office  f — ^A.  I  simply  issued  an  order  the^e^  and  I  require  him  to 
enforce  it 

Q.  To  enforce  the  rule! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q«  Do  you  require  him  to  enforce  it  indiscriminately  or  in  favor  of 
Bome  and  against  others  t — ^A.  He.  has  to  enforce  the  rule  within  his 
discretion. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  not  to  permit  certain  persons  to  come  inf — ^A. 
!No,  sir;  I  have  not  told  him  any  such  thing. 

•Q.  Can  you  tell  the  committee  anything  about  the  charges  against 
John  N.  Mai'ing,  of  the  firm  of  Marin g  &  Slusher,  of  Columbus,  Ind., 
And  what  action  has  been  taken  in  regard  to  the  disbarment  of  Mr. 
Maringf — A.  I  have,  in  a  general  way,  information  on  that  subject,  but 
Mr.  Bailey,  who  has  charge  of  that  division  of  the  office,  has  accurate 
information  upon  it,  and  I  believe  has  the  records  here  with  him. 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness.  He  would  be  able  to  state  more  definitely  and  clearly 
than  I  can. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  should  be  glad  to  have  Mr.  Bailey  state  right  now  what 
has  been  done  in  that  case. 

Mr.  Bailey.  The  names  are  still  on  the  books  as  entitled  to  practice 
before  the  Department. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  was  done  with  the  charges  against  himf 

Mr.  Bailey.  There  have  been  qaitc  a  number  of  charges  against 
that  firm  at  different  times,  but  the  charges  you  probably  refer  to  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  district  attorney.  Upon  them  they  were  indicted, 
the  indictment  was  annulled,  and  they  were  dismissed.  That  is  all 
we  know  about  it.  That  was  done  upon  the  report  of  the  grand  jury 
at  Indianapolis,  and  the  indictment  was  in  the  hands  of  the  district 
attorney. 

Mr.  Bbositts.  And  a  nolle  prosequi  was  entered  t 

Mr.  Bailey.  It  was  noUed. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  time  was  that  donet 

Mr.  Bailey.  About  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  Enloe.  In  1891! 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness.  State  when  the  indictments  were  preferred. 

Mr.  Bailey.  That  was  in  the  summer  of  1890;  perhaps  the  spring  of 
1890. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  send  any  recommendation  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Intmor 
favoring  the  disbarment  of  this  man  ? — ^A.  There  I  must  refer  you  again 
to  Mr.  Bailey,  because  he  has  the  records  of  that.  It  is  an  everyday 
business.    He  has  the  section  in  the  office  that  attends  to  that. 

Mr.  Bailey.  I  may  say  in  reply,  no,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  Columbus  to  make  a  sx>eech  in  the  campaign  of 
1890  »— A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  Mr.  Maring  and  have  a  conversation  with  himt — 
A.  Four  hundred  gentlemen  met  me  at  the  depot,  among  whom  was  Mr. 
Maring.    I  was  met  particularly  by  a  Mr.  Irwin,  and  as  I  passed  along 
he  introduced  me  to  Mr.  Maring.    That  was  the  onlj  conversatiou  L  \^^^ 
with  Mr.  Maring. 
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Q.  You  had  no  talk  with  himf — A.  Kot  at  alL  Probably  he  nij 
have  seen  me  off  as  I  left  the  city^  bat  I  had  no  conference  with  Ml 
Maring  whatever. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  information  that  Mr.  Marine  bad  changed  his 
views  in  regard  to  the  completed-files  order  and  bad  contributed  libci* 
ally  to  the  campaign  fimdf — A.  I  had  no  information  upon  that  3iib> 
ject. 

Q.  None  at  allf — ^A.  None  at  all.  I  did  not  make  inquiry  in  le^ 
to  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund. 

Q.  Your  meeting  Mr.  Maring  there  and  what  may  have  been  eaidu 

you  in  regard  to  his  case  while  you  were  there ^A.  There  was  mA 

ing  said  to  me  while  I  was  there. 

Q.  There  was  nothing  said! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nobody  mentioned  it? — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Q.  Why  was  it  that  you  did  not  send  these  chargres  forward  to  the 
Secretary,  recommending  the  disbarment  of  the  attorney  f — A.  I  will 
have  to  turn  you  over  to  Mr.  Bailey  on  that  subject,  who  has  the  mat- 
ter in  hand. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Does  not  the  indorsement  of  the  jacket  say,  '^  Forwarded 
toS^retary"! 

Mr.  Bailey.  Here  is  the  indorsement:  ^^  August  16th,  ^89;  MariDf, 
Slusher  &  Co.,  15  days  to  show  cause  why  they  should  not  be  disbaned 
for  illegal  practices." 

The  Witness.  What  is  the  date  of  that! 

Mr.  Bailey.  August  16, 1889.  *<  September  14,  '89,  answer  accented 
as  satisfactory." 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  accepted  by  the  court  f 

Mr.  Bailey.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Now,  in  regard  to  later  charges. 

Mr.  Bailey.  Here  is  another  indorsement  in  a  diiferent  jacket^  relat- 
ing to  the  same  firm,  probably  difl'erent  charges,  in  regard  to  a  que$ti<m 
of  improper  circular,  improper  statements.  September,  1890,  it  says, 
"This  report,^  referring  to  papers  inside,  "was  filed  since  the  papers 
were  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Maring  &  Slnsher 
were  notified  that  they  would  receive  tlO  only."  That  is  the  indorse- 
ment here. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  the  papers  ever  actually  go  to  the  Secretary  f 

Mr.  Bailey.  No,  sir;  they  never  went  to  the  Secretary;  that  in- 
dorsement there  is  an  improper  one;  it  says  all  the  papers  went  to  the 
Secretary^  the  clerk  made  a  new  jacket;  he  did  not  get  hold  of  aJl  t]>6 
papers  evidently,  but  made  up  a  new  jacket,  while  all  the  papers  were 
in  the  files  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  Mr.  Irwin  a  prominent  Eepublican  politician  t 

The  Witness.  He  is  a  prominent  Eepublican.  His  business  is  thai 
of  a  banker. 

Q.  Did  he  make  a  visit  to  this  city  to  see  you  about  the  charges 
against  Maring  &  Slusher  t — A.  I  do  not  know  wliy  he  visited  the  city, 
but  he  visited  the  Pension  Office  to  see  me  about  that  matter. 

Q.  Did  bis  visithave  anythingto  do  with  your  withholding  these  i^pers 
from  the  Secretary? — A.  Mr.  Irwin  represented  Maring  as  a  very  honor- 
able man  and  that  he  would  not  do  anything  wrong  intentionally,  and 
he  was  very  desirous  that  Mr.  Maring  should  be  treated  with  considem- 
tion.  He  said  that  he  had  a  very  large  business  and  that  disbarring 
him  would,  of  course,  destroy  it,  and  he  was  anxious  that  due  considera- 
tion be  paid  to  what  he  might  have  to  say  in  regard  to  it.  My  recollec- 
tion now  is  that  liepi^eii\:dX>\N^  Qoks^^y  ^^g«^  ^^x^^x^ry  long  dis]»atcli| 
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somewhat  upon  the  same  line  of  thought.  I  will  try  to  hunt  that  up. 
But  as  far  as  the  preparation  of  the  letter  there  is  concerned,  which  Mr* 
Bailey,  I  brieve,  has  in  his  hand,  I  would  like  to  have  him  state  what 
he  knows  about  it,  etc. 

Q.  What  he  knows  about  what  f — ^A.  The  preparation  of  some  papers 
there  in  regard  to  the  cases  that  were  never  brou^t  to  my  attention. 

By  the  Ohaibman: 

Q.  The  papers  purported  to  have  been  sent  to  the  Secretajy! — ^A. 
This  case  was  submitted  to  the  district  attorney  and  an  indictment, 
one  or  more,  had  been  preferred  against  these  people. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Q.  You  never  saw  those  pai)er8t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  heard  of  themf — A.  I  had  heard  of  the  prosecution, 
of  course,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business;  but  the  question  was 
whether  he  should  be  disbarred  pending  the  examination  by  the  dis- 
trict attorney.    And  at  what  date  was  the  indictment  annulled  t 

Mr.  Bailey.  About  a  year  ago — January,  1891. 

The  Witness.  They  were  in  the  hands  of  the  district  attorney,  and 
at  the  time  stated  by  Mr.  Bailey  these  indictments  were  dismissed,  and 
that  left  the  matter  as  though  no  proceedings  had  been  had  against 
Mr.  Maring. 

Q.  Is  it  your  custom,  when  charges  are  preferred  against  a  pension 
attorney,  to  await  the  action  of  the  court  before  disbarring  himf — ^A. 
I  will  be  glad  to  have  Mr.  Bailey  answer  that. 

Mr.  Bailey.  Not  always. 
•    Mr.  Enloe.  Is  there  any  rule  about  it  in  the  office? 

Mr.  Bailey.  No,  sir,  there  is  no  fixed  rule.  It  dex>ends  upon  the 
circumstances  surrounding  the  case.  We  have  rex>orted  a  case  to  the 
Secretary  for  disbarrment  when  a  man  is  indicted  and  not  yet  tried, 
and  we  have  waited  until  the  result  of  the  trial  in  other  cases  has  been 
known. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Then  you  disbar  men  from  practice  before  the  Bureau 
where  there  are  no  indictments  and  where  they  were  never  indicted f 

Mr.  Bailey.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Simply  on  the  report  of  the  special  examiner? 

Mr.  Bailey.  We  idways  give  them  a  chance  to  reply. 

Mr.  Enloe.  When  the  reply  is  not  satisfactory! 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Payson.  Every  case  stands  on  its  merits  as  you  judge  it.  There 
is  no  fixed  rule  about  thatf 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes,  sir.  We  disbar  them  for  things  for  which  they 
could  not  be  indicted. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  did  you  do  in  the  case  of  W.  Bowen  Moore,  when 
he  was  charged  with  improper  practices  as  a  pension  attorney  f 

Mr.  Bailby.  I  think  the  final  disposition  of  that  case  was  made  when 
I  was  absent  for  a  few  days  or  a  week.  The  papers  will  show.  1  think 
I  was  absent  when  the  final  disi>osition  was  made. 

By  Bepresentative  Enloe: 

Q.  I  wiU  ask  the  Commissioner  if  W.  Bowen  Moore  did  not  come 
here  to  see  him  about  the  charges  against  himt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  him  when  he  came  that  you  would  not  believe 
anything  against  himf — ^A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  tell  him  that. 

Q.  Did  you  not  give  him  access  to  the  papers  of  the  Department  and 
allow  him  to  see  the  charges  against  himf — ^A.  I  referred  him  to  the 
chief  of  the  law  division. 

Q.  Did  you  m>t  aend  him  to  see  the  papers^ — X*  \  An^«3%  ^^  XX^^Xk 
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It  is  a  common  practice  with  me.  I  do  not  go  over  the  papers  vilik 
him.  It  is  a  common  practice,  when  there  are  chargeB  against  a  ma 
of  that  description,  to  turn  him  over  to  the  law  clerk.  That  is  a  ooi- 
stant  business. 

Q.  You  do  that  with  everyone  against  whom  there  are  charg^albv 
him  to  go  in  and  exatnine  the  papers  in  the  casef — A«  I  turn  him  ova 
to  Mr.  Bailey,  and  they  go  over  the  papers  in  the  case.  I  do  not  foBow 
him. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  question  is,  do  you  permit  a  man  to  go  into  Mr. 
Bailey's  office  and  look  up  the  papers  t 

The  Witness.  Of  course,  to  ascertain  what  the  charges  agaiiisfc  Ui 
are. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  And  see  every  paper  pending  in  the  case? — ^A.  I  do  not  give  Hot 
order. 

Mr.  Enloe.  If  he  goes  in  there  is  it  the  practice  to  allow  him  to  see 
everything  in  the  caset 

Mr.  Baelet.  That  is  the  practice  now,  I  believe. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  is  the  rule! 

Mr.  Bailet.  It  is  not  an  established  rule. 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  a  practice  you  have  adhered  tof 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Allow  a  man  to  look  at  every  paper  in  the  case,  or  bis 
attorney,  if  he  comes! 

Mr.  Bailey.  Yes,  sir;  if  he  had  the  authority  of  the  Qommissioner. 
If  a  man  comes  and  says,  ^'  I  am  under  charges  and  want  to  see  the 
papers,"  I  would  say,  "  You  will  have  to  see  the  Commissioner.'' 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  comes  back  to  Gen.  Baum  again  f 

The  Witness.  I  want  a  man  to  have  full  mformation  as  to  the 
charges  against  him,  so  that  he  can  meet  those  charges,  if  they  are 
not  ^e;  so  that  I  authorized  Mr.  Bailey  to  give  the  man  any  informa- 
''ion  upon  that  subject.    I  think  that  is  proper. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  a  good  rule. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  was  done  in  the  case  of  Bowen  Moore.  How  about  the  case 
of  Mr.  Mariiig? — ^A.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Maring  ever  came  to  the  office 

Q.  He  sent  a  representative  to  the  office  to  talk  to  you  and  see  you 
about  it.  Now  what  did  you  do  in  the  case  of  Edwin  M.  Hartf — ^A.  I 
do  not  recall  that  case. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Please  get  the  pax>ers  in  the  case.    (The  papers  were 

produced.)    I  will  ask  to  insert  as  a  part  of  the  record  a  letter  to  yon 

by  the  Assistant  Secretary,  which  does  not  appear  in  the  files,  und& 

date  of  December  16, 1891,  disbarring  Edwin  M.  Hart.    I  also  wants 

o)pyof  this  letter,  which  is  on  file,  forwarded  by  Senator  McPheraon? 

with  the  postscript.    It  is  the  letter  of  February  20,  signed  E.  M.  Hart, 

and  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  B.  McPherson. 

The  papers  are  as  follows: 

Dbpartmkmt  of  thx  Intrrior, 

WaMngiomy  December  16, 1S$L 
The  Commissioner  of  Peksions: 

Sir:  Your  letter  has  been  received  recommending  that  Edwin  M.  Hart,  an  attorney 
and  claim  a^ent  of  New  York  City,  be  disbarred  from  practice  before  your  office  for 
the  reason  that  he  is  not  a  person  to  whom  the  interests  of  claimants  for  penstcn 
shoald  be  entrusted. 

It  appears  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  in  the  case,  accompanying  Tom 
report,  that  Bfr.  Hart,  an  attorney  for  one  Anna  Lehritter,  widow  of  jlioholas  Leh- 
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ritter,  on  the  16tb  of  July,  1890,  filed  her  claim  for  a  pension  nnder  act  of  Oonflrefla 
approved  June  27, 1890,  and  on  Angnst  27, 1890,  filed  ner  claim  nnder  previone  lawa. 

Tlie  records  of  tlie  War  Department  show  that  the  soldier  was  enroUed  March  10, 
1862,  in  Company  "D,**  103d  New  York  Volunteers,  and  deserted  Jnly  31, 1863. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  Mr.  Hart,  in  April,  1891,  learned  of 
the  charee  of  desertion,  and  in  May,  1891,  advised  claimant  of  the  same  and  con- 
tracted to  procnre  the  removal  of  the  charge  in  consideration  of  a  fee  pf  $15.  The 
claimant  then  paid  him  $8  as  a  portion  oi  his  fee  for  securing  the  removal  of  the 
charge. 

On  the  18th  of  Angnst,  1891,  Mr.  Hart  addressed  a  letter  to  the  claimant,  in  which 
he  made  the  following  statements : 

''The  charge  of  desertion  has  been  removed^  and  if  yon  will  send  me  $2,  the  bal- 
ance of  my  we.  I  will  assure  you  that  you  will  receive  your  pension  on  or  before 
September,  as  I  shall  pnsh  it  ^  I  can  at  once." 

On  the  16th  of  October,  1891,  your  Bureau  was  advised  by  the  War  Department 
that  the  charge  had  not  been  removed.  On  the  27th  of  October,  1891,  Mr.  Hart  was 
requested  to  diow  cause  wh^,  for  his  unprofessional  and  deceptive  action,  he  should 
not  be  disbarred  from  practice  before  your  Bureau. 

He  filed  his  answer  November  18th,  1891,  stating  that  his  intention  in  writing  the 
letter  of  Angnst  18, 1891,  was  to  get  more  money  to  carrv  on  the  case,  not  to  deceive 
the  claimant;  that  if  he  said  the  charge  of  desertion  had  been  removed,  it  was  unin- 
tentional, for  he  was  taking  a  good  d^  of  quinine  about  that  time,  which  affected 
his  head  and  rendered  him  unable  to  write  properly. 

ThiB  reply  you  regarded  as  palpably  insufficient^  and  recommend  that,  as  he  is  a 

Serson  unworthy  of  trnst  as  attorney  for  the  prosecution  of  pension  claims,  he  be 
isbarred  from  practice. 

In  view  of  the  facts  stated  and  in  accordance  with  your  recommendation,  it  is  not 
believed  that  he  should  be  permitted  to  further  represent  claimants  for  pension,  and 
it  is  therefore  ordered  that  Edwin  M.  Hart,  of  New  York  City,  be  no  longer  recog- 
nized as  agent  or  attorney  in  any  claim  or  other  matter  before  your  Bureau. 
The  papers  accompanying  your  letter  are  herewith  returned. 
Y  ery  respectfully, 

Cyrus  Bussbt, 

AiHatant  Secretary, 

N.  Y.,  FeVy  A?,  '9fS. 
Hon.  J.  B.  McPbisrson, 

U,  8.  BmuUe: 

Dear  Sir:  Yonrsof  the  9th  inst.  duly  received,  in  which  yon  state  you  would  much 
prefer  that  I  have  my  ''status''  before  the  ''Pension  Bureau"  re-Mto6/w^d.  It  is 
proper  that  you  do  so  or  refrain  from  ealling  up  cases  thro'  yon. 

I  would  respectfully  state  I  am  working  hard  to  have  myself  reinstated,  but  I  don't 
seem  to  have  the  right  infiuence.  Could  you  assist  me  in  this  matter  9  I  am  io^ocent 
of  the  charge  against  me,  and  I  supposed  I  had  proved  it  up  to  the  time  1  received 
the  letter  of  my  disbarment.  I  have  received  a  letter  from  the  Pension  Bureau 
law  div.,  under  date  of  the  3rd  inst.,  which  states :  I  have  to  inform  you  that  "  fees" 
will  be  paid  to  you  in  all  claims  for  pension  prosecuted  and  completed  by  you  prior 
to  your  disbarment.  Transfers  of  claims  by  atty's  who  have  been  difibai-red  from 
practice  are  not  recognized  by  this  Bureau.  The  order  of  the  Hon.  Sec'y  of  the  In- 
terior disbarred  you  trom  practice  before  this  Bureau  only. 

I  have  been  trying  to  get  over  to  Washington  and  try  and  have  my  matter  fixed 
np,  but  have  been  sick  for  several  days^  and  have  had  an  operation  performed  on  my 
hemorrhoids  which  has  prevented  me  from  doing  any  business. 

If  yon  could  help  me  in  any  way  I  should  be  very  thankful. 
Yours  respectfully, 

£.  M.  Hart, 

10  E,  14  St. 

''NoTX." — ^A  par^  in  Washington^  before  my  disbarment,  offered  to  assist  me  for 
$25.00  "fee."    Mr.  John  Ranm  said  I  did  not  want  any  att'y,  and  it  was  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  come  to  Wash. 
Y.,  etc., 

£.  M.  H. 

P.  S. — ^Will  you  please  inform  me  what  right  Mr.  John  Ranm  has  to  my  completed 
oases  before  my  disbarment.  I  have  just  been  shown  by  Mr.  Eugene  Hollywood 
his  papers,  ctf.  No.  721,647,  in  which  $10  is  to  be  deducted  for  Mr.  John  Ranm,  in 

Slaoe  of  myself.    The  last  papers  in  his  case  were  sent  to  Judge  Harding  filed  Jsoy, 
0, 1891,  and  I  was  not  disbarred  until  Dec.  16th,  1891. 
Y.,  eto.y 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  see  that  Mr.  Hart  in  this  makes  complaint  that  a  fee  wkieJih 
had  earned  before  his  disbarment  had  been  partially  paid  to  your  son^ 
John  Baom.  Can  you  state  what  action  you  took  in  regard  to  Uatf 
There  is  your  letter  on  the  subject  fhanding' witness  letter].— A.  1 1^ 
ferred  that  with  that  slip,  as  you  will  see,  to  Mr.  Bailey,  who  has  dis^ 
of  these  matters,  and  he  prepared  the  following^  letter  after  an  exami- 
nation of  the  case.  This  letter  has  the  mark  of  the  law  division  apoa 
it,  and  he  brought  it  in  for  my  signature,  and  1  signed  itb  Win  joa 
have  me  read  itf 

Bepresentative  Enloe.  I  will  just  offer  it  in  evidence,  with  the  other 
papers. 

The  papers  are  as  follows: 

DSPABTMXMT  OV  THM  INTBRIOB, 

BuBSAU  or  Pensions,  Law  Dnrisioi^ 

Edwin  M.  Haxt,  Em., 

10  Eaat  Uih  St.,  New  Tarh^  K.  T.: 

Sib  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  December  22, 1891,  herewith  retomed,  I  hsTeioii- 
form  you  that  fees  wiU  be  paid  to  you  in  aU  olaimB  for  pension  proseoated  and  oob- 
pleted  by  you  prior  to  your  disbarment. 

iSraufers  of  claims  by  attorneys  who  have  been  disbarred  from  pimetioe  are  not 
recognized  by  tbis  Bureau. 

The  order  of  the  honorable  Seoretaiy  of  the  Interior  disbarred  yoa  fiom  pzaetiee 
before  this  Bureau  only. 
Very  respectfully, 

Gbkxn  B.  Raum. 


I  certify  that  the  aboye  is  a  tme  copy. 

M.  B.  BailAt, 
Chi^  0/  Law  Divima. 

DSPABTMXNT  OF  THB  XNTBIUOR, 

BuBXAU  or  Pensions,  Law  Division, 

Wa$MngUm,  D.  C,  Febrmtury  B6,  ISU. 
Hon.  J.  B.  McPhsrson, 

U.  S.  Senate,  WoBhingUm,  D,  C: 

Bib  :  In  response  to  your  inquiry  relative  to  the  charge  upon  which  Edwin  M.  Hut, 
of  New  York  City,  was  disbarred  f^om  practice  before  this  Bureau^  I  have  the  honor 
to  inform  you  that  Mr.  Hart  was  disbarred  from  practice  before  this  Bureau  by  order 
of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  dated  December  16, 1891,  by  reason  of  his  un- 
professional action  in  connection  with  the  pension  claim  of  iUina  Lehritter,  widow 
of  Nicholas  Lehritter,  Co.  D,  103  N.  Y.  Inf. 

On  the  16th  of  July,  1890,  Mr.  Hart  filed  the  widow's  claim  under  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  June  27, 1890.  He  filed  her  claim  August  27th,  1890,  under  previons 
laws.  The  records  of  the  War  Department  show  that  the  soldier  was  enrolled  March 
10, 1862,  in  Co.  D,  103  N.  Y.  Vols.,  and  deserted  July  31, 1863. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  in  April,  1891.  Mr.  Hart  learned  of 
the  charge  of  desertion,  and  in  May,  1891,  he  advised  claimant  of  same  and  contracted 
to  procure  the  removal  of  the  charge  in  consideration  of  a  fee  of  $15.  The  claimaat 
then  paid  him  $8  as  a  portion  of  his  fee  for  securing  the  removal  of  the  charge. 

On  the  18th  of  August,  1891,  Mr.  Hart  addressed  a  letter  to  the  claimant,  in  which 
he  made  the  following  statement:  ''The  charge  of  desertion  has  been  removed,  vui 
if  you  will  send  me  $2,  the  balance  of  my  fee,  I  will  assure  you  that  you  will  reoeiTe 
your  pension  on  or  before  September,  as  I  shall  push  it  all  I  can  at  once.'' 

This  Bureau  was  advised  by  the  War  Department  October  16, 1891,  that  the  chargo 
of  desertion  had  not  been  removed. 

On  the  27th  of  October,  1891,  Mr.  Hart  wiss  requested  to  show  cause  why,  for  hU 
unprofessional  action,  he  should  not  be  disbarred  from  practice  before  this  Bureau. 
He  filed  his  answer  November  18, 1891,  stating  that  nia  intention  in  writing  the 
letter  of  August  18, 1891.  was  to  get  more  money  to  carry  on  the  case,  not  to  deeeiTS 
claimant ;  that  if  he  said  the  charge  of  desertion  had  been  removed  it  was  uninten- 
tional for  he  was  taking  a  good  deal  of  (quinine  aboat  that  time  which  idfected  bis 
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head  and  rendered  him  nnahle  to  write  properly.    This  answer  was  held  to  he  nnsat* 
isfactory. 

An  examination  of  the  papers  in  the  pension  claim  of  Eugene  Hollyrood,  luv. 
Cert.  721647,  shows  that  the  action  of  this  Bureau  in  recognizing  and  certifying  the 
fee  of  $10  to  Mr.  John  Haum  on  the  issue  of  February  10,  1892,  was  error. 

Mr.  Hart  completed  this  claim  prior  to  his  disbarment,  and  it  was  not  included  in 
the  schedule  of  cases  transferred  by  him  to  Mr.  Kaum. 

Mr.  Haum  will  be  requested  to  refund  the  amount  improperly  paid  to  him  in  order 
that  Mr.  Hart's  lawful  fee  may  be  paid. 

In  regaid  to  the  restoration  of  Mir.  Hart  to  practice  as  an  attorney  before  the  De- 
partment I  will  state  that  if  his  standing  and  character  are  good  in  the  community 
where  he  resides,  and  reputable  persons  will  state  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
that  in  their  opinion  Mr.  Hart  can  be  relied  upon  to  hereafter  conduct  the  business 
of  a  pension  attorney  with  fidelity  and  integrity,  I  have  no  doubt  but  what  the  Seo- 
zetary  would  be  willing  to  make  an  order  restoring  him. 
Very  truly^  yours, 

Gbbbn  B.  Raum, 

dnMHiuUmer, 

I  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  copy. 

M.  B.  Bailbt, 

Chitf  Law  DivieUm. 


I,  Edwin  M.  Hart,  of  New  York  city^  New  York,  hereby  transfer  and  assign  to  John 
Saum,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  all  my  nght,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  the  following 
pension  claims: 

Old  Law :  No.  212429,  Ellen  Brennan,  widow  of  Peter  Brennan,  late  of  Co.  A, 

15th  Regt.,  N.  Y.  Vol.  Engrs. 
Old  Law:  No.  327619,  Annie  T.  Gordon,  widow  of  Peter  Gordon,  late  of  Co.  C, 

4th  Regt.  N.  Y.  Vols. 
Old  Law:  No.  180707,  of  John  H.  Vannort,  late  of  Co.  E,  106th  Regt.  N.  Y.  Vols. 
O.  and  New  Law  (on  appeal) :  Ann  Eliza  Stratton  (No.  281668),  mother  of  Charles 

S.  Stratton,  late  of  Co.  E,  17th  Regt.  Conn.  Inf. 
O.  and  New  Law:  No.  445390,  Anna  Lehritter,  widow  of  Nicholas  Lehritter,  late  of 

Co.  D,  103  Regt.  N.  Y.  Vols. 
New  Law :  No.  451533,  Agnes  F.  Manuel,  G'd'n.  of  Mary  E.  Dowling,  widow  of  Martin 

Dowline,  late  of  Co.  F,  106th  Regt.  N.  Y.  Inf. 
O.  and  N.  Laws:  457184,  Wilmenia  Sohann,  widow  of  Lewis  Sohann,  late  of  Co.C, 

29th  Regt.,  New  Jersey  Vol.  Inf. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  this  23d  day  of  October,  A.  D.,  1891. 

Edwin  M.  Hart. 
Static  of  Nbw  York,  County  of  New  York: 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  the  undersigned  notary  public,  Edwin  M.  Harty 
known  to  me  to  be  the  person  who  signed  the  foregoing  assignment,  and  acknowl- 
edged the  same  to  be  his  free  act  and  deed. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  official  seal  this  23d  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1891. 

A.  ACKERMANT, 

Notary  Public,  No,  4,  N.  Y.  County, 

I  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  copy  from  the  records  of  the  law  division,  Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

M.  B.  Bailey, 
Chief  Law  IHvUion, 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  see  in  a  note  here  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Hart  he  says,  "A  party  in 
TVashmgton  betore  my  disbarment  offered  to  assist  me  for  $25  tee.  Mr. 
John  Banm  said  I  did  not  want  any  attorney,  as  it  was  not  necessary 
for  me  to  come  to  Washington."  In  some  cases  it  appears  that  the 
cases  of  these  men  were  transferred  to  John  Baum.  Did  Mr.  Eaom 
say  anything  to  yon  abont  it! — ^A.  N^ver. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  inquiry  abont  the  state  of  the  case! — ^A.  No,  sir; 
I  never  had  any  knowledge  of  the  matter  until  Senator  McPherson  sent 
me  that  letter.    These  transfers  were  all  made  in  the  law  division.    lt» 
is  a  part  of  the  business  of  that  division  to  att^iid.  \Ai>iXi^\»\yt^5iQX3L<A'<X^Vk 
businesa.    There  ia  the  transfer  [exhiibitong^. 


'il 
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Q.  The  transfer  bears  date  prior  to  his  disbarmeat,  which  the  law 
requires  in  order  to  make  a  legal  transfer? — ^A.  Tes,  sir;  that  is  tlie 
rule  of  the  office. 

Q.  It  would  seem  from  this  that  your  son,  John  Sanm,  was  acting  in 
the  capacity  of  adviser  to  this  man  in  regard  to  the  proceedings ^-A.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  knowledge  about  that  except  what  youseeintiie 
letter. 

The  following  are  copies  of  letters  referred  to : 

DBPAKTMBNT  of  THB  iNTKRIOBy  BUREAU  OF  PKKSIONS, 

The  Commissioner  OF  Pensions: 

8ir:  Replying  to  the  charge  of  favoritism  in  certifying  m  fee  to  John  Bamn,  tki 
following  api>ear8 : 

An  examination  of  the  papers  of  Edwin  M.  Hart,  attorney  of  New  York  City,  shovs 
that  he  transferred  certain  pension  claims  to  John  Kaum,  of  Waahington,  D.  C,  is 
the  usual  form,  under  date  of  October  23, 1891. 

Hart  was  disbarred  December  16^  1891,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Hart  wrote  a  letter  to  Senator  McPherson  February  20, 1892,  which  was  forwsrdiA 
to  the  Pension  Office  under  date  of  March  8, 1892,  cliar^infi^  that  John  Ramn  hid 
erroneously  been  allowed  a  fee  by  the  office  in  the  case  of  £iiffene  Hollywood,  Ceti 
No.  721647. 

An  examinatioa  made  at  that  time  showed  that  John  Ranm  had  written  a  letter 
upon  receiving  the  fee  in  said  case,  February  24, 1892,  without  any  call  from  lbs 
office,  disclaiming  his  right  to  the  fee,  and  had  re^nded  the  same  i4i  Mr.  Hari. 

Senator  McPherson  was  fully  informed  of  these  faots  March  8,  189!3. 

The  error  which  was  committed  by  an  examiner  in  the  adjudicating  division  wm 
recognized  and  corrected  by  John  Ranm  himself  before  the  attention  of  tiie  offiM 
was  called  to  it.    A  copy  of  John  Eaum's  letter  of  February  24,  '92,  attached. 
Very  respectfully, 

M.  B.  BAHJrr, 
Cki^  Law  IHffimm. 


I  [John  Bsmn,  attorney  st  law  and  MUcitor  of  dahns,  No.  908  F  tti^eet  Korthwost»  Washington,  D.  OL 

\  (Stamp:)    Law  Division  B.  P.,  Feb.  29, 1892.    Received. 

I  Fjbbruart  2i,  'SS. 

!•  Hon.  COMMIS6IONER  OF  Pensions, 

JVaskifigUm,  D,  C: 

^  Sib:  Tour  Bureau  has  recently  recognized  me  as  the  attorney  of  record  in  new  law 

claim  of  James  W.  Smith,  Ctf.  No.  174202,  allowed  Feb.  2,  1892,  and  new  law  elain 
I  of  Eugene  Hollywood,  Ctf.  No.  721647,  allowed  Feb.  10, 1892,  in  which  cases  E.  If. 

vj  Hart,  of  New  York  City,  claims  to  be  the  attorney. 

I  have  no  record  of  said  cases,  and  have  done  nothing  in  them,  and  have  to-daj 
f  sent  Mr.  Hart  the  fees  in  the  same. 

}  1  hereby  disclaim  interest  in  any  cases  filed  by  Mr.  Hart,  except  those  specificallj 

'l  transferred  to  me  by  him  by  assignment  filed  by  me  October  27, 1891. 

j  Very  respectfully, 

t  John  Saum. 

r  (Stamp:)    Pension  Office,  U.  S.,  Feb.  25, 1892. 


Q.  Let  it  go  in  the  record.    I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  had  any  cor- 
respondence with  Manville  Ohamberlain,  of  New  Boston,  lU^in  re^urd 
I  to  the  rightful  payment  of  the  fee  in  the  case  of  William  P.  Hunt,  oer- 

^  tiflcate  No.  475480.    Here  is  tlie  letter  which  he  submits.     [Exhibit 

I  ingl. — ^A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.    I  have  no  doubt  that  Mr. 

h  Bailey  will  be  able  to  identify  the  case.    You  will  understands  gentle- 

I  men  of  the  committee,  that  all  of  this  business  and  all  letters  relating 

I  to  this  kind  of  business,  go  directly  from  the  mail  division  to  the  law 

division,  and  my  attention  is  called  to  those  cases  through  the  chief  of 
the  law  division,  and  where  there  are  cases  which  are  very  plain  and 
P  all  that,  which  require  very  little  consultation,  the  letters  are  usually 

'^1  prepared  by  Mr.  Bailey  and  brought  to  my  desk.    If^  upon  glancing 

over  the  letter,  it  &eema  \/o  T^ic^yus^^Kiim.^^  ^^s;:^Gda^^\kQ\^^^&!L,^<«42k&^  ^x]^^auia 

it  to  me. 
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Q.  Do  you  recognize  these  letters  as  having  been  written  and  sent 
out  from  your  office! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  these  letters 
at  all.    I  see  they  were  signed  with  a  stamp. 

Q.  Who  signs  the  letters  with  a  stamp!  Who  is  authorized  to  sign 
your  name  with  a  stamp! — ^A.  It  is  done  in  the  chi^  clerk's  room. 

Q.  Does  the  chief  clerk  use  the  stamp! — ^A.  He  has  a  clerk  to  do  it. 
It  takes  her  all  the  time  to  do  it.  I  suppose  there  are  probably  six  or 
eight  or  ten  thousand  letters  a  day  that  go  out  witib  a  stamp;  probably 
ten  thousand  a  day.  I  see  that  these  are  stamped.  I  do  not  recall 
ever  having  seen  them  at  all. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  offer  these  letters  and  Mr.  Chamberlain's  letter 
in  evidence  in  the  case. 

The  Witness.  If  you  think  well  to  have  an  explanation  of  that,  as  a 
matter  that  I  do  not  know  anything  about  personidly,  I  would  like  to 
have  Mr.  Bailey  just  at  this  juncture  spoken  to  so  that  you  could  have 
the  exact  facts. 

Mr.  Patson.  Do  you  know  anything  about  it  personally. 

Mr.  Bails Y.  Ko,  sir;  not  personally. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Let  the  letters  go  in  evidence. 

(The  letter  of  July  12, 1890^  from  Commissioner  Eaum  to  Manville 
Chamberlain ;  letter  of  September  15^  1890,  from  Commissioner  Eaum 
to  Manville  Chamberlain;  letter  of  June  25, 1891,  from  Commissioner 
Eaum  to  Manville  Chamberlain;  letter  of  Manville  Chamberlain  to 
Pension  Bureau  Investigating  Committee  under  date  of  March  7, 1892, 
from  New  Boston,  111.,  were  put  in  evidence.) 

The  letters  are  as  follows : 

Exhibit  No.  1. 

Dkpabtment  ov  the  Imtbriob, 
Bureau  of  Pensions,  Law  Division, 

Waahingion,  D.  C,  July  1$,  1890. 
Manville  Chamberlain,  Esq., 

New  BosUmf  Meroer  County,  III,: 

Sir  :  In  response  to  your  letter  of  April  24, 1890,  relative  to  fee  in  olaim  of  William 
P.  Hunt,  ctf.  No.  475480,  yoa  are  advised  that  George  E.  Lemon,  of  this  city,  haa 
this  dav  been  called  upon  to  refund  the  fee  of  $25  erroneously  certified  to  him  on  the 
issue  31  April  9,  1890,  upon  receipt  of  which  the  amount  of  the  fee  to  which  you  are 
entitled  on  said  issue  will  be  promptly  paid  to  you. 

I  would  also  state  that  but  one  fee  agreement,  the  one  filed  by  you  November  1, 

1889,  is  to  be  found  with  papers  in  the  case,  and  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to  file  a 

duplicate  of  same  to  entitle  yon  to  a  greater  fee  than  $10  as  provided  by  law,  except 

in  cases  where  fee  aCTeemente  are  filed  in  duplicate  where  a  lurger  amount  is  specified. 

Very  respectlullyy 

Oreen  B.  Raum, 

CovkmiaHoner* 


Exhibit  No.  2. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Pensions,  Law  Division, 

WaahingUm,  D.  C,  SepUm^  16, 1890, 
Manville  Chamberlain,  Esq., 

New  Boston,  HI,: 

Sir:  In  response  to  your  letter  of  August  15,  1890,  relative  to  fee  in  the  case  of 
William  P.  Hunt,  cert.  475480,  issued  April  9,  1890,  you  are  advised  that  George  £. 
Lemon  has  not  as  yet  refunded  fee  paid  to  him  in  that  issue. 

Another  request  for  the  refundment  has  this  day  been  made. 
Very  respectfully. 
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Exhibit  No.  3. 

Departmknt  of  the  Intkbior, 
Bureau  of  Pensions,  Law  DfvisioK, 

Wa9hingion,  />.  C,  JmmtZS,  18$L 

Mr.  Maitvillx  Chamberlain, 

New  Boston,  III,: 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  relative  to  the  matter  of  fee  in  the  penaion  diim o( 
William  P.  Hunt,  cert.  475480,  you  are  advised  that  upon  a  review  of  the  pftpen 
in  the  case  it  has  been  decided  that  George  E.  Lemon  was  entitled  to  the  fee  paid 
him  upon  the  allowance  of  the  claim,  and  the  call  upon  him  for  refundment  of  tbt 
same  nas  been  canceled ;  cqiisequently  the  action  of  this  Burean  in  advising  jot 
that  you  would  be  paid  saidJfee  when  Mr.  Lemon  had  refunded  the  same  was  error. 
Very  respectmUy, 

Qbxkn  B.  Raum, 


New  Boston,  Iix.,  Martih  7, 18SS. 

Pension  Bureau  iNVBSTiOATiNa  CoMicrrrBE, 

Washington,  D,  C: 

Dr.  Sirs  :  Kindly  investigate,  for  right  and  equitv,  who  is  entitled  to  the  attoraev 
fee  of  certf.  No.  475480,  1887.  1,  Manville  Chamberlain,  was  recognized  as  attonieT 
of  record,  of  claim  orig.  pension  claim  No.  528064,  William  P.  Hunt,  pii.  Co.  Q.,  53 
Mass.  Inft.,  claimant. 

I,  Manville  Chamberlain,  filed  all  the  evidence  in  said  claim,  also  the  call  for  exam- 
ination of  said  Hunt  disabilities  before  the  board  of  examining  snrffeons,  was  issoed 
to  said  Hunt,  with  Manville  Chamberlain,  attorney.  When  pension  was  allowed, 
George  E.  Lemon  received  the  attorney's  fee,  which  I  consider  wrong,  and  I  herein 
enclosed  three  letters  of  Commissioner  Raum,  marked  Exhibit  No.  1,  2,  and  3. 

The  request  of  Jul^  12,  '90,  was  complied  with;  a  duplicate  contract  fee  was  issued 
and  tiled,  and  I  consider  I  am  entitled  to  the  attorney's  fee  proportionally  to  ths 
work  done,  if  not  entitled  to  full  amount. 
I  Very  respectfully, 

f  MANVnXJE  Chambkrlain. 

Q.  The  committeo  has  detailed  a  special  examiner,  under  the  authority 

of  the  House,  to  look  into  the  papers  in  the  Pension  Office  which  they 
i  may  want  to  see,  to  go  and  examine  them  if  necessary  or  have  them 

I  brought  here.    Why  is  it  that  you  require  thatspeciai  examiner  to  have 

an  order  from  the  chairman  stating  what  particular  subject  he  wants 
i  to  examine! — A.  I  don't  require  it  from  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

;  I  simply  require  that  he  shall  state  in  writing  what  papers  he  desires 

:  to  examine.    I  said  to  Mr.  Wilcox  that  I  would  afford  to  the  committee 

the  broadest  latitude  for  examination  in  the  office;  that  any  pai>er  they 
i  desired  to  examine  they  should  examine,  and  all  that  I  would  require 

I  or  desired  was  that  he  should  state  in  writing  to  me  what  he  wished  to 

examine,  and  then  I  would  assign  a  man  with  him  to  make  all  the 

necessary  examinations. 
;  Q.  What  is  your  object  in  having  that  statement  made  to  youf — ^A. 

^  To  know  what  was  to  be  done. 

Q.  If  he  goes  in  there  and  wants  to  examine  the  papers  in  a  case,  for 

instance.    He  goes  into  your  office,  you  are  authorized  and  expected  to 
-  appoint  somebody  you  can  rely  upon  to  protect  your  interests  in  every 

r  way  to  go  with  him.    Now,  why  can't  that  man  go  with  him ;  for  iii- 

•  stance,  if  he  wanted  to  examine  papers  in  the  law  division,  why  should 

j  he  tell  you  that?    Why  shouldn't  he  go  ask  for  what  papers  he  wanted 

]  to  examine  and  then  look  at  themf — ^A.  He  has  done  t^at.    Mr.  Wilcox 
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came  with  a  letter  from  Judge  Wheeler  saying  he  wanted  to  ezamine  a 
lot  of  cases.  I  said,  ^^  What  case  do  you  want  to  examine? "  and  he  said 
"A  lot  of  cases  in  New  Jersey.''  I  said,  "All  right,  state  in  writing 
what  you  want  and  you  shall  have  them,"  and  he  stated  in  writing  he 
wanted  to  examine  the  cases  in  six  counties  in  Kew  Jersey.  I  at  once 
gave  instructions  for  the  assistant  chief  in  the  record  division  to  hunt 
up  eJl  the  cases  in  thoee  six  counties  in  Kew  Jersey,  and  I  also  instructed 
tJie  assistant  chief  of  the  division  to  which  that  State  belongs  to  cooper- 
ate with  Mr.  Wilcox  in  the  examination  of  those  cases,  and  so  they  are 
at  work  at  it. 

Q.  Was  that  on  Monday,  the  first  day  f — ^A.  It  was  on  the  day  he 
presented  that;  I  don't  recall  the  day  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  clerks  at  work  in  the  Pension  Office  Monday 
night  t — ^A.  I  have  been  there  a  night  or  two  myself  working,  but  I 
don't  recall  having  any  one  else  there  Monday  night. 

Q.  You  don't  remember  of  having  any  one  employed  there  to  work 
Monday  night f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  there  not  some  clerks  there  to  work  in  the  office  of  the  chief 
clerk  on  Monday  night  t — A.  I  don't  know  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  don't  know  anything  about  it  if  it  occurred! — ^A,  He  might 
have  had  some  one  there;  I  don't  know  as  he  did. 

Q.  What  are  the  rules  of  the  office  about  employes  being  there  at 
nightf  t)on't  they  have  to  have  your  permission  to  be  there! — ^A.  They 
can  get  the  permission  of  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  He  can  allow  them  to  go  in  at  any  time! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  has  charge  of  the  matter  of  admission  to  the  Pension  Office  at 
all  hours  of  the  day  and  night! — ^A.  Oh,  yes,  sir.  I  occasionally  visit 
the  Pension  Office  to  close  up  some  work  there  at  night,  but  not  very 
often.    I  usually  stay  late  enough  in  the  evening. 

Q.  I  wanted  to  ask  you  with  reference  to  the  course  you  took  with 
cases  where  there  was  no  attorney  employed  under  that  instruction 
from  General  Bussey  [hands  paper  to  witness]. — ^A.  I  complied  strictly 
with  that  order. 

Q.  Well,  how  did  you  execute  that  order  and  how  was  the  work  done 
in  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  Done  by  directions  to  the  heads  of  various 
divisions. 

Q.  How  many  cases  did  you  find  there  without  attorneys! — ^A.  I 
think  it  was  12,000. 

Q.  Eleven  thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifty-nine! — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
about  12,000. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  the  other  10,946  !  I  see  here  that  you  caused 
813  to  be  submitted  to  the  board  of  review;  what  was  done  with  the 
others! — ^A.  The  necessary  calls  were  made  in  them. 

Q.  Did  you  reject  any  of  those  cases! — ^A.  Well,  really,  sir,  I  haven't 
followed  those  cases  individually. 

Q.  Did  you  reject  any  of  those  cases  where  there  were  no  calls  made 
for  evidence  and  where  there  was  no  attorney  employed! — ^A.  How  do 
you  mean! 

Q.  Did  you  take  them  up  and  act  upon  them  and  reject  them  outright 
without  calling  for  further  evidence! — ^A.  I  don't  think  so.  It  was  not 
done  with  my  sanction.  The  order  that  I  issued  at  a  very  early  date 
would  have  covered  that  point,  to  the  effect  that  no  claim  should  be  re- 
jected until  the  claimant  had  been  given  the  most  complete  opportunity 
of  proving  his  case. 

Q.  Who  has  the  record  of  those  particular  caaost — ^  ^^^V  ^^»silV 
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tell  yon  as  to  that.  They  have  been  dealt  with  as  cases  pending  hi  ttf 
office  and  have  been  taken  np  in  their  regular  order  whenever  compktod 
and  put  upon  the  completed  files  and  disposed  of.  It  was  not  die  in- 
tention  of  the  Secretary  that  they  should  be  made  special  and  put 
ahead  of  other  cases  and  allowed  in  advance  of  those  that  "w&e  eom- 
pleted  in  advance. 

Q.  Didn't  the  chiefs  of  divisions  furnish  you  a  record  of  those  casest- 
A.  A  list  of  those  cases! 

Q.  Yes,  sir.— A.  Not  to  me  personally. 

Q.  Did  they  to  any  one  else  in  the  office  f— A.  I  don't  know  as  to  that 
being  done;  it  was  never  brought  to  my  notice. 

Q.  To  whom  should  the  list  have  been  furnished,  if  not  to  yon?— A. 
I  don't  know  that  lists  were  ever  made. 

Q.  K  made! — ^A.  It  would  have  gone  to  the  chief  clerk. 

Q.  If  you  made  an  order  in  reference  to  these  cases,  is  there  a  copj 
of  that  order  in  the  office!— A.  I  can't  tell  you  as  to  that.  Hayen"! 
you  a  copy  of  it  there! 

Q.  Yes;  here  it  is.  You  direct  the  chief  clerk  here  **to  make  an 
examination  and  to  cause  a  proi)er  record  card  of  each  case  to  be 
made."  What  was  done  with  that  record  card! — ^A.  That  goes  with  tiie 
case.    . 

Q.  Back  into  the  flies  with  the  case!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  any  record,  then,  was  made  other  than  this  of  the  cases  gfven 
to  the  chief  clerk  or  any  one  else  it  was  done  without  yonr  knowledge, 
was  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.  Are  those  papers  in  evidence! 

Mr.  Enlob.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  object  in  making  this  order!  What  do  you  nnda*- 
stand  to  be  the  purpose  of  it! — A.  Well,  I  think  the  Secretary  had 
probably  received  some  complaints;  maybe  that  claims  without  attor- 
neys did  not  get  proper  attention  in  the  office,  and  he  and  I  had  a  talk 
about  it,  and  after  the  consultation  he  made  that  order.  The  object  of 
the  order  being,  of  course,  to  put  claimants  without  attorneys  upon  as 
good  footing  as  claimants  with  attorneys. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  attorneys  have  generally  been  em- 
ployed in  those  cases  since! — ^A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it;  no, 
sir.    I  have  no  way  of  knowing. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  suggestion  that  the  result  of  that  order  would 
be  to  give  a  record  of  tiiiose  cases  to  attorneys  in  this  city? — ^A.  I  never 
heard  that  suggestion. 

Q.  You  had  no  such  purpose! — ^A.  I  had  no  such  purpose;  no,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  special  examiners  are  yon  authorized  by  law  to  empl<yy 
in  the  field! — ^A.  The  law  authorizes  the  appointment  of  one  hundred 
and  fifty  special  examiners. 

Q.  How  many  have  you  now! — ^A.  The  law  authorizes  also  the  appoint- 
ment to  duty  in  the  field  of  clerks,  so  that  the  number  actually  assigned 
to  duty  in  the  field  is  not  limited  by  law.  I  found  two  hundred  and 
sixty-eight  persons  assigned  to  the  field  when  I  became  Commis- 
sioner: there  are  now  one  hundred  and  fifteen. 

Q.  One  hundred  and  fifteen!  Does  the  appropriation  made  by  Con- 
gress limit  the  number! — ^A.  The  special  examiners  are  appointed  from 
year  to  year;  one  hundred  and  fifty  special  examiners.  But  they  are 
not  all  employed  in  the  field,  because  I  don't  think  they  are  needed 
there.    The  balance  are  in  the  office,  acting  as  clerks. 

Q.  How  many  men  have  yon  got  in  the  field  who  are  not  special 
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examiners,  but  cerks,  assigned  to  dnty  in  the  field;  do  you  know! — 
A.  I  think  ^ere  are  about  twenty. 

Q.  How  many  men  have  you  got  in  the  oflSce  doing  clerical  work  who 
are  special  examiners! — ^A.  There  must  be  about  fifty;  may  be  fifty- 
two  or  three. 

Q.  What  is  the  object  of  taking  out  of  the  field  a  special  examiner  of 
experience  and  sending  out  an  inexperienced  clerk  as  a  special  ex- 
aminer!— A.  Many  of  the  clerks  are  quite  as  broadly  experienced  spe- 
cial examiners  as  those  borne  on  the  special  examiners'  roll.  You  see 
if  there  were  two  hundred  and  fifty-eight  in  the  field,  there  would  be 
oyer  one  hundred  who  were  clerks. 

Q.  I  ask  you  the  question,  why  do  you  send  men  into  the  field  who 
are  clerks  and  put  special  examiners  into  the  office  doing  clerical  work! 
— ^A.  In.  making  the  selection  of  that  force,  I  aim  to  make  something 
of  a  distribution  among  the  States  and  select  such  men  as  seem  to  be 
competent.  When  I  made  the  great  reduction,  as  I  told  you,  there 
were  a  great  many  examiners  in  the  field;  I  had  to  bring  a  lot  in.  I 
have  not  sent  out  a  great  many  since.  Of  course  now  and  then  a  new 
man  is  sent  out. 

Q.  An  examiner  in  the  field  ought  to  be  something  of  an  expert  in 
cross-examining  witness,  to  protect  the  interests  ot  the  Government^ 
ought  not  he! — A.  Tes,  sir;  he  ought  to  be  a  good  man. 

Q.  Does  service  as  a  clerk  for  the  Government  qualify  a  man  to  do 
that  work  in  reviewing  cases! — ^A.  He  ought  to  become  familiar  with 
the  law  and  the  manner  of  adjudicating  claims,  the  briefing  of  them, 
etc. 

Q.  Do  you  think  a  derk  in  a  court  room  in  the  habit  of  hearing  wit- 
nesses examined  would  be  as  useful  a  man  to  examine  witnesses  as  an 
attorney  who  has  been  practicing  befora  the  bar  and  qualified  in  that 
way! — ^A.  Both  of  them  might  be  very  competent  for  that  work  and 
neither  of  them  might  be.  That  is  simply  a  matter  of  opinion,  though, 
as  to  the  man. 

Q.  In  the  api)ointment  of  these  men  to  duty  in  the. field  do  you  jus- 
tify your  action  in  the  matter  by  the  precedent  to  which  you  refer  where 
you  found  two  hundred  and  fifty -eight  in  the  field  when  you  came  into 
the  office! — ^A.  What  action,  sir! 

Q.  Iq  takipg  the  examiners  oqjb  of  the  field  and  putting  in  clerks  in 
the  field  as  special  examiners. — ^A.  I  am  simply  authorized  by  law  to 
assign  either. 

Q.  It  is  a  matter  of  personal  privilege! — A.  It  is  a  matter  of  lawful 
authority. 

Q.  You  can  send  anyone  you  like  as  a  special  examiner  and  put  the 
examiner  in  as  a  clerk! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  no  doubt  about  the  au- 
thority. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  authorized  anyone  in  the  field,  or  authorized 
anyone  to  tell  them  if  they  did  not  quit  examining  so  closely  into  cases 
that  they  would  get  into  double! — A.  Never  in  this  world. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  given  instmctions  to  examiners  in  the  field  to 
admit  cases  with  as  little  testimony  as  x)os8ible! — ^A.  Kever. 

Q.  And  not  to  look  up  testimony  on  the  other  side! — ^A.  Never. 

Q.  Didn't  you  dismiss  a  man  a  short  time  ago  because  he  brought  in 
certain  testimony  from  Mr.  Gannon's  district,  because  of  the  character 
of  the  testimony  he  brought  in  in  the  case! — ^A.  I 

Q.  Didnt  you  assign  that  as  the  reason  in  the  letter! — ^A.  It  was  ber 
lieved  to  be  true  that  he  had  been  influenoed  by  i^'&\a»^i&S2j^^ie^ 
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Q.  Did  the  political  motives  of  the  man  influence  the  witness  wk 
was  swearing  f — ^A.  It  was  believed  it  inflaenced  him  in  the  oondactd 
the  case. 

Q.  I  believe  yon  finally  stated  in  that  case  that  you  removed  him  be- 
cause Mr.  Gannon  wanted  him  removed! — ^A.  I  stated  that  Mr.  CBxam 
wanted  him  out  because  he  was  disagreeable  to  his  people. 

Q.  Is  it  not  your  policy  and  has  it  not  been  to  use  the  special  exam 
iners  in  the  field  and  the  medical  boards  as  a  part  of  the  political  ma- 
chinery of  the  Bepublican  party  to  promote  its  success  f — ^A.  I  haTv 
never  written  a  letter  to  a  medical  board  or  to  a  special  examiner  re- 
questing him  to  {perform  any  political  act;  that  is  as  broad  as  lean 
state  it. 

By  Judge  Patson: 

Q.  What  have  you  donet  that  is  the  question. — ^A«  I  have  not  donfi 
anything. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  If  they  happened  to  be  Democrats  and  yon  found  that  they  were 
using  their  positions  to  promote  the  Democratic  party,  what  would  yoa 
do  with,  them  f — ^A.  I  would  call  them  in. 

Q.  Is  that  the  reason  you  called  these  men  in  then  T — ^A.  Th^ne  are 
B^ublicans  as  well  there. 

Q.  Is  that  the  reason  for  calling  in  any  of  themf — ^A.  I  will  be  pa- 
fectly  frank  about  this  political  business. 

Q.  That  is  all  I  ask  of  you. — ^A.  When  I  came  to  make  the  reduction 
of  the  force  in  the  field,  I  gave  preference  to  the  Bepublicans,  because 
this  is  a  Bepublican  administration  and  I  believe  in  the  Bepublican 
party,  and  I  believe  when  I  have  the  discretion  to  assign  a  party  under 
the  law  that  I  have  the  right  to  assign  men  of  my  party,  and  I  did  it 

Q.  Ajre  you  using  the  Pension  Office  as  a  machine  to  promote  the  Be- 
publican party! — ^A.  I  am  not  using  it  as  a  machine.  You  are  here  be- 
cause you  are  Democrat;  you  would  not  be  here  if  you  were  a  Bepub- 
lican  

Q.  S'o;  not  from  my  district. — ^A.  I  am  here  because  I  am  a  Bepub- 
lican, and  I  would  not  be  here  if  I  were  a  Democrat. 

Q.  Then  in  administering  the  laws  of  the  Pension  Office,  you  think 

it  is  proper  to  do ^A.  ^o,  sir^  I  have  administered  the  laws  of  this 

country  for  some  years,  and  I  have  made  it  an  absolutely  inflexible 
rule  that  x)olitics  shall  not  enter  into  it.  A  Democrat  has  just  as  good 
chance  in  the  office  as  a  Bepublican. 

Q.  He  has  a  better  chance  to  get  out. — ^A.  I  mean  in  regard  to  the 
administering  of  the  laws.  When  it  comes  to  assigning  men  to  duty  in 
the  field,  I  claim  the  right  to  know  what  their  pohtics  are. 

Q.  You  went  up  into  Mr.  Cooper's  district  and  extended  the  favors 
you  did  purely  as  an  administration  of  the  law  t — ^A.  There  was  a  small 
courtesy  extended  to  Mr.  Dunbar.  Mr.  Cooper  was  exercising  it  upon 
a  very  broad  scale. 

Q.  I  believe  you  stated  the  other  day,  general,  that  yon  had  ncTer 
extended  such  courtesy,  that  you  could  recall,  to  a  Democratic  candi- 
date f — ^A.  I  don't  know  as  they  ever  asked  me  to.  I  have  endeavored 
to  be  polite  and  courteous  to  Democrats  and  BepubHcans  alike  in  the 
office. 

Q.  It  was  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  not  politics! — ^A.  Mr.  Dunbar  was 
a  candidate  fox  that  office  and  hi^  ^qa  competing  with  a  man  who  had 
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}    the  right  of  way  through  that  office,  and  they  asked  me  to  help  him  out 
[     a  little,  and  I  did  so. 

Q.  Who  asked  you  to! — ^A.  I  don't  know  now. 
;        Q.  Have  you  found  the  order  with  reference  to  the  disx)08ition  of  the 
*     Dunbar  cases! — ^A.  I  don't  think  there  was  any  order. 

Q.  Don't  you  have  something  down  there  which  is  the  same  as  an 
order,  but  is  not  in  writing  !  Didn't  you  write  somebody  that  Mr.  Dun- 
bar's slips  should  have  special  consideration! — ^A.  They  were  giving 
special  consideration  to  a  good  many  slips  at  that  time.  During  the 
campaign  both  sides  were  receiving  attention. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  is  a  good  thing  for  the  old  soldiers  of  the  country 
to  use  the  Pension  Office  as  a  political  machine! — A.  In  what  respect! 

Q.  Is  it  for  the  good  of  the  soldiers  of  the  country  that  the  Pension 
Office  should  be  used  as  a  poUtical  machine! — ^A.  I  didn't  use  the  Pen- 
sion Office  as  a  political  machine  myself. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  should  be  used! — ^A.  Ko,  sir;  except  where  it  is 
entirely  within  the  discretion  of  the  man  to  make  selections  of  Eepub- 
licans  instead  of  Democrats.  Take  for  example  the  appointment  of 
medical  boards.  There  is  hardly  a  doctor  in  the  country  who  has  not 
some  political  opinion.  Kow,  then,  when  we  come  to  organize  tiiese 
boards,  we  can't  ignore  i)olitics. 

Q.  We  were  talking  of  a  special  case  in  regard  to  the  use  of  a  special 
examiner.  You  say  that  the  change  you  have  made  in  the  special  ex- 
aminer force  was  not  made  with  a  view  to  political  results  rather  than 
to  a  view  of  promoting,  the  general  efficiency  of  the  office! — ^A.  The 
primary  object  I  had  in  view  in  reducing  that  force  was  to  bring  it 
within  the  necessities  of  that  office  and  run  the  office  with  economy.  I 
found  a  large  number  of  examiners  in  the  field,  268  i)eople  in  the  field, 
and  I  at  once  set  to  work  to  hurry  up  that  work,  and  I  did  it,  and  as  a 
result,  instead  of  having  268  people  out  who  would  cost  the  Government 
say  $1,500  apiece,  why,  we  have  got  115  people  out.  There  is  a  saving 
of  at  least  $225,000  in  that  one  item  of  administration. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  answer  this  question  now  in  regard  to  the  assign- 
ment of  these  special  examiners.    Do  you  control  that! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Don't  you  assign  more  special  examiners  to  duty  in  doubtful  States 
and  doubtful  Congressional  districts  just  before  election  than  at  any 
other  time! — ^A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Don't  you  grant  more  pensions  to  States  where  votes  are  more 
needed  than  you  do  to  States  where  there  is  not  so  much  political  need  ! — 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Don't  your  office  acyudicat%:  more  pension  claims  to  Congressional 
districts  and  States  where  it  is  more  evenly  divided  than  where  it  is 
not! — ^A.  I  don't.  It  just  happened  that  in  the  State  of  Indiana  for  a 
number  of  years  more  pensions  were  allowed  than  in  any  other  State  in 
the  Union. 

Q.  You  say  that  happened! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  matter  of  design! — ^A.  You  must  ask  Gen.  Black 
about  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  happened  or  was  a  matter  of  design! — ^A, 
I  think  it  happened.    Gen.  Black  was  exercised  over  it. 

Q.  Is  it  not  still  happening! — ^A.  "So,  sirj  it  is  not. 

Q.  You  are  sure  about  that! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  made  an  examination 
into  that  subject  myself,  because  it  was  a  source  of  complaint  because 
Indiana  was  getting  more  pensions  than  lUinois  or  Ohio,  and  Illinois 
and  Ohio  sent  a  good  many  more  soldiers  to  the&ontK 
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completed  and  adjudicate  them  in  that  way.    For  myself,  I  wodMs 
that  if  I  knew  of  anyone  in  the  office  undertakings  to  discrimiiiat 
favor  of  the  soldiers  from  any  one  State  oyer  another,  I  would 
steps  immediately  to  have  him  dismissed. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us,  then,  the  reason  why  in  States  where  there  i 
doubt  about  the  Democrats  being  able  to  win  that  it  is  impoa 
almost  to  get  a  reply  to  a  call  from  your  office! — ^A.  I  will  tell  you 
it  is  pretty  difficult  for  the  office  now,  in  the  present  state  of  busn 
to  respond  to  the  calls  made  to  anybody.  There  has  been  an  i 
age  of  a  thousand  calls  a  day  since  Congress  met.  Daring  this  mo 
November,  and  January  I  have  been  leaving  a  ^ood  deal  of  woi 
the  board  of  review  and  putting  in  three  days  in  the  week  on 
work,  but  it  seemed  to  stimulate  the  calls  for  status,  and  at  this  s 
of  the  game  I  can  not  answer  over  25  per  cent  of  the  calls  for  stati 
cases.    I  can  not  do  it  without  interfering  with  the  work  of  the  ol 

Q.  Do  you  make  the  same  excuse  when  Congress  is  not  in  sessioi 
A.  Yes,  sir,  during  the  ^t  fiscal  year.  I  simply  had  to  hold  ( 
gressman  off,  otherwise  I  would  have  failed  to  issue  the  nnmber  of 
tificates  which  I  did.  That  was  the  choice  we  had  to  make,  eitlM 
go  on  and  adjucate  claims  or  answer  calls  for. the  status  of  cases. 

Q.  Have  you  expressed  yourself  to  members  of  Congress  that  n 
tenths  of  the  private  pension  bills  ought  not  to  passf — ^A.  No,  si 
never  said  so. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  express  that  opinion  to  members  of  this  Congrea 
A.  We  have  talked  about  it,  and  I  have  expresi^ed  my  opinion  th^ 
the  bills  before  Congress  where  a  man  could  not  get  a  pension  ui 
the  law,  where  we  would  not  grant  a  pension  under  the  law,  that  a 
that  he  ought  to  go  to  Congress. 

Q.  Are  there  not  quite  a  number  of 'those  cases  which  ought  to  g 
Congress! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  you  issued  that  document!  [Hands  paper  to  ' 
ness.] — A.  I  did  my  part  towards  issuing  it. 


T*liia   ia    A     ^{«.^«.1^.  Iv^ 


PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION. 


579 


[BaliDgNa245.] 

Dbpartmsnt  of  thk  Interior^  Bureau  of  Pension s, 

W<i9hi7igton,  D.  C,  December  4, 1891. 

On  and  after  December  4, 1891,  the  following  rates  will  be  allowed  for  certain  disa- 
liilities  not  speciiied  by  law : 


HKW  BATB8. 

Loss  of  sight  of  one  eye $12.00 

Loss  of  one  eye ., 17.00 

Nearly  total  deafness  of  oneear 6.00 

Total  deafness  of  one  ear 10.00 

Slight  deafness  of  both  ears 0. 00 

Severe  deafness  of  one  ear  and  slight  of 

other 10.00 

Nearly  total  deafness  of  one  ear  and  slight 

of  other 15. 00 

Total  deafness  of  one  ear  and  slight  of  other .  20. 00 

Severe  deafness  of  both  ears 22. 00 

Total  deafness  of  one  ear  and  severe  of  other .  25. 00 
Deafness  of  both  ears  in  a  degree  nearly 

total 27.00 

Ingninal  hernia  which  passes  through  ex- 

t«n)tdring 10.00 

Femoral  hernia 10.00 

Inguinal  hernia  which  does  not  pass  through 
the  external  ring 6.00 

Double  ingninal  hernia  each  of  which  passes 
through  the  external  ring 14. 00 

Double  inguinal  hernia,  one  of  which  passes 
through  the  external  ring  and  the  other 
does  not 12»00 

Double  inguinal  hernia  neither  of  which 
passes  through  the  external  ring 6. 00 


OLD  BATB8. 

Ijosaof  sight  of  one  eye $8.00 

XiOBMof  one  eye 17.00 

Total  or  nearly  total  deafness  of  one  ear 10. 00 

Slight  deafness  of  both  ears 15.00 

Severe  or  total  deafness  of  oneear  and  slight 
of  other 20.00 


Severe  deafbes  of  both  ears : 22.00 

Total  deafness  of  one  ear  and  severe  of  other .  25. 00 
Deafness  of  both  ears  in  a  degree  nearly 
total  : 27.00 

Inguinal^  femoral,  or  ventral  hernia* 8.00 

Inguinal  hernia  which  does  not  pass  through 

the  external  ring  (not  in  schedule)  but 

rated 4.00 

Double  inguinal  hernia 12. 00 

Double  inguinal  hernia,  one  of  which  passes 

through  the  external  ring  and  the  other 

does  not  (not  in  8<:hedule) 10. 00 

Double  ineuinal  hernia  neither  of  which 

passes  through  the  external  ring  (not  in 

schedule) 6.00 

*  Hereafter  ventral  hernia  will  be  rated  according  to  the  degree  of  disability  in  each  case. 

In  all  claims  affected  by  tbe  increased  rate  allowed  for  total  blindness  of  one  eye 
and  for  the  various  forms  of  hernia  increase  will  be  allowed  from  the  date  of  this 
ruling. 

In  claims  where  the  new  rate  for  a  minor  decree  of  deafness  is  less  than  the  rate 
the  pensioner  now  receives,  the  rate  shall  not  be  reduced;  unless  the  disability  has 
decreased,  whereupon  a  rate  shall  be  allowed  in  conformity  to  the  new  f  chedule ;  but 
no  rating  degrees  for  dea&ess  affected  by  the  change  of  rates  shall  be  increased  until 
the  degree  of  disability  has  increased  so  as  to  warrant  an  increase  under  the  new 
Bchedme. 

Greek  B.  Raum, 

CommiBBxaneT, 

(Recorded  on  page  88  of  the  Orders  and  Rulings  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.) 

Q.  Who  fixed  those  old  rates  there! — ^A.  Done  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  and  Commissioner  of  Pensions;  that  is,  for  the  time  being. 
I  think  those  are  changed  from  time  to  time. 

Q.  The  old  ratings,  or  the  ratings  that  existed  under  Secretary  Lamar 
and  Gen.  Black! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  new  ratings  are  yours! — A.  That  is  simply  a  modification. 
Tou  will  observe  there  that  it  relates  to  hernia  and  deafness. 

Q.  I  see  that  in  regard  to  slight  deafness  to  both  ears  you  redacethe 
rating  from  $15  to  $6  per  month! — A.  There  is  the  order  and  you  can 
see  from  that  how  that  is.    I  don't  carry  it  in  my  head. 

Q.  Then  you  make  the  provision  in  that  order  that  persons  who  are 
on  the  roll  at  $15  per  month  shall  continue  to  draw  that  amount,  while 
those  placed  on  subsequently  only  draw  $6,  Doesn't  that  place  the 
Government  in  the  attitude  of  paying  one  man  $15  for  one  disability 
and  another  $6  for  the  same  disabili^! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  unless  the  dis- 
ability has  been  reduced.  ^ 

Q.  Was  that  ruling  made  as  a  measure  of  Odcmoui^X — K.W»^^&'b^!^^^ 
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after  very  careful  consideration  to  equalize  what  was  believed  to  ben 
unequal  distribution  of  that  thirty-dollar  rate. 

Q.  Doesn't  it  create  an  inequality  by  giving^  a  man  $15  per  moiid 
before  the  issuance  of  that  order  and  another  $6  a  month  wks 
the  pension  was  granted  after  that  order;  does  it  not  create  is 
inequality  instead  of  preventing  itf — ^A.  Why,  for  that  fact  6<Hrie  d 
these  rates  were  too  high  for  the  degree,  but  these  people  who  were 
granted  higher  rates  were  granted  them  at  a  time  when  it  was  aathor- 
ized,  and  we  did  not  feel  that  we  had  the  authority  to  reduce  that 

Q.  You  didn't  feel  that  you  had  the  authority  to  reduce  that!— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Haven't  you  the  authority  under  the  law  where  there  is  an  is- 
proper  rating  to  reduce  itf — ^A.  That  was  a  proi>er  rating  at  the  tisie. 

Q.  What  makes  the  change! — ^A.  This  regulation.  You  will  ohsm^ 
that  some  of  these  ratings  are  increased  where  others  are  reduced. 

Q.  Didn't  you  turn  in  quite  a  considerable  sum  of  momey,  something 
like  $9,000,000,  that  was  not  used  in  the  payment  of  pensions  last 
year! — ^A.  xes,  sir;  over  nine  millions. 

Q.  Were  there  not  then  a  large  number  of  cases  in  your  office  cod- 
pleted  and  ready  for  admission! — A.  We  worked,  sir,  just  as  hard  as 
we  could  right  up  to  the  very  last  hour  to  dispose  of  the  business  that 
was  in  our  hands,  and  we  issued,  I  think,  251,000  certilicates  during  the 
last  fiscal  year. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  you  turn  this  money  in! — ^A.  I  turned  it  in  bj 
telegraph  on  the  1st  day  of  July. 

Q.  You  turned  in  the  surplus  you  had  on  hand  on  the  first  day  of 
July  last! — A.  Yes,  sir.  You  wiU  understand  that  all  of  the  money 
had  not  been  withdrawn  firom  the  Treasury.  I  had  the  balances  stated 
by  wire,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  1st  day  of  July  I  called  at  the 
Treasury  Department  and  stated  to  Secretary  Foster  that  I  had  a  liUk 
over  five  millions  of  a  surplus,  and  if  he  wished  to  have  that  turned 
into  the  Treasury  at  once  I  would  do  rt  by  wire,  which  I  did. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  You  were  unable  to  exhaust  that  surplus! — ^A.  The  appropriatioa 
was  larger  than  we  needed. 

By  Mr.  Enlob: 

Q.  You  didn't  turn  it  in  to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  Secretary  to 
help  him  out  of  the  financial  straits  he  had  been  placed  in! — ^A.  I  did 
just  exactly  what  I  told  you. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  tell  you  he  needed  the  money  at  that  time,  and 
in  order  to  make  the  money  hold  out  he  would  like  to  have  you  tarn 
this  in! — ^A.  I  had  it  turned  in  by  wire.    We  had  no  other  use  for  it 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  Could  you  use  it! — A,  No,  sir;  I  say  I  called  at  the  Treasury 
Department  and  said:  *'Mr.  Secretary,  we  have  that  much  money,  and 
if  you  want  it  I  will  have  it  turned  in  by  telegraph  j'^  and  he  said^  "All 
right,"  and  I  did  it. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  was  the  first  day  of  July! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 
Q.  Have  you  an  appropriation  for  next  year! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  You  have  submitted  estimates  and  the  committee  has  formulated 
a  biIl!>-A.  Yes^  sir. 
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Q.  How  mucli  did  you  put  in  thatf — A.  One  hund«*d  und  forty-four 

n   millions  nine  hundred  and  fifty-six  thousand  dollars. 

[  >       Q.  Did  they  pass  the  bill  in  that  shape  through  the  House  t — ^A.  Ko^    • 

^     sir :  they  have  reduced  it. 

::       Q.  How  much! — ^A.  I  don't  recall  the  exact  amount;  I  haven't  those 

i '   figures  in  my  head. 

It       Q.  What  did  you  estimate  your  deficiency  would  be  if  granted  all 

:,v    this  money  you  asked  for! — ^A.  I  haven't  figured  that. 

rv       Q.  You  expected  to  have  onef — ^A.  I  stated  to  the  committee  that 
we  would  be  more  likely  to  have  one.    I  stated  to  the  committee  this, 

..;.    that  in  my  judgment  it  would  require  the  $144,956,000  to  meet  the  ex- 

J    penses  for  the  next  fiscal  year. 

"        Q.  What  is  the  average  pay  on  pensions,  if  you  remember,  passed 

^^,    under  the  act  of.  June  27, 1890;  that  is,  the  average? — ^A.  Haven't  you 

I    one  of  those  statements! 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  here  it  is.  [Hands  statement  to  witnessJ— A.  I  don't 
think  that  states  it.  I  think  my  annual  report  shows.  [Witness  exam- 
ines report.]  Of  course  that  changes  a  little  all  the  while.  One  hun- 
dred and  twenty-one  dollars  and  fifty-one  cents  was  the  average  value 
of  the  pensions  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  for  the  last  fiscal  year. 
Q.  How  do  you  account  for  the  difference  between  the  large  amount 
you  have  asked  for  this  year  compared  with  the  small  amount  you 
couldn't  consume  last  year! — ^A.  Well,  sir,  we  are  adding  to  the  roll  all 
the  while. 

By  Mr.  LiND : 

-Q.  Are  you  adding  more  namos  than  are  stricken  off  by  reason  of 
death  and  other  causes! — ^A.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

By  Judge  Payson: 

Q.  The  general  pension  roll,  you  are  talking  about! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
You  can  see  here  on  this  paper  the  number  of  pensioners  on  the  roll 
June  27, 1891,  676,160,  and  on  January  31, 1892,  783,132. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  is  the  average  actual  value  of  the  pensions  under  the  generaJ 
law! — ^A.  Let  me  see. 

Q.  Does  your  report  show  that!  [Witness  examines  report.] — ^A.  It 
shows  the  average  of  all,  and  then  the  average  under  the  act  of  June 
ao,  1890.    The  average  value  was  $131.99. 

Q.  That  would  make  the  average  under  the  old  law  greater! — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  board  of  review  refused  to  pass  on  claims 
under  the  old  law;  where  such  cases  are  submitted  under  the  act  of 
June  30, 1890,  both  being  rated  and  certified  for  allowance,  don't  they 
take  up  the  cases  under  the  act  of  June,  1890,  in  preference  to  the  old 
law! — ^A.  The  regulations  are  that  where  they  are  both  completed,  they 
are  both  disposed  of. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  what  is  done! — ^A.  They  are  both  allowed. 

Q-  You  say  that  is  done! — ^A.  Yes,  sir,  both  taken  up  for  allowance 
and  allowed  if  the  claimant  will  be  benefited  by  it.  But  suppose  the 
general  law  claim  would  give  him  $12  per  month,  then  the  general  law 
claim  would  be  allowed  and  the  other  one  would  be  rejected,  but  if  the 
general  law  claim  allowed  only  $8  per  month  and  the  new  law  $12  per 
month,  then  you  would  give  him  a  short  certificate  under  the  geuec^I 
law  and  a  continuing  certificate  under  the  act  oi  S^mfi^  ^1 . 

Q.  Now,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  at  one  stage  ot  ttv&  i^TQ«:^^A^a^\g^Vsi^^^^^ 
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last  year,  or  in  the  last  eighteen  months,  it  was  the  policy  of  fte 
office — ^I  will  not  ask  you  if  you  were  resx>on8ible  for  it — that  the?  took 
up  these  cases  and  without- — A.  What  cases  do  yon  meant 

Q.  Under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  and,  without  making  the  niaa! 
delay  in  investigation,  expedited  those  ca»es  throngh  as  rapidly  as 
possible! 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  What  do  you  mean;  under  the  law  or  through  feivoritismt— A I 
mean  without  sending  them  out  and  going  through  the  regular  cooise. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  that  evidence  to  look  at  to  adjudicati^  thf^ 
claims! — A.  Where  a  man  applied  under  the  new  law  with  an  old  law 
claim  pending  and  the  two  cases  were  strapped  together,  being  dqbi- 
bered  alike,  when  they  were  taken  up  the  evidence  in  the  two  C4!«« 
was  to  be  considered  together.  Kow,  if  the  old  law  case  was  proved^ 
it  would  be  allowed.  If,  however,  the  old  law  claim  with  its  evidence 
proved  the  new  law  claim,  then  the  new  law  ca«e  would  be  allowed. 

Q.  That  is,  you  treated  the  evidence  that  was  on  iile  in  the  old  ca.<e 
a«  applicable  to  the  new  case,  you  applied  it  to  the  new  case!— A. 
Tes,  sir;  the  new  law  case  was  not  delayed  to  send  out  for  evidence  to 
prove  it  up,  because  it  wa-s  believed  the  man  was  entitled  to  have  his 
new  law  case  allowed  when  proven,  and  it  was  so  done. 

Q.  Haven't  you  in  the  last  six  months  given  instructions  to  that 
Board  to  be  very  technical  in  these  matters  and  wherever  there  was  ai 
error  to  send  the  case  back! — ^A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Haven't  you  given  instructions  that  where  the  applicant  signed 
his  name  with  a  mark  and  could  neither  read  nor  write,  to  call  upon  the 
applicants  to  state  under  oath  the  correct  sx)elling  of  their  names  ^-A 
Now  if  you  will  state  that  right,  I  will  answer  it. 

Q.  Wlierever  there  was  a  slight  discrepancy  in  regard  to  the  discharge 
haven't  you  called  for  them  to  correct  it  under  oath,  notwithstanding 
the  records  in  the  War  Department! — ^A.  Now,  there  are  two  orders 
issued  which  I  have  no  doubt  you  have  rciid,  and  I  would  like  them  pat 
in  the  record  because  it  answers  the  whole  thing.  I  think  on  the  17th  of 
November  I  issued  an  order  in  regard  to  the  new  law  cases:  where 
the  declaration  claimed  for  a  disability  but  did  not  describe  the  disa- 
bility  which  were  discovered  by  the  medical  examination.  That  is,  for 
instance,  I  will  state  the  case  upon  which  the  thing  was  passed*  A 
man  claimed,  I  think,  for  rheumatism,  for  rheumatism  in  the  knee,  I 
guess.  He  was  sent  before  a  board  for  medical  examination.  The  board 
failed  to  find  rheumatism,  but  found  a  very  bad  case  of  sore  eyes.  Nov, 
he  didn't  claim  for  sore  eyes  and  there  was  no  evidence  on  file  that  that 
was  a  case  of  sore  eyes  as  the  law  requires,  and  no  evidence  that  sore 
eyes  was  a  case  of  permanent  disability,  and  so  upon  inquiry  I  fonnd 
a  good  many  cases  of  that  kind,  and  I  issued  an  order  requiring  that 
in  such  cases  the  claimant  should  be  called  ui)on  for  a  detailed  state- 
ment to  explain  his  declaration. 

Q.  I  asked  you  in  regard  to  matters  of  record  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment.— A.  That  is  one  of  the  cases. 

Q.  I  asked  you  if  instead  of  going  to  the  War  Department  to  correct 
the  military  record  of  the  claimant  you  wrote  to  the  claimant  and  called 
ui)on  him  to  correct. — A,  We  have  called  upon  claimants  for  additional 
service.  I  have  been  very  desirous  that  we  should  have  a  record  in  tha 
Pension  Office  of  the  length  of  service  of  these  soldiers. 

Q.  You  wanted  it  to  be  a  matter  of  history.    You  delayed  the  pen- 
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sion  in  order  to  get  his  history. — ^A.  It  was  not  to  delay  the  pension  at 
aU. 

Q.  Didnt  it  delay  itt — ^A.  Of  conrse  when  yon  make  a  call  for  cer- 
tain evidence  to  be  put  in  there  is  a  certain  amount  of  delay,  but  it  will 
sometimes  happen  that  a  man  will  disclose  such  service  as  will  dis- 
qualify him  from  drawing  any  pension  at  all. 

Q.  Wouldn^  the  War  Department  show  it! — ^A.  It  might  put  the 
War  Department  onto  it  We  call  for  the  record  of  the  case  he  de- 
scribes and  they  give  us  that  case;  if  it  tsxUs  to  show  that  that  is  all  the 
services  he  has  performed,  then  we  want  some  more  evidence.  If  you 
will  just  look  at  that  you  will  find  that  question  of  particular  services 
and  that  refers  to  that  service. 

Q.  Kow,  in  regard  to  the  question  of  names.  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  there  at  times,  I  suppose! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  there  is  a  good  deal 
of  difficulty  there  at  times  and  I  made  this  ruling,  if  I  can  remember 
what  it  was,  that  so  far  as  the  name  of  a  claimant  was  concerned, 
where  they  had  spelled  it  two  or  three  different  ways,  as  they  very 
often  do,  if  the  change  was  such  as  not  to  change  the  sound,  that  noth- 
ing should  be  done  so  far  as  the  getting  of  names  was  concerned,  but 
if  there  was  such  a  change,  if  there  was  a  change  in  the  surname,  using 
different  letters  here  and  there,  why,  then  he  should  be  called  upon  to 
explain  which  of  these  names  he  relied  upon,  because  it  often  occurs 
that  there  are  a  number  of  soldiers  of  the  same  name. 

Q.  Do  you  call  upon  them  for  the  information  as  to  the  loss  of  teeth, 
to  know  if  it  is  a  disability  from  old  age,  or  disability  of  a  permanent 
character! — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  had  one  case  of  a  loss  of  teeth.  It  sometimes 
happens  that  with  the  great  number  of  examiners  we  have  that  they 
make  occasionally  questions  that  I  would  not  approve  of,  and  when  called 
to  my  attention,  why,  as  a  matter  of  course,  I  correct  them ;  but  I  find  a 
good  many  people  who  have  complaints  to  make  have  brought  them  to 
your  attention  and  you  are  using  them. 

Further  investigation  adjourned  until  12  o'clock  m.  on  Saturday,  the 
2d  day  of  ApriL 


Washington,  D.  0.,  Saturday^  April  ^,  1893. 

The  Committee  met  at  12  m. 

Present,  the  Chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Dungan  and 
Little  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon  L.  £.  Payson. 


TE8TIM0HT  OF  OSBEH  B«  RAUM,  COMKISSIOHES  OF  PEHSIOHS— 

Beoalled. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Have  you  got  ready  to  tell  us  about  Mr.  Lineweaver's  trip! — ^A. 
You  mean 

Q.  Are  you  ready  to  lay  before  us  what  he  has  been  doing!  You 
have  the  papers  there,  have  you  ! — ^A.  ^o ;  I  have  not.  I  will  have  them 
ready  for  you  Monday,  if  you  wish. 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  he  has  been  doing! 

Mr.  Patson,  I  do  not  think  that  that  question  ought  to  be  answered. 

Mr.  Enloe  (to  witness).  Will  you  bring  the  papers  at  the  next  meet- 
ing of  the  committee,  and  show  what  Mr.  Lin^N^oaiN^x  \\a^\^^j^\i^<S\fiL*^ — 
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A.  I  will,  if  the  committee  desires  it.    Ajs  I  stated,  it  is  an  office  mat- 
ter, a  purely  office  matter. 
Mr.  Patson.  We  need  not  consume  time  to-day  with  that 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  What  do  you  think  about  the  policy  of  havings  men  occupying:  the 
X>08ition  of  examiners  or  reviewers  in  cases  where  they  have  to  pass  oq 
pension  claims  in  which  their  {ather  or  brother  or  other  relative  happens 
to  be  the  attorney  in  the  case.  Would  it  not  be  likely  to  result  in  getting 
a  dififer^nt  judicial  consideration  than  if  it  passed  through  the  hands 
of  someone  else,  who  was  not  a  relative  of  the  attorney? — A.  On  that 
I  do  not  wish  to  pronounce  a  decision  which  would  reject  on  anyone 
I  believe  that  I  know  of  but  one  case  of  that  kind,  which  could  occ^ir  in 
the  office,  and  that  is  (if  you  want  me  to  speak  of  it)  the  case  of  yoon^ 
Mr.  Tallmadge.  I  do  not  recall  any  other  employ^  of  the  office  whose 
father  is  a  pension-claim  agent. 

Q.  Has  not  Col.  Stephenson  a  son  who  is  a  pension  claim  agent  and 
is  he  not  a  reviewer  in  the  Pension  Office t-^A.  I  am  not  aware  that  be 
has  a  son  who  is  a  claim  agent. 

Q.  Is  not  Mr.  De  Putron  a  reviewer  in  the  Pension  Office? — ^A.  We 
have  a  Mr.  De  Putron  in  the  office,  or  rather  there  was  a  Mr.  De  Patron 
in  the  office,  who  is  now  outside  of  it.  Mr.  De  Putron,  who  is  now  an 
attorney,  was  at  one  time  a  clerk  in  the  office.  I  am  not  sure  that 
there  is  a  Mr.  De  Putron  now  in  the  office.  Of  course  I  am  not  sure. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  carry  all  the  names  of  clerks  in  my  memory.  Tbe 
Mr.  De  Putron  who  is  an  attorney  in  this  city  was  at  one  time  an  ^n- 
ploy6  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Is  not  Mr.  Soul6  an  examiner  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  has  he 
not  a  father  or  uncle  or  near  relative  who  is  a  i)en8ion  attorney!— 
A.  I  can  not  tell.    I  have  no  knowledge  on  the  subject. 

Q.  These  examiners  and  reviewers  have  to  pass  on  questions  of  law 
and  of  fact,  have  they  not! — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  The  examiners  pass  on  questions  of  fact  and  the  reviewers  on 
questions  ot  law? — ^A.  They  pass  on  both  in  the  adiudicating  division 
or  in  what  we  call  the  corresponding  division. 

Q.  They  act  somewhat  in  the  capacity  of  a  jnry,  do  they  not,  in 
their  finding  in  matters  of  faet  and  of  law  in  a  criminal  case  where  the 
j  ury  has  jurisdiction  of  both  fact  and  law  Y  And  then  their  conclusious 
come  to  you  in  the  shape  of  a  verdict  or  decision  for  your  approval!— 
A.  The  exact  course  is  tliis.  First  a  claim  is  put  on  the  desk  of  an 
examiner.  He  looks  over  it  and  the  papers  connected  with  it.  Then 
he  makes  a  call  on  the  War  Department  and  has  a  medical  examina- 
tion ordered.  Then  he  makes  a  call  on  the  claimant  for  the  neeessaiy 
evidence,  and  when,  in  his  opinion,  all  the  evidence  necessary  to  com- 
plete the  case  is  in  and  the  case  is  again  brought  to  his  desk  for  rec- 
ommendation, he  makes  a  brief  of  it.  Ton  can  see,  from  these  papers 
which  have  been  before  you,  that  there  is  a  printed  form  on  which  the 
examiner  puts  his  findings.  He  writes  the  word  "admission^  or  "ad- 
mitted "  and  he  signs  his  name. 

Q.  Does  the  examiner  have  to  fill  any  blank  before  the  case  is  com- 
pleted, or  bring  it  to  be  admitted! — ^A.  The  case  is  not  briefed  (t.  «., 
not  put  together)  until  the  examiner  believes  the  case  is  completed, 
unless  the  claimant  alleges  that  he  can  furnish  no  further  evidence. 
And  then  the  examiner  may  believe  that  the  claim  is  not  completed, 
t.  e.,  not  proven.  He  then  will  prepare  the  claim  to  be  sent  before  tiie 
board  of  review  and  to  have  the  deci&ion  of  the  board  as  to  whether  it 
should  be  admitted. 
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Q.  If  the  examiner  does  not  make  any  rejection,  and  if  the  case  goes 
to  the  board  of  review,  I  suppose  that  the  opinion  of  the  examiner  is 
not  material  to  the  final  completion  of  the  case,  if  you  think  proper  to 
determine  that  the  case  should  be  admitted  Y — ^A.  His  opinion  is  one  of 
the  elements. 

Q.  It  is  not  essential,  is  it  t — A.  It  is  exi)ected  that  this  man  will  give 
his  opinion^  and  he  is  selected  because  of  his  ability  to  do  this  work 
and  to  prepare  the  case  in  good  form. 

Q.  If  the  case  came  to  you  in  that  form,  would  you  want  to  knpw  why 
the  examiner  had  not  furnished  his  opinion  in  respect  to  itt — A.  The 
case  would  go  to  the  board  of  review,  and  there  would  be  such  action 
there  as  the  reviewer  or  the  rereviewer  was  of  the  opinion  should  be 
had. 

Q.  Then  it  would  go  to  the  medical  boardt-rA.  Yes,  if  there  was  a 
medical  question. 

Q.  Next  it  goes  to  yout — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  it  comes  to  you,  do  you  look  to  'see  whether  the  examiner 
has  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  case  has  been  made  out,  and  should 
be  admitted  Y — ^A.  If  the  examiner  should  fail  to  make  a  recommenda- 
tion I  might  overlook  that.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  The  rule  of  the 
office  is  to  have  each  officer  do  his  part. 

Q.  If  it  were  apparent  that  the  examiner  did  not  think  the  case  com- 
pleted, would  not  your  attention  be  then  called  to  itY — ^A.  Not  neces- 
sarily. The  majority  of  cases  which  are  admitted  are  not  brought  to 
my  desk  for  my  personal  action  on  matters  of  every  kind. 

Q.  If  the  case  were  brought  to  your  desk,  and  you  were  called  upon 
to  look  over  it  before  any  decision  were  made  (before  the  case  were  ad- 
mitted) would  you  not  look  to  that  factY — A.  I  would  take  the  case  up 
on  its  merits  and  endeavor  to  decide  it  upon  its  merits.  The  case  would 
be  brought  to  me  either  by  the  chief  of  the  board  of  review  or  by  one 
of  the  deputy  commissioners. 

Q.  You  would  examine  the  case  whether  the  examiner  had  decided  or 
notY — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  would  ignore  the  fact  that  the  examiner  had  not  expressed  an 
opinion  Y — ^A.  I  would  take  the  case  up  and  decide  it  upon  its  merits  as 
nearly  as  I  could. 

Q.  If  you  did  not  interfere  by  an  order  that  the  case  should  be  ad- 
mitted before  an  examiner  passed  on  it,  would  it  not  in  the  natural 
course  go  to  the  examiner  before  going  to  the  board  of  review  Y — A.  A 
case  should  be  briefed  by  the  examiner  before  going  to  the  board  of  re- 
view in  the  due  course  of  business,  because  the  papers  are  not  in  the 
X)ossession  of  the  board  of  review.  When  they  come  to  the  office  they 
go  to  the  adjudicating  division. 

Q.  I  see  that  you  state  here,  in  a  publication  entitled  <<  Bureau  of 
Pensions,  its  Officers  and  its  Duties — ^The  Manner  in  Which  the  Work 
of  Adjudicating  Claims  is  Performed — Prepared  by  Direction  and 
tinder  the  Supervision  of  The  Commissioner'' — 

When,  in  the  opinion  of  the  examiner,  the  evidence  requisite  to  the  proper  adju- 
dication of  a  claim  has  heen  received,  all  the  evidence  is  compiled  and  indexed  for 
convenient  review,  a  face-brief  made,  and  the  claim  forwarded  to  the  board  of  re-, 
view.  The  connection  of  the  examiner  with  the  claim  now  ceases,  except  when  it 
has  heen  rejected  by  the  board  of  review,  or  where  the  recommendation  of  the  ex- 
aminer has  not  been  concurred  in  by  said  board. 

"Sow  1  am  supposing  a  case  where  the  examiner  does  not  make  any 
report.    The  case  has  not  gone  through  the  regular  channel,  ow  wywsvsssJ^ 
of  the  Commissioner  having  issued  an  order  tSiatt  \\i  ^o\>\$V\^  ^A^fi^^i^^ft^ 
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Without  waiting  to  be  taken  np  by  the  examiner  (taking  it  ont  of  tha 
regular  channel).  I  have  asked  you  if  you  consider  a  report  from  the 
examiner  an  essential  thing  in  the  regular  adjudication  of  a  claimf—A. 
The  claim  will  not  be  brief^  except  by  an  examiner  in  the  adjudicatm^ 
division.  1  have  never  known  a  case  of  a  claim  being  briefed  outside 
of  the  adjudicating  division  and  by  an  examiner.  I  do  not  recall  hat- 
ing opened  a  case  where  the  entries  were  not  made  on  the  faee  of  the 
brief  by  the  examiner  who  prepared  it.  Of  course  such  a  thing  might 
occur :  but  I  have  never  seen  a  case  of  that  kind  which  I  can  recall 

Q.  You  said  a  while  ago  that  if  you  knew  that  an  examiner  or  reviewer 
was  related  to  the  attorney  in  the  case,  you  would  not  think  it  best  to 
send  the  case  to  him,  did  you  nott — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  Your  reason  for  that  would  be  that  you  would  wish  to  avmd  the 
appearance  of  any  fayoritism  or  prejudice  toward  the  attorney  in  tiie 
caseY — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Suppose  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  lias  to  adjudicate  a 
question  of  law,  arising  out  of  a  claim  in  which  his  son  is  attorney; 
what  would  you  think  about  thatt — A.  I  think  that  I  would  be  able  to 
pass  on  the  question  without  any  favoritism  or  prejudice. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  another  reviewer  or  examiner  would  be  jast 
as  capable  of  divesting  himsrff  of  prejudice  as  yont — ^A.  I  say  that  I 
would  not  say  to  the  contrary.  I  would  not  say  that  he  would  not  be 
able  to  do  it.  But  if  a  matter  of  that  kind  was  called  to  my  attention 
(these  cases  are  sent  out  by  the  direction  of  the  board  of  review)  I 
would  say  "send  that  case  to  some  one  else.'' 

Q.  Does  not  the  very  fact  that  a  pension  attorney  has  a  relative 
employed  in  the  Pension  Office  give  him  an  opportunity  to  get  infor- 
mation about  cases  in  which  there  is  no  attorney  employed  T — ^A.  Such 
a  thing  might  occur. 

Q.  There  is  nothing  which  could  prevent  a  clerk  from  making  a 
memorandum  (or  from  carrying  it  in  his  head)  of  the  names  of  sach 
cases  and  giving  them  to  an  attorney  so  that  that  attorney  could  write 
to  any  claimant  and  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  his  claim  was 
not  represented  by  an  attorney,  is  there  t — ^A.  I  should  think  that  ao 
examiner  might  do  that.  I  have  a  letter  from  Mr.  Fawcett,  for  example, 
who  states  that  he  took  a  memorandum  in  relation  to  cases  that  were 
not  properly  handled;  and,  if  he  did  it,  of  course  others  might  do  it 

Q.  He  was  taking  memoranda,  you  sayt — ^A.  I  do  not  know  what  he 
did;  I  only  know  what  he  said  he  did. 

Q.  Have  you  his  letter! — A.  Yes. . 

Q.  I  would  like  to  see  if  he  has  been  doing  anything  wron^t — ^A.  1 
do  not  know  whether  he  has  been  doing  wrong.  But,  of  course,  if  Mr. 
Fawcett  could  do  it  others  could  do  it.  I  think  it  a  very  bad  business 
for  any  one  in  the  office  to  be  taking  memoranda  to  be  used  outside. 
We  had  a  little  correspondence  about  it. 

The  witness  here  produced  the  original  and  a  copy  of  Mr.  Fawcett^s 
letter  (which  were  compared  by  Mr.  Enloe  and  found  to  be  correct)  and 
a  copy  of  his  own  letter  in  response. 

The  letters  are  as  follows: 

WASmNOTON,  JanuoTf  SO,  1899. 
Hon.  Grren  B.  Raum: 

Sir  :  Ton  gave  m  a  reason,  ''and  the  only  one/'  for  my  discharge  from  the  Pensioo 
Barean  that  yoa  were  iu formed  that  I  was  seen  talking  with  some  newspaper  cor- 
respondents who  were  attacking  you  and  the  methods  of  business  in  the  Bnrean.  I 
told  you  at  the  time  that  yoa  were  misinformed  and  that  yon  did  me  an  injnstiea. 
I  think  yon  ought  to  be  convinced  by  this  time  that  your  gun  not  only  acattered  too 
much,  but  that  you  ahot  m  t&ie  '^xoii^^  (Wx^cXioiYi^Xys^  ^^\i.  Vm^nSi^^  ^AtLon  you  didy 
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and  in  fact  the  ganje  was  much  closer  to  you  than  those  you  bagged  and  coald  be 
bron^ht  down  on  shorter  range.  You  need  not  be  surprised  when  I  tell  you  that  I 
have  it  direct  from  the  principal  correspondent  of  a  leading  daily  paper  that  he  has 
now,  and  for  some  time,  in  his  employ  clerks  in  year  Bureau  engaged  in  collecting 
from  the  files,  and  otherwise,  matters  for  an  extensive  publication  relating  to  matters 
in  the  Bureau,  to  be  issued  immediately  prior  to  the  holding  of  the  State  conventions 
for  election  of  delegates  to  the  national  Republican  convention.  I  intend  also  to 
give  the  Hon.  Sect,  of  the  Interior  some  information  in  relation  to  the  rejection  of 
claims  in  violation  of  his  express  orders,  at  an  early  day,  myself,  which  will  convince 
him  and  his  excellency  the  President  that  the  information  you  claim  to  have  acted 
on  was  false. 

Very  respectftilly, 

T.  E.  Fawcett. 
No.  467  H  St.,  NW. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  Srd,  1899. 
T.  B.  Faucett,  Esq., 

No.  467  H  street,  KJf.,  City: 

Sir  :  I  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  30th  ult.,  and  have  fully  noted 
the  contents.  In  reply  I  wish  to  state  that  it  has  never  been  my  wish  to  do  any  man 
an  injustice.  Up  to  this  time  I  have  had  no  facts  brought  to  my  attention  which 
would  justify  me  in  changing  my  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  your  retirement  from 
tihe  public  service  at  the  time  I  macle  the  recommendation  in  that  regard.  It  may 
be  possible,  as  you  suggest,  that  other  persons  in  the  office  should  luso  have  been 
dismissed. 

I  note  your  fttatement  that  at  the  time  I  took  action  against  you  "  the  game  was 
much  closer  to  you  (me)  than  those  you  (I)  bagged,  and  could  be  brought  down  on 
shorter  range.''  This  may  be  possible,  but  so  nir  I  have  not  been  advised  of  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  statement. 

I  note  your  statement  to  this  effect,  ''  You  need  not  be  surprised  when  I  tell  you 
that  I  have  it  directly  from  the  principal  correspondent  of  a  leading  daily  paper  that 
he  has  now,  and  for  some  time,  in  his  employ  clerks  in  your  Bureau  engaged  in  col- 
lecting from  the  files,  and  otherwise,  matters  for  an  extensive  publication  relating 
to  matters  in  the  Bureau,  to  be  issued  immediately  prior  to  the  holding  of  the  State 
conventions  for  election  of  delegates  to  the  national  Republican  convention/'  and  I 
also  note  the  additional  statement  as  follows:  ''I  intend  also  to  give  the  honorable 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  some  information  in  relation  to  the  rejection  of  claims  in 
violation  of  his  express  orders,  at  an  early  day,  myself." 

In  regard  to  those  matters  I  have  to  remark  that  it  is  the  duty  of  every  employ^ 
in  a  bureau  where  he  has  knowledge  of  any  serious  error  having  been  committed 
or  about  to  be  committed,  either  as  the  result  of  accidental  error  or  design,  to 
bring  the  subject  to  the  attention  of  his  immediate  superior,  so  that  the^  facto  can 
be  laid  before  the  head  of  the  office  and  the  error  prevented  or  corrected,  sks  the  case 
may  be.  This  being  the  case,  I  have  to  say  that  if  there  are  any  persons  connected 
with  this  Bureau  who  are  in  the  employ  of  leading  daily  papers,  and  are  now  en- 
gaged in  collecting  from  the  files,  and  other  matters,  information  for  an  extensive 
publication  which  is  intended  to  reflect  upon  the  Bureau,  such  persons  are  guilty  of 
gross  misconduct  in  office. 

In  respect  to  yourself,  if  it  happened  while  you  were  an  employ^  of  this  office 
that  you  witnessed  any  wrongdoing  here  and  failed  to  bring  the  facts  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  head  of  your  division  so  that  the  errors  mi^ht  be  corrected,  and  you 
now  undertake  to  make  publication  of  the  same  to  the  disparagement  of  the  office, 
you  simply  exhibit  yourself  as  one  guilty  of  misconduct  in  office,  and  with  this 
statement  of  your  future  intentions  m  regard  to  the  business  which  came  before 
you  and  to  your  knowledge  during  your  employment  here,  I  am  quite  content  with 
the  justice  of  the  recommendation  I  made  for  your  retirement  from  this  Bureau. 
Very  respectfully, 

Gbben  B.  Raum, 

Cammieeioner, 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  When  complaints  were  made  about  the  method  of  doing  business 
in  the  office,  was  it  your  custom  to  reward  those  who  made  such  com- 
plaints, or  to  turn  them  out  as  meddlesome  fellows  Y — ^A.  My  aim  at  all 
times  in  conducting  the  business  of  that  office  was  to  correct  everything 
that  seemed  to  be  calculated  to  retard  the  piog^^^  oi  XJ^fe  XswKo^^^'e^  <5«l 
to  conduct  the  busdneaa  in  a  way  that  waa  not  'fiTQrB«E%  \  ^jk^^  ^^^«sk^- 
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tion  to  that  sabject^  and  when  anything  that  seemed  to  be  an  abniA 
j  was  called  to  my  attention  I  corrected  it  by  such  orders  as  seemed  to 

i  be  appropriate.    I  always  received  with  thanks  any  suggestion  oomisg 

from  whatever  source  it  might  come. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  yon  ordered  the  claims,  in  which  there  was  no 
attorney  employed,  to  be  taken  up,  did  you  know  whether  or  not  duib- 
bers  of  those  claims  were  rejected  because  no  attorneys  were  employed 
and  because  nobody  was  paying  attention  to  them  T — ^A.  I  did  not,*  in- 
deed. 

Q.  Ton  stated  the  other  day  that  you  had  no  knowledge  of  any  ^ 
of  those  cases  being  kept  by  anyone.  Have  you  made  any  inquiry  to 
ascertain t — A.  I  have  not;  but  I  will  make  that  inquiry. 

Q.  You  stated  the  other  day  that  you  would  fdrnish  a  copy  of  the 
letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Enochs  in  regard  to  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
McOullough. — A.  I  think  that  letter  is  already  in. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  letter  has  not  been  sent  in. 

The  Witness.  I  thought  they  were  all  sent.  I  aimed  to  have  them 
all  sent. 

Q.  This  committee  called  for  a  statement  of  the  appointments  and 
promotions  that  have  taken  place  in  your  office,  commencing  at  the 
time  when  you  furnished  a  like  statement  to  a  former  in vestigatiiig 
committee,  and  coming  up  to  the  present  time.  I  see  in  that  statement 
a  large  number  of  indorsements  of  this  character:  "Promotion  made 
on  the  recommendation  of  chief  of  bureau."  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  were 
in  the  habit,  when  recommendations  were  made  for  promotion,  of  send- 
I  ing  to  chiefs  of  divisions  to  know  whether  or  not  such  recommendations 

were  made  by  them,  or  did  you  rely  on  the  appointment  clerk  t— 
ii  A.  I  was  in  constant  communication  with  the  heads  of  divisions  in 

regard  to  that  matter. 

Mr.  Payson.  You  mean  personally  t 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  personally. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  it  your  custom  to  send  for  chiefs  of  division  to  ascertain 
whether  they  had  made  such  recommendations,  when  that  statement 
was  made  by  the  appointment  clerk;  did  you  question  the  statement 
of  the  appointment  clerk  and  send  for  the  chief  of  division! — ^A.  The 
recommendation  usually  accompanied  the  letter  of  recommendation  to 
j  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is,  the  recommendation  in  writing  from  the  head 
I  of  the  division? 

A.  Yes.  At  that  time  the  chiefs  of  divisions  would  make  a  long  list 
of  names  which  they  recommended  for  promotion.  Some  time  ago  there 
were  seventeen  vacancies  occurring,  and  there  were  one  hundred  and 
'  fifty  recommendations  made  by  the  difi'erent  heads  of  divisions^  which 

recommendations  were  considered  at  that  time.  These  were  m  lists, 
and  in  that  connection  I  had  all  the  heads  of  divisions  (that  is,  most  of 
them)  personally  before  me  discussing  those  various  cases,  so  as  to  se- 
;  lect  the  best  persons. 

Q.  Did  you  not  generally  rely  on  the  information  furnished  you  by 
your  son,  Mr.  Eaum,  jr.,  and  his  assistant,  Mr.  Lineaweaver? — ^A.  I 
rely,  of  course,  on  every  head  of  division  bringing  in  his  mail,  but  I  pay 
very  considerable  attention  to  that  matter  myself. 

Q.  Was  it  not  fi^equently  the  case  that  those  recommendations  were 
made  during  your  absence  from  the  office,  and  that  you  would  come  in 
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and  approve  them  and  forward  them  to  the  Secretary? — ^A.  These)  pro- 
motions were  not  so  numerous  that  they  came  in  in  a  stack. 

Q.  But  they  might  come  in  in  your  absence  and  be  forwarded  to  the 
Secretary  in  your  absence,  might  they  not! — ^A.  If  the  deputy  was  there 
acting,  of  course  he  would  sign  the  recommendation  himself.    * 

Q.  Were  you  not  absent  a  good  deal  of  time  from  the  office,  leaving 
a  deputy  acting  in  your  placet — ^A.  I  was  absent  a  certain  portion  of 
time.  I  believe  the  committee  has  a  statement  of  my  absences.  The 
deputies,  of  course,  were  responsible  for  what  was  done  in  my  absence. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Maj.  Eeynolds,  the  chief  of  the  middle  division,  that 
in  the  allotment  of  promotions  you  would  give  quite  a  number  of  them 
to  his  division,  while  you  afterwards  gave  him  a  very  small  percentage 
of  themt — ^A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  stating  to  him  that  there  would  be  some  50  or 
60  promotions  in  his  division,  while  you  afterwards  gave  only  12  pro- 
motions to  itt — ^A.  There  can  not  have  been  that  statement  made,  be- 
cause at  the  time  of  the  great  promotion,  when  the  large  increased  work 
was  sent  to  the  office  (there  were  183  promotions  made)  that  division 
would  not  have  been  entitled  to  50  or  60.  That  would  have  been  more 
than  one-quarter  of  the  whole,  and  there  are  15  divisions  in  the  office. 
I  do  not  recall  what  occurred  between  Maj.  Eeynolds  and  myself,  but  I 
endeavored  to  distribute  the  promotions  among  the  worthy  people  of 
the  office. 

Q.  We  had  a  question  up  the  other  day  which  I  wish  to  ask  further 
about.  It  was  in  regard  to  the  report  required  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  relation  to  the  military  services  of  claimants,  luider  the  act  of 
June  27, 1890.  I  want  to  know  what  particular  information  is  needed 
to  adjudicate  a  case  under  that  law  as  to  the  military  record  of  the  claim- 
ant.— A.  We  need  the  record  of  his  military  services. 

Q.  You  need  the  date  of  his  enlistment  and  discharge? — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  K  that  shows  that  he  has  served  the  required  length  of  time,  and 
if  it  further  shows  that  he  has  a  pensionable  disability,  does  not  that 
entitle  him  to  a  pension  t — ^A.  l^ot  if  he  had  a  subsequent  service  and  was 
not  discharged  from  it. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  in  case  he  was  a  deserter? — ^A.  Yes.  A  man  may 
have  gone  into  the  Army  and  had  a  three  months'  service,  and  then  en- 
listed for  a  three  years'  service  and  become  a  deserter;  and  unless 
that  charge  of  desertion  was  removed  the  man  would  not  be  entitled, 
under  the  ruling  of  the  Secretary,  to  a  pension  under  the  act  of  June 
27, 1890.    He  must  have  an  honorable  discharge. 

Q.  Is  it  necessary  to  make  two  calls  on  the  War  Department Y — ^A. 
Sometimes  it  is. 

Q.  When  you  lirst  began  to  put  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  into  opera- 
tion you  were  not  very  particular  in  sending  for  this  information  in 
every  instance,  were  you  t — ^A.  You  will  understand  that  this  clerical 
work  is  done  by  the  examiners  and  not  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions. There  were  thousands  of  those  calls  made  per  day.  I  under- 
stand that  one  day  they  made  5,000  calls.  These  papers  are  never 
brought  to  my  desk  at  all.  If  there  is  a  mistake  made,  of  course,  the 
examiner  and  the  chief  of  division  are  responsible  for  it. 

Q.  You  issue  general  orders,  but  you  can  not  see  that  they  are  exe- 
cuted in  every  instance! — ^A.  With  1^800  people  in  the  office,  and  with 
6,000  or  8,000  or  10,000  letters  signed  with  a  stamp^  of  course  I  can  not 
give  everything  an  actual  personal  supervision.  We  have  about  25  men 
who  are  known  as  letter  critics — competent,  intelligent  menv\\ft%^^'^^st 
and  supervise  everything — ^but  even  with  tliat  \t»  \i!a^^«a&  w«i^\.vYa?^^3 
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that  errors  are  committed*  That  office  has  to  be  under  constant  sope- 
vision.  Here  and  there  something  will  happen  and  yon  will  ha?e  to 
correct  it  by  an  order.    I  fonnd  that  constantly. 

Q.  Is  not  yonr  personal  attention  to  that  matter  a  very  e^eotol 
point  in  the  correct  administration  of  the  office  f  Is  it  not  necessaiy 
that  you  should  give  very  close  attention  to  such  a  large  force  as  that ^- 
A.  I  do  give  very  carefiU  attention. 

Q.  And  that  you  give  your  time  to  it! — ^A.  I  do  give  my  time  to  it, 
and  have  given  my  time  to  it.  I  never  did  so  mucli  work  in  my  life  u 
I  have  done  since  I  have  been  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Q.  How  much  time  do  you  think  you  have  been  absent  fnm  the 
office! — A.  I  see  from  the  report  here  that  they  have  gone  ov^tk 
official  mail  and  found  that  for  the  two  years  and  four  months  t^at  I 
have  been  in  the  office  (up  to  the  other  day)  I  have  been  absent  (Hie 
hundred  and  thirty-seven  days.    Here  is  the  paper. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Make  any  statement  you  please  iii  relation  to  yonr  alh 
sences  from  the  office  and  I  will  put  witnesses  on  the  stand  in  relation  to 
it  at  the  proper  time. 

The  Witness.  Here  is  a  statement  of  the  assistant  chief  clerk,  who 
has  gone  over  the  official  mail  of  his  division. 

Mr.  Payson.  Which  shows,  out  of  seven  hundred  and  three  di^rs,  an 
absence  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven  days. 

The  Witness.  Yes. 

The  Ohaihman.  The  paper  had  better  go  in. 

The  witness  handed  in  the  paper,  as  follows: 

DBPARTBfENT  OP  THE  INTERIOR^   BUREAU  OF    PEXSIONS, 

Office  of  tuk  Commissioxeb, 

ffashifigtan,  March  SS,  1S9S. 

Statement  ihawing  the  days  the  Commissioner  did  not  sign  the  official  carrespondemet  sj 
the  Bureau  of  Tetisions  from  Oct,  31, 1S89,  to  the  present  date, 

1889.  I  1891. 

Nov.  6thy  mail  signed  by  Commissioner  J  Jan.  24th,  absent. 

and  Depnty  Commissioner.  j   Feb.  18th  and  l9Ui,  absent. 

Dec.  26tb,  mail  signed  by  Commissioner  j  March  12th  to  April  19th,  inclosiye. 

and  Deputy  Commissioner.  {  May  16tb,  absent. 

Dec.  27th,  1889,  to  Jan.  3rd,  1890,  inclu-  j  Jane  1st,  absent, 
sive.  !  Juno  4th,  absent. 

July  6th  to  July  3l8t,  inolnsive. 
August  20th  to  August  23rd,  inclosiTeii 
Aug.  25th  to  Sept.  2nd,  inclusiyo. 
Sept.  30th,  absent. 
Oct.  2ud  to  Oct.  12th,  inclusiye. 
Oct.  13th  to  Oct.  17th,  inclusive. 
Dec.  26th,  absent. 

Total  number  of  days    (not   including 
Bundays  and  holidays),  137. 


1890. 

March  13th,  absent. 

April  28th,  to  May  21st,  inclusive. 

August  11th,  absent. 

August  13th  to  15th,  inclusive. 

October  16th  to  Nov.  9th,  inclusive. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  statement  showing  the 
dates  the  official  correspondence  relating  to  matters  pertaining  to  the  Pension  Burean 
was  signed  by  the  Deputy  Commissioner  duriug  the  Commissioner's  absence,  as  shown 
by  the  files  under  my  charge  in  this  Bureau. 

O.  P.  Hallam, 
Assistant  Chief  Clerk. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  yon  not  know  that  the  official  circular  that  is  issued  notifying 
the  heads  of  divisions  how  to  prepare  mails  to  be  sent  out  shows  that 
you  were  absent  from  the  office  two  hundred  and  thirty-one  dayst — ^A. 
X  do  not.    I  desired  Mr.  Hallam  to  prepare  a  proper  statement  from  th« 
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record,  which  he  has  done.  I  have  not  gone  over  it,  but  I  presume  it 
is  correct. 

Q.  Does  Mr.  Hallam'have  charge  of  the  books  showing  what  orders 
liavc  been  issued  in  regard  to  signing  the  mail? — ^A.  Ko,  sir:  he  has 
not  charge  of  them.  Mr.  Hallam  has  charge  of  the  mail  that  is  ha- 
bitually signed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions — ^that  is,  the  corre- 
spondence in  regard  to  the  appointment  of  medical  boards  and  various 
other  current  business  of  the  office  that  is  not  signed  by  a  stamp,  but 
is  signed  with  the  actual  signature  of  the  Commissioner — and  it  was 
from  that  that  Mr.  Hallam  took  the  information.  I  will  say  that  dur- 
ing the  preparation  of  the  annual  reports  I  have  taken  a  certain  amount 
of  time  off;  that  is  to  say,  I  have  put  the  deputy  in  charge  of  the 
office  so  that  I  could  devote  my  time  to  that  work.  It  frequently  occurs 
ivith  me,  as  I  have  no  doubt  it  frequently  occurs  in  the  Department, 
that  the  Secretary  and  Assistant  Secretary  are  both  signing  papers  on 
the  same  day.  The'  Secretary  being  off  duty  for  the  preparation  of  his 
report,  important  matters  will  come  in,  and  one  of  the  assistant  secre- 
taries will  sign  them  as  acting  Secretary.  I  have  no  doubt  that  quite 
an  amount  of  time  was  occupied  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Payson.  Then  this  statement  made  by  Mr.  Hallam  may,  and 
probably  does,  show  your  absence  from  the  office  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  yuu  would  be  at  work  while  somebody  else  would  be  signing 
papers  at  your  deskt 

The  Witness.  The  chief  clerk  would  be  informed  that  I  was  not  at 
my  desk — that  T  was  engaged  on  my  report — and  he  would  have  the 
current  business  of  the  office  pass  under  the  supervision  of  the  deputy 
as  acting  Commissioner.  But  if  there  was  some  special  matter  that 
ought  to  be  brought  to  my  attention  it  would  be  brought  to  my  room 
and  I  would  sign  it.  That  would  be  press-copied  in  the  book  that  Mr. 
Hallam  has. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Butit  is  the  custom  there,  when  the  Commissioner  leaves,  to  issue  a 
notice,  a  copy  of  which  is  kept  in  the  chief  clerk's  office,  notifying  all 
heads  of  divisions  that  the  Commissioner  is  absent,  and  that  the  mail 
is  to  be  prepared  to  be  signed  by  the  deputy  .commissioner. — A.  Yes; 
that  is  true. 

Q.  When  you  return  to  duty,  is  there  not  another  notice  issued  show- 
ing what  day  you  are  ready  to  sign  the  mail,  and  ordering  the  heads  of 
divisions  to  prepare  the  mail  for  you  to  sign! — ^A.  Yes;  but  I  was  just 
speaking  of  exceptions  to  that,  when  the  Commissioner  is  actually  in 
the  buildhig  and  hard  at  work  and  while  yet,  in  point  of  fact,  the  acting 
Commissioner  is  transacting  the  bulk  of  the  business.  Secretary  Noble, 
for  instance,  during  the  time  of  the  preparation  of  his  report,  will  work 
lip  at  his  house  and  there  will  be  an  acting  Secretary  at  the  office. 
That  is  the  custom. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Secretary  Noble  ever  issued  an 
order  in  reference  to  the  length  of  time  the  head  of  a  bureau  should  be 
absent  from  his  post  without  the  Secretary's  permission  t — ^A.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  ever  saw  such  an  order. 

Q.  You  never  received  such  a  notice? — ^A.  No. 

Q.  Your  attention  has  never  been  called  by  Secretary  Noble  to  your 
being  absent  more  than  was  proper? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  got,  in  writing, 
permission  to  be  absent  when  I  went.  That,  I  might  say,  was  not 
usual  in  the  Department.    So  far  as  I  know  it  has  been  customary  for 
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a  bead  of  a  bureau  to  call  on  the  Secretaiy  and  state  to  him  iMh 
desired  to  be  absent. 

Q,  Why  did  you  have  to  get  thid  written  permission  t — A,  The  Sec^^ 
tary  stated  to  me  the  reason  why;  but  I  do  not  choose  to  repeat  it  u 
it  has  no  reference  to  the  Pension  Office.  It  has  reference  to  anoths 
Bureau  in  the  Department. 

Q.  You  mean  that  somebody  else  was  absent  more  than  was  tiioagbt 
good  for  the  service  t — ^A.  That  was  a  confidential  matter  that  I  do  not 
propose  to  speak  of. 

Q.  The  Secretary  stated  to  you,  did  he,  that  the  order  was  notii^ 
tended  for  yout — ^A.  Yes;  he  did. 

Q.  Since  that  time,  has  it  been  the  custom  in  the  Interior  Deitart- 
ment  to  require  heads  of  bureaus,  when  they  are  going-  away  to  be  g(»u 
a  certain  time,  to  get  permission? — A.  Yes;  I  always  wrote  a  note  to 
the  Secretary  and  stated  that  I  had  to  be  absent  for  a  short  time. 

Q.  Then  there  was  a  rule  there,  adopted  by  the  Secretary  on  tiiat 
subject,  but  not  in  the  form  of  an  order! — A.  I  never  saw  tiie  oidcL 
There  may  be  an  order,  but  I  do  not  recall  having  seen  it. 

Q.  How  many  special  examiners  did  you  say  the  other  day  you  bad 
in  the  Held  at  present! — ^A.  I  have  not  the  list  before  me.  There  h»T« 
been  one  or  two  brought  in  and  one  or  two  sent  out.  I  think  the  num- 
ber is  115,  or  something  about  that. 

Q.  How  many  detailed  clerks  have  you  in  the  field  ?  I  mean  the  whok 
of  them — detailed  clerks  and  special  examiners. — ^A.  The  number  is 
about  115. 

Q.  You  have  116  special  examiners  in  the  field! — ^A.  Yes.  I  think 
that  of  that  number  there  are  21  or  22  clerks,  and  the  rest  are  special 
examiners. 

Q.  The  law  provides  for  150  special  examiners! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  the  law  requires  you  to  keep  150  special  examiners  in  the 
field  do  you  understand  that  tJiat  is  the  intention  of  the  law  f — ^A.  The 
law  is  not  mandatory. 

Q.  Have  you  not  need  of  that  number  of  special  examiners  in  the 
field! — ^A.  K  I  thought  I  needed  that  number  1  would  have  sent  them. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  needed  that  many  when  you  asked  m 
appropriation  for  them! — A.  We  use  them  as  clerks  in  the  office. 

Q.  But  you  came  to  Congress  on  the  idea  that  you  needed  150  special 
examiners  in  the  field,  and  you  asked  for  that  number! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  keep  that  number  of  special  examiners  in  the 
field! — ^A.  The  law  authorizes  the  assignment  to  duty  in  the  field  of 
clerks  as  well  as  special  examiners;  and  it  is  simply  a  matter  of  dis- 
cretion. I  do  not  think  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  can  be  crit- 
icised for  the  exercise  of  a  discretion  which  the  law  lodges  with  him. 

Q.  Does  not  the  law  contemplate ^A.  I  leave  you  decide  what  the 

law  contemplates. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  the  contemplation  of  the  law  was  not  (and  do  yoa 
not  so  understand  it)  that  when  you  were  authorized  to  send  clerks 
into  the  field  it  was  to  enable  you  to  increase  the  force  of  special  exam- 
iners if  you  think  necessary,  and  to  send  men  in  addition  to  the  num- 
ber of  special  examiners! — ^A.  K  the  law  contemplated  that  the  special 
examiners  could  not  be  used  as  clerks  in  the  office  it  would  say  so. 
But  it  does  not  say  that.  They  would  not  be  entitled  to  pay  if  the  law 
did  not  allow  them  to  be  used  as  clerks  in  the  office. 

Q.  They  draw  their  pay  as  special  examimers  at  (1,400  a  year,  do 
they  not! — A.  Yes.  But  if  it  was  not  contomplated  that  they  could 
be  used  in  the  office  as  cleikA^  t\ie;ii  tli^'j  cAX]ld  uot  draw  their  pay  as 
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clerks,  and  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  would  not  allow  it. 
Now,  they  are  assigned  to  duty  either  in  the  field  or  in  the  office,  and 
their  accounts  at  $1,400  a  year  as  special  examiners  while  occupying 
desks  in  the  office  as  clerks  are  passed  on  by  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  Treasury  and  are  approved. 

Mr.  Payson.  And  that  has  been  the  uniform  practice  of  the  office? 

The  Witness.  Yes.  The  clerks  assigned  to  duty  in  the  field  get 
their  regular  salaries,  and  ac(^ounts  are  also  made  up  for  their  extra 
per  diem  and  traveling  expenses;  and  those  accounts  pass  the  Treasury 
Department.  It  would  seem  from  that  that  the  construction  that  has 
been  placed  on  that  law  by  myself  and  my  predecessors  and  by  Secre- 
tary IN^oble  and  his  predecessors  is  aU  right,  because  the  accounting 
officers  of  the  Treasury  approve  it. 

Q.  Did  you  find  that  your  predecessor  in  office  kept  the  examining 
force  in  the  field  fall  by  detailing  clerks  from  the  office! — ^A.  I  can  not 
start  to  tell  you  the  state  of  the  examiners'  room  when  I  took  charge  of 
the  office.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  whole  of  the  special  examiners 
were  out  or  not.  I  know  that  there  had  been  268  persons  assigned  to 
duty  in  the  field  when  I  took  charge  of  the  office. 

Mr.  Payson.  And  the  law  only  provides,  in  terms,  for  160  special 
examiners  Y 

The  Witness.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Then  it  provided  for  using  detailed  clerks;  and  the  intention  was 
to  enable  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  when  the  special  examining 
force  was  at  any  time  deemed  insufficient,  to  detail  clerks  from  the 
office  to  enlarge  that  force  Y — ^A.  I  have  answered  that  in  my  statement 
a  moment  ago. 

Q.  I  have  a  statement  here  from  your  office  in  regard  to  the  number 
of  special  examiners  named  in  the  legislative  bills,  from  1885  to  1892, 
with  the  amounts  expended  during  the  year.  I  call  your  attention  to 
it  as  I  want  to  offer  it  in  evidence. — A.  [Examining  the  paper.]    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  see  that  for  the  year  1889-'90  there  wa«  an  appropriation  of 
$190,000  for  the  expenses  of  special  examiners  and  $225,000  for  expenses 
of  detailed  clerks.  1  understand  that  to  be  for  their  per  diem  and  trav- 
eling expenses  while  on  duty  in  the  field. — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  same  appropriation  was  granted  for  the  year  1890-'91Y — ^A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Now,  in  1891-'92  you  do  not  estimate  for  the  exx>enses  of  special 
examinersand  detailed  clerks  separately;  but  you  put  it  into  one  item — 
$215,000.  Did  you  stiU  contemplate  puttiug  the  special  examiners  in 
the  field,  or  did  you  contemplate  keeping  them  in  the  office  Y — A.  I  will 
state  to  you,  very  frankly,  that  when  I  was  before  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  discussing  this  matter,  I  stated  the  opinion  that  I  had 
about  it — ^that  there  was  no  sense  or  reason  in  having  these  two  it^ms 
kept  separately.  Congress  had  appropriated  $415,000  the  year  before 
for  special  examiners  and  detailed  clerks,  and  I  stated  that  in  my 
opinion  $215,000  a  year  would  be  enough  for  this  year.  We  had 
expended  $347,599  for  the  last  year,  and  I  stated  to  the  committee  that  I 
thought  $215,000  would  be  amply  sufficient  for  this  fiscal  year,  and  that 
1  saw  no  reason  why  these  two  items  should  be  separate  ^  and  so  they 
appropriated  a  lump  sum  of  $215,000  for  both  services. 

38  PEN* 


i 


594 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 


11 


;l 


111 


,'i 


Mr.  Euloe  put  the  paper  iu  evidence  as  follows: 

statement  ihowing  ipecial  examiners  named  in  legielaiive  hills  from  1885  to  1S9!,  ^ 
aiionMf  amottfite  expended^  and  casee  reported  hjf  special  examination  dititm 
$aid  yeare. 


Ffsoalyeart. 


1885-*86 
188ft-'87 
1887-'88 
18>i8-'89 
1880-90 
1890-'91 
1891-'02 


Namber  of 

apeoialez' 

ajninen 

named  in 

legislative 

bill. 


150 
150 
150 
150 
160 
150 
150 


Amount  appropriated  I 
for  per    diem    and  I 


for  per — 

traveling  expenses. 


Special  ex* 
aminera. 


1220,000 
190,000 
190,000 
190,000 
190,000 
190,000 

(•) 


DetaUed 
derka. 


Total  ap- 
firopriated. 


Amoont 
expended. 


$300,000 
820,000 
225,000 
225.000 
225,000 
225,000 
(•) 


$580,000 
510,000 
415,000 
415.000 
415,000 
415.000 
215.000 


f4e6,407.98 
427,404.20 
409.762.29 
412.374.32 
889.411.90 
347. 599. 8D 

1 131, 309. 23 


iro.Kp0 


J1I5 


fiE5 


*  Entire  appropriation  in  one  item. 
I  Mrtity  the  above  to  be  correct. 


Correct. 

Green  B.  Raux,  Oommittioner, 
APIUL  2,  1892. 


t  For  ei^ht  montha. 


7.  6.  BUTTUPIIUI. 

Ohi^S£ 


By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  have  asked  for  the  same  amonnt  for  the  next  year,  have  yon 
not? — A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Have  you  an  excessive  clerical  force  in  the  office? — ^A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  a  deficiency  of  clerical  force  in  the  office? — ^A.  t  eould 
use  more  clerks  if  I  had  the  space  for  them.  We  are  very  rnndi 
crowded. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  ask  for  the  number  of  special  examiners  neces- 
sary in  the  field,  and  ask  for  the  number  of  clerks  that  you  wanted!— 
A.  That  would  require  new  legislation.  The  present  condition  of  the 
business  of  the  office  simply  requires  a  continuance  of  existing  law,  aod 
an  appropriation  to  carry  it  out. 

Q.  Can  you  account  for  the  small  expenditure  made  out  of  the  appro- 
priation for  1891-'92  in  the  past  eight  mouths,  and  for  the  small  number 
of  cases  reported  by  special  examiners  during  those  eight  months!— 
A.  Yes;  very  readily. 

Q.  1  see  that  $131,309  was  the  amount  expended  and  that  the  number 
of  reports  by  the  special  examiners  abroad  to  the  office  during  the  month 
was  9,175.  Now,  for  twelve  mouths  preceding  there  were  32,598 
reports,  and  for  the  twelve  months  preceding  that  38,801,  and  for  Ac 
twelve  months  of  1888-'89,  41,164.  JN^ow,  are  the  cases  becoming  more 
ditficult  to  handle?  Does  it  take  longer  to  work  them  up  than  it  did. 
or  how  do  you  account  for  the  falling  off! — ^A.  The  force  of  special 
examiners  being  reduced,  there  is  a  great  deal  more  territory  for  each 
examiner  to  travel  over.  It  costs  more  now  to  handle  cases  than  it 
did  before.  Take,  for  instance,  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  there  may 
be  two  or  three  cases  in  a  county;  one  case  in  a  county;  live  cases  in 
a  county;  so  that  an  examiner  may  have  eight  or  ten  or  twelve  cases 
in  three  counties,  and  thus  have  a  large  territory  to  travel  over  to  do 
his  work. 

Q.  The  special  examiner  in  the  field,  as  I  understand  it,  must  make 
an  examination  of  cases  and  report  back  to  the  office.  This  hastais 
the  adjudication  of  cases,  does  it  nott — A.  Yes. 
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c!        Q.  If  you  reduce  the  force  of  special  examiners  in  the  field  you,  to 
that  extent  retard  the  adjudication  of  cases. — A.  The  force  was  re- 
^  duced  simply  because  the  work  was  reduced. 

i*      Q.  What  work! — A.  The  work  of  special  examination  in  the  field. 
Q.  The  cases  were  not  in  the  office  to  be  sent  out  into  the  field,  was 

—  that  it! — A.  The  cases  were  not  in  the  field. 

Q.  They  were  not  ready  to  be  sent  out  into  the  field! — A.  These  cases 
come  up  from  day  to  day,  and  are  sent  out. 

Q.  But  the  reason  they  were  not  bent  out  was  because  they  were 
not  ready! — A.  Yes. 

—  Q.  Was  that  because  the  force  in  the  office  was  not  doing  the  work 
*   so  rapidly  as  before! — ^A.  We  had  cleaned  up  that  work.    In  the  two 

years  we  handled  260,000  cases.  Now,  at  the  commencement  of  this 
fiscal  year  we  had,  I  think,  2,700  cases  in  the  field.  When  I  took 
charge  of  the  office  there  were  14,225  in  the  field  in  the  hands  of  the 
special  examining  division,  but  on  the  1st  of  July  last  there  were  but 
'    2,700  cases. 

Q.  You  have  plenty  of  cases  x>6nding  there,  have  you  not,  to  keep 
the  office  force  employed  in  the  preparation  of  them  for  the  special  ex- 
aminers! You  have  the  same  force  as  before! — A.  You  know,  every 
case  is  not  sent  into  the  field.  It  is  only  when  some  obscure  question 
is  arising  and  where  a  man  is  poor  and  unable  to  hunt  up  witnesses. 

Q.  Would  not  the  percentage  of  cases  requiring  to  be  sent  to  the 
special  examiner  in  a  given  nmnber  of  claims  be  about  the  same! — A. 
I  think  not  now,  because  this  new  act  has  brought  into  the  pension 
business  a  different  state  of  questions  of  law.  It  does  not,  for  instance, 
require  the  proof  of  origin  of  the  disease  in  the  service.  That  is  the 
vital  question  that  is  usually  to  be  inquired  into  when  a  case  is  sent 
into  the  field. 

Q.  Was  not  that  law  enforced  in  1890-'91! — A.  Yes;  but  there  were 
a  great  many  old-law  cases  that  have  been  developed  in  that  time. 
-  Q.  When  the  act  of  June,  1890,  went  into  effect,  did  you  not  have 
the  special  examiners  who  had  these  old-law  cases  and  increase  cases 
to  turn  them  back  into  the  office  (letting  them  go  to  the  files)  and  take 
up  the  new-law  applications  and  go  to  work  on  them! — ^A.  There  was 
a  regulation  that  when  a  man  having  an  old-law  case  pending  in  the 
office  filed  a  new-law  case,  and  the  old-law  case  was  in  the  field,  the 
old-law  case  should  be  returned  to  the  office,  so  that  it  could  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  new  claim,  as  was  required  by  the 
regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary. 

Q.  That  was  to  see  whether  there  was  evidence  enough  already  in 
the  Pension  Office  to  adjudicate  under  the  new  law! — A.  Yes;  so  as  to 
give  the  man  the  benefit  of  the  evidence  he  had  already  filed. 

Q.  Was  not  the  effect  of  that  (the  granting  of  the  claim  under  the 
new  law)  to  give  to  the  pension  attorney  who  filed  that  claim  a  $10 
fee,  and  then,  if  on  a  further  investigation  it  appeared  that  the  claimant 
was  entitled  under  the  old  law,  the  attorney  got  a  fee  of  $25! — A.  The 
law  did  that.    I  did  not. 

Q.  That  was  the  effect  of  it! — A.  Tes. 

Q.  Did  that  not  result  in  having  almost  all  the  cases  that  were  pend- 
ing under  the  old  law  dropped,  and  in  trying  to  get  them  in  under  the 
new  law! — A.  When  the  act  of  June  27,  isOO,  was  passed  it  was  neces- 
sary that  regulations  should  be  adopted  in  the  office  for  the  enforcement 
of  that  law.  These  regulations  could  be  adopted  only  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  fhe  Interior.  After  a  very  careful  consideratiou  ot 
the  whole  question,  Order  Ko.  162  (I  think  it  U"^  ^«ij&  ^o^\i^\  ^s^^^^^^ 
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of  the  provisions  of  that  regulation  is  that  evidence  in  the  old-law  case 
should  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  new-law  cases,  llei  t 
provides  that,  if  the  old-law  case  is  proven,  that  case  shall  be  allowd 
and,  if  it  carries  $12  a  month,  that  disposes  of  the  new-law  cage  aodi 
is  rejected.  If  the  old-law  case  carries  less  than  $12  a  month  and  it  i* 
proven,  then  the  new-law  case  may  be  taken  up.  But  if  the  oldlavo* 
IS  not  proven,  and  if  the  evidence,  when  taken  in  connection  with  tk 
new-law  case,  proves  the  new-la^  case  then  the  new-law  case  amplys 
admitted,  ana  the  other  stands  to  be  taken  up  on  motion,  onsaeievv 
j  dence  as  the  claimant  files. 

Q.  Then  you  would  admit  two  cases,  where  they  are  both  provwi^ 
stead  of  rejecting  one  of  themt — A.  A  man  may  have  a  present  disjbJ 
i^  that  will  entitle  him  to  $12  a  month,  and  that  disability  may  not  i 
have  been  incurred  in  the  service.  He  may,  for  instance,  have  lost  i 
leg  after  he  left  the  service  and  that  disability  would  aUow  him  11^  i 
month  under  the  new  law.  Now,  he  may  have  ha^  some  disabilitytlaJ 
originated  in  the  service,  and  that  entitled  him  to  $6  a  month.  1^ 
claim,  under  the  old  law,  may  have  been  filed  five  years.  It  wooldl# 
all  wrong  to  say  that  he  could  not  have  the  old-law  claim  allowed  if  bj 
proved  it,  although  if  the  two  were  proven  together  he  would  bee^ 
titled  to  a  short  certificate  under  the  old  law  running"  to  the  date  of  tk 
filing  of  that  claim,  and  a  certificate  under  the  new  law  running  from^ 
date  of  filing  the  second  claim.  This  latter  would  give  him  say  1^  > 
month,  and  payment  of  that  certificate  would  have  to  be  taken  upbyti« 
pension  agent,  and  would  afterwards  run  along  as  a  $12-a-month  os 
tificate. 

Q.  You  cite  a  case  where  a  man  is  entitled  to  a  pension  of  $12  uDdff 
the  old  law,  and  you  state  that  now  you  abjudicate  it  both  under  ^ 
old  law  and  the  new  t — A.  No ;  I  stated  the  reverse  of  that.  I  say  tiwt 
if  a  second  claim  was  pending,  and  it  was  found  that  the  man  was  en- 
titled to  $12  a  month  under  the  old  law  we  would  admit  that  and  rejed 
the  new-law  case  because  he  would  get  no  benefit  from  it. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  you  called  Mr.  Sproesser  to  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  work,  did  you  have  the  requisite  number  of  8{>eeial  exam^ 
iners  on  duty  here;  or  can  you  call  anyone  you  please,  and  put  him® 
duty  in  the  District  of  Columbia  t — A.  I  called  him  here  on  that  8p^ 
cial  duty. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  that  a  public  duty? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  He  was  paid  out  of  the  public  treasury;  his  expenses  back  vA 
forth  and  his  per  diem  while  here? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  conduct,  or  help  to  conduct,  the  investigation  in  re^ri 
to  Maj.  Barker  when  certain  charges  were  brought  against  him  by  Mr. 
Donohue! — A.  The  exact  way  that  it  liappened  was  that  Gen.  Bussey 
came  over  to  my  oflSce 

Q.  I  think  that  we  have  got  that  story  pretty  fully  now.  I  want  to 
know  if  you  have  found  the  notes  of  that  examination  yetf — A.  ^o,  I 
have  not.  I  beg  your  pardon  that  1  have  not  looked  for  them,  bnt  I 
will  look  for  them.  I  hope  that  you  will  not  think  that  I  am  trying  to 
evade  any  of  these  matters,  because  I  am  not. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  you  to  produce  the  notes  of  the  examination 
conducted  by  you  and  Gen.  Bussey  in  relation  to  the  charges  filed  by 
Donohue  against  Barker. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  investigation  of  the  charges 
against  George  W.  Wayson,  who,  it  was  alleged,  had  been  charging 
difierent  persons  certain  sums  of  money  for  assignments  in  the  leU 

/ 

/ 
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^"^  when  he  was  chief  of  the  special  examiners'  division? — ^A.  He  was  as- 
'^  sistant  chief.    I  do  not  think  that  I  caused  an  investigation. 
^     Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  investigation! — ^A.  I  do 
^  'not  recall  it  now. 

*-     Q.  'Was  it  conducted  by  Gen.  Bussey  ! — ^A.  I  do  not  recall  as  to  that. 
'    I  think  it  occurred  in  this  way:  That  the  matter  was  submitted  to  liim, 
'and  that  he  made  his  reply,  instead  of  having  what  you  might  call  an 
■^  •  open  trial. 
^-     Mr.  Payson.  Submitted  by  Gen.  Bussey  t 

The  Witness.  No;  probably  submitted  by  Wayson.    I  should  like 
^  to  refresh  my  memory  about  it. 

The    committee  here  took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock,  and  when  the 
committee  reassembled  the  testimony  of  Green  B.  Kaum,  Commissioner 
<?  of  Pensions,  was  continued. 

Mr.  Enloe  put  in  evidence  Order  No.  162  in  regard  to  the  adjudication 
^   of  claims  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  as  follows: 

[Order  No.  162.] 
DXPARTMKNT  OF  THE  InTERIOS,  BUREAU  OF  PENSIONS, 

Washington,  i>.  C,  September  £6,  1890. 

For  the  purpose  of  Becturine  the  prompt  adjadication  of  claims  filed  under  the  act 
'     of  June  27^  1£^,  it  is  ordered  as  follows : 

1.  That  lu  atl  original  invalid  claims  where  the  claimant,  under  the  act  of  June  27, 
1890,  has  a  claim  under  previous  laws  granting  pensions  for  service  in  the  Army  or 

;    Navy  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  war  of  the  rebellion,  whether  upon  the 

'  pending  or  rejected  files,  the  proois  in  that  claim  shall  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  new  claim;  and  where  the  proofs  in  the  old  claim  and  a  medical  examina- 

,  tion  had  within  two  years  previous  to  the  filing  of  the  new  claim,  established  the 
facts  of  an  honorable  discharge  after  ninety  days'  service,  and  of  the  existence  of  a 
disability  of  a  permanent  character  not  the  result  of  vicious  habits,  and  which  in- 
capacitates the  claimant  from  the  performance  of  manual  labor  in  such  a  degree  as  to 

;  render  him  unable  to  earn  a  support,  the  new  claim  shall  be  adjudicated  upon  the 
proofs  on  file.  But  in  all  cases  where  the  new  declaration  claims  for  disabilitiea 
which  are  not  set  forth  in  the  original  claim  a  medical  examination  shaU  be  ordered 
where  the  interests  of  the  claimant  seem  to  require  it,  or  where  such  examination  is 
requested  by  the  claimant. 

2.  That  in  aU  ori^al  widows'  cases  when  the  claimant,  under  the  act  of  June  27, 
1890,  has  a  claim  filed  under  previous  laws,  whether  upon  the  pending  or  rejected 
files,  the  proof  in  that  claim  shall  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  new  appli- 
cation.   The  points  necessary  to  establish  are  the  following : 

First.  An  honorable  discharge  of  a  soldier  after  ninety  days'  service. 

Setxmd.  The  death  of  the  soldier. 

Third.  The  marriage  of  the  claimant  with  the  deceased  soldier  prior  to  June  27, 1890. 

Fourth.  The  names  and  dates  of  the  births  of  any  surving  children  of  the  soldier 
under  sixteen  years  of  age. 

Fifth,  That  the  claimant  has  not  remarried. 

Sixth.  That  the  claimant  is  without  other  means  of  support  than  her  daily  labor. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  claim,  if  the  evidence  is  found  to  be  insufficient,  a  call 
will  be  made  upon  the  claimant  for  all  the  evidence  necessary  to  complete  the  claim. 
Claimants  should  supply  such  evidence  as  they  may  know  to  be  wanting  in  advance 
of  any  call  for  the  same. 

8.  In  claims  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  where  a  claimant  applies  for  a  pension 
under  said  act  for  disability  of  a  permanent  character,  for  which  he  is  already  pen- 
sioned at  a  rate  less  than  $12  per  month,  under  the  laws  granting  pensions  to  soldiers 
or  sailors  6f  the  United  States  who  served  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion,  and  it 
shaU  appear  from  the  proofs  on  file  that  he  ser\'ed  for  ninety  days  and  was  honorably 
discharged,  a  medical  examination  shall  be  ordered  to  determine  to  what  degree  his 
disabilities  incapacitate  the  claimant  from  earning  a  support  by  manual  labor,  and 
the  claim  shall  be  adjudicated  thereupon. 

4.  In  claims  filed  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  where  it  appears  that  the  claimant 
is  a  pensioner  at  a  less  rate  than  $12  per  mouth  under  previous  laws  granting  pensions 
to  soldiers  oi  sailors  of  the  United  States  who  served  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion, 
the  evidence  filed  in  his  admitted  claim  shall  be  considered  in  couu^qWc^m  ^SXX^  Vi& 
new  claim,  and  if  it  shaU  appear  from  the  declaration.  ^uOi  ^xool^  q*^  ^^  "os^^  ^ 
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tates  him  from  the  performance  of  manual  labor  in  such  a  degree  as  to  render  1 
unable  to  earn  a  support. 

Medical  evidence  and  the  sworn  statements  of  neighbors  -will  be  considered  ir 
the  question  of  disability,  but  a  medical  examination  fv-iU  be  required  to  deten 
the  degree  of  disability  of  the  claimant.  An  order  for  examination  in  sach  e 
will  be  made  as  soon  as  the  claim  is  reached  in  its  order. 

The  facts  of  service  and  honorable  discharge  in  all  claims  under  the  act  of  J 
27,  1890,  must  be  shown  by  reports  from  the  records  of  the  War  Department^  wl 
will  be  called  for  by  the  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

6.  The  cases  of  dependent  parents  under  the  act  of  Jime  27,  1890,  reqniie  p 
that  the  soldier's  death  was  due  to  his  service  without  reference  to  the  l^igtli  of  i 
service,  that  he  left  no  widow  or  minor  children,  and  that  such  parent  or  paronti 
without  other  present  means  of  support  than  their  own  manual  labor  or  the  eoi 
butions  of  others  not  legally  bound  for  their  support, 

7.  Claims  filed  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  shall  be  taken  up  fot  adjndica 
in  their  regular  order,  and  all  necessary  action  had  so  that  they  shall  be  dispoK 
without  delay. 

Grken  B.  Rai'm, 

Approved : 

John  W.  Noble, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

(Recorded  on  page  55,  vol.  3,  of  the  Orders  and  Rnlings  of  the  Commission 
Pensions.) 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  When  tlie  claims  under  the  general  law  were  taken  out  of 
hands  of  the  special  examiners  in  the  field  and  returned  to  the  oi 
so  that  they  might  be  considered  under  the  act  of  June  27,  1890,  n 
was  done  with  those  claims;  were  they  returned  to  the  file^f — ^A.  1 
they  were  returned  to  the  files,  and  the  new-law  cases  were  strappo 
them. 

Q.  When  do  you  contemplate  putting  the  force  to  work  on  tl 
cases  again! — A.  We  have  sent  a  good  many  of  them  into  the  field 

Q.  Those  that  were  called  in  have  been  sent  out  again  f — ^A.  I  do 
sflv  that  all  of  th^m  have  been   sent  out  affain.     Of  ojnnrsm  T  o*in 
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Q.  And  when  it  goos  out  again  the  next  examiner  take»  U  up  where 
the  other  left  itt — A.  Yes.  Some  additional  evidence  may  Lave  been 
brought  into  the  case  while  it  was  in  the  office.  Of  course  a  claimant 
has  a  right  to  do  that  if  he  chooses. 

Q.  Did  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  and  of  the  funds  in  your  hands 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  policy  pursued  in  regard  to  these  claims  f — 
A.  Kot  a  bit. 

Q.  Did  you  not  very  materially  reduce  the  number  of  certificates 
issued  just  prior  to  the  time  you  turned  this  money  in;  for  a  month 
or  two  preceding  was  there  not  a  much  smaller  number  of  certificates 
issued  t — ^A.  I  can  not  tell  you  the  number  of  certificates  issued  during 
April,  May,  and  June  without  looking  at  the  record;  but  my  recollec- 
tion is  that  we  issued  a  good  many  during  those  months. 

Q.  Was  not  the  number  smaller  than  in  the  corresponding  months 
of  the  preceding  yeart — ^A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  '^at  was  in  18911 — A.  Yes;  last  year. 

Q.  How  did  the  number  correspond  with  the  three  months  preced- 
ingt — ^A.  I  can  not  tell  you  that.  I  will  say  this,  however,  tbat  I 
pushed  the  office  with  all  my  might,  with  a  view  to  using  all  of  the  ap- 
propriation that  could  be  used.  I  saw  that  there  would  be  a  sum  left 
over,  and  my  aim  was  to  use  all  that  could  be  used.  I  wiil  state,  for 
the  information  of  the  committee,  that  Secretary  Bussey  came  to  my 
office  (I  can  not  state  the  exact  time,  but  it  was  within  two  or  three 
months  of  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year)  and  stated  that  in  his  opinion  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  office  to  do  all  it  could  iu  adjudicating  chtims,  so  as 
to  use  such  an  amount  of  the  appropriation  as  it  would  be  possible  to 
use. 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  the  fact  that  some  months  there  is  an  im- 
mense pressure  to  push  work  out  of  the  office,  while  in  other  months 
there  seems  to  be  a  loss  of  energy  or  eflTort  to  get  cases  out! — A.  It  is 
not  the  case,  in  point  of  fact,  that  there  is  a  loss  of  energy.  Sometimes 
something  may  occur.  For  example,  in  November  last  I  issued  an 
order  (on  the  17th  of  November)  in  regard  to  making  calls  for  further 
information;  and  that  required  a  great  many  cases  to  be  sent  out  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  the  work  well  up  io  the  board  of  review.  I 
tldnk  they  had  accumidated  28,000  cases  in  the  board  of  review,  and  I 
detailed  56  additional  persons  there  to  assist  in  the  examination  of 
those  cases  under  that  rule. 

Q.  When  you  require  a  soldier  to  file  his  military  record  (which,  of 
course,  includes  his  hospital  record)  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  that 
evidence  goes  to  the  files  of  the  Pension  Office,  does  it  not,  showing  the 
complete  military  and  hospital  record  of  the  seedier? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  we 
try  to  have  that.  The  clerk  in  the  office  under  whose  supervision  this 
record  passes  can  ascertain  exactly  what  sort  of  a  military  record  the 
man  has,  and  what  advantage  he  would  have  in  applying  for  a  pension 
under  the  old  law. 

Q.  You  mean  if  he  had  not  applied  under  theold  law  before? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Would  not  this  enable  a  pension  attorney  in  the  city  to  know  ex- 
actly what  persons  were  entitled  to  get  pensions  under  the  law  of  1890, 
so  that  he  could  get  them  to  employ  him  to  procure  pensions  under  the 
general  lawt — ^A.  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  if  a  pension  attorney 
could  become  possessed  of  all  the  information  that  is  in  the  War  De- 
partment in  relation  to  soldiers,  and  in  the  Pension  Office  iu  relation  to 
soldiers,  it  would  be  of  value  to  him.    He  could  use  it  iu  his  business. 

Q.  Have  you  any  way  to  prevent  that  knowledge  fi:o\s^  ^^\Xa\\^  wi\»M 
the  clerks  make  a  note  of  it  and  furuisVx  iti — A.,  '5.\i^x<b  v^  \^<^  ^^  ^Cs^a^ 
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I  know  of  by  which  yoa  can  prevent  a  bad  maji  firom  makmg  notosd 
cases  that  go  over  bis  desk.  I  think  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  pif 
vent  that. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  such  information  is  fdniM 
to  pension  attorneys  in  this  city  to  a  very  considerable  extent  bm 
your  office  t — A.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  much  of  that  dona  Tbet 
may  be.  I  have  had  my  attention  called  by  two  or  three  attomeysto 
the  fact  that  persons  have  suggested  to  them  that  they  could  fomk 
them  information. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  undertake  to  find  out  who  they  were,  who  wen  pn^ 

r>8ing  to  furnish  this  information  t — ^A.  I  did,  in  a  quite  notable  Gise 
can  not  give  you  the  details  now,  but  I  will  get  them  if  yoa  desiie 
The  manager  of  the  ^^  Examining  Biu'eau  of  Claims  "  in  this  city  broagkt 
to  my  attention  a  matter  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Did  you  cause  it  to  be  investigated t — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  State  what  the  result  of  the  investigation  wast — ^A.  I  will  ban 
to  get  the  papers. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  of  it;  did  you  find  the  charge  to  be  true!- 
A.  We  found  a  man  who  proposed  to  these  parties  to  furnish  ttea 
information.    He  was  not  at  all  connected  with  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  He  was  on  the  outside ♦ — ^A.  He  was  on  the  outside. 

Q.  You  did  not  get  hold  of  anyone  on  the  inside  of  the  officet— A. 
No;  we  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  get  beyond  this  mant — ^A.  We  did  not  get  beyond  him. 

Q.  This  man,  La  Tourette,  who  seems  to  have  figured  as  a  money- 
lender in  the  Pension  Office,  have  you  any  personal  acquaintance  wi& 
him? — A.  I  saw  him  once.  I  may  have  seen  him  more,  but  I  only  s»w 
him  once  to  know  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  loans  or  has  loaned  money  to  the 
chief  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea  in 
the  world. 

Q.  Would  it  be  proper  for  the  chief  clerk,  who  has  the  regulation  of 

admissions  to  the  office,  to  borrow  money  firom  a  money-lender  and  in 

i  that  way  give  him  the  privilege  to  go  through  the  ofi&ce? — ^A.  You  pot 

I  things  together  very  considerably. 

II  Q.  Youcananswerthatquestion'^yes"or"no.''    Would  it  be  proper! 
I                      The  Witness.  For  the  chief  clerk  to  borrow  money  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes;  and  for  him  to  give  the  privilege  to  the  money- 
lender to  go  through  the  office  and  lend  money  t 
tj  The  Witness.  I  should  say  not,  but  I  have.no  knowledge  whatever 

t(  on  the  subject. 

Q.  You  never  borrowed  money  yourself  from  Mr.  La  Tourette!— A. 
If  ever  a  cent  in  the  world. 


•I 

I  Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  son  has  borrowed  any  money  firom 

i  himt — ^A.  I  do  not  know,  indeed. 

^  Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  proper  for  him  to  be  borrowing  money 

from  La  Tourette  and  giving  him  admission  to  the  office  f — A.  1  certiiinly 

would  not  have  approved  any  such  thing  as  that. 

ij  Q.  How  does  it  happen  that  the  claims  of  those  who  have  relatives 

*|  or  friends  in  Congress  and  in  the  Departments  have  been  advanced 

1  and  allowed  in  preference  to  the  claims  of  those  who  have  no  Congres- 

i;  sional  or  official  influence! — A.  I  do  not  think  it  happens. 

|l  Q.  How  is  it  that  the  higher  officers  in  the  service,  members  of  Con- 

jj  gross  who  are  entitled  to  pensions,  post-masters,  men  who  wield  great 

ij  political  influence,  or  who  iill  prominent  positions,  can  get  their  claims 

f  allowed  so  readily^  w'V^'ft  ^  ^xvv^l^  ^iS^^^'^^  ^\ka  <^\ssD^dis:ci^  laa  ^Uticd 
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inflaence  finds  that  his  claim  lies  here  for  years  t  Can  you  explain 
tliat? — ^A.  I  simply  explain  it  by  saying  that  political  inflaence  is  not 
exerted  directly  on  the  Pension  Office.  A  member  of  Congress  who  hap- 
pens to  be  a  claimant  for  a  pension  has  not  his  pension  allowed  any  more 
quickly  than  anyone  else.  For  example,  if  yon  have  had  the  honor  of 
serving  in  the  Army  (I  do  not  know  whether  yon  have  or  not)  and  had 
been  wounded  or  disabled,  and  had  put  in  a  pension  claim,  I  should 
not  take  that  claim  up  and  hurry  it  through  simply  because  you  were 
a  member  of  Congress,  nor  would  I  do  that  for  any  other  person. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  that  such  classes  of  people  as  I  have  enumerated 
do  not  get  their  cases  considered  any  earlier  than  other  claimants? — ^A. 
I  will  answer  that  by  making  a  complete  explanation  of  this  business. 
Ton  will  understand  that  when  a  claim  is  filed  it  is  jacketed  in  the 
record  division  and  finally  reaches  a  place  in  the  files  of  the  adjudi- 
cating division.  If  an  applicant  is  thoroughly  posted  in  regard  to  the 
requirements  of  proving  up  his  pension  claim  he  may  file  all  the  evi- 
dence to  prove  his  claim  at  the  time  he  files  the  declaration,  so  that 
there  need  be  no  delay  in  making  calls  on  him  in  regard  to  the  cause 
of  his  disability  and  its  continuance,  etc.  There  would  only  remain 
simply  the  call  on  the  War  Department  lor  his  military  record,  and  its 
examination,  so  that  when  the  case  would  be  reached  in  its  order  of 
consideration  it  would  be  taken  up  and  adjudicated  without  the  long 
delay  of  having  call  after  eaU  made  and  without  the  long  delay  in  get- 
ting the  testimony. 

Mr.  Payson.  The  question  presupposes  that  a  man  of  influence  gets 
liis  case  through  quicker  than  a  poor  man.    Is  that  the  caisef 

The  Witness.  I  have  answered  the  question  by  saying  that  they  do 
not.    But  I  showed  that  a  man  may  if  he  has  influence 

Mr.  Payson.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  question  is  whether  a 
Congressman  gets  his  pension  through  quicker  than  a  private  citi- 
zen!— ^A.  I  say  that  he  does  not. 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  You  say  that  he  does  not  enjoy  any  advantage  in  the  adjudication 
of  his  pension  claim  on  account  of  his  x)08ition  over  a  private  soldier 
and  over  a  man  without  influence! — A.  No,  sir;  except  as  I  have  men- 
tioned, his  ability  to  present  it  better. 

Q.  Uis  political  influence  is  not  of  any  value  to  him! — A.  Kot  in  hav- 
ing his  case  taken  up  out  of  the  regular  order.  A  member  of  Congress 
occupies  a  position  somewhat  superior  to  any  other  citizen  because  of 
the  courtesy  extended  to  him  in  calling  up  cases.  If  a  member  of  Con- 
gress has  a  claim  pending  in  the  Pension  Office  we  give  him  the  right 
tx)  go  and  look  at  it  and  see  whether  there  is  any  necessity  for  ftirther 
evidence;  and  as  soon  as  the  evidence  is  all  in  he  may  give  notice  that 
it  is  completed^  and  when  it  is  reached  it  will  be  disposed  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  getting  rating  of  from  $2  to  $4  a  month 
when  they  have  x>olitical  influence  to  back  them! — A.  I  do  not  follow 
up  every  prominent  man.  I  know  that  some  of  them  are  drawing  pen- 
sion for  service  in  the  Mexican  war  and  some  for  service  in  the  late  war. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  of  how  many  pensioners  there  are  getting  $2 
a  month,  and  how  many  thete  are  getting  $4  and  $8  a  month,  and  is  it 
not  the  rule  that  the  great  majority  of  i)en8ioners  are  getting  $2,  $4,  $8, 
and  $10  a  month  !— A.  There  were  on  the  30th  of  June  last  about  287,000 
receivers  of  $2,  $4,  $6,  $8,  and  *10  per  month. 

Q.  What  is  the  average  pension  of  commissioned  officers! — A.  T\s.^ 
new  law  makes  no  distinction  between  comrnVmou*^  oS^'^i^t^  «a^^  \?c^- 
vates. 
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Q.  Ton  mean  the  act  of  June  27, 1890 1 — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  is  it  under  the  general  lawt — A.  I  would  have  to  look  tttk 
ratea    They  are  fixed  by  statute. 

Q.  It  depends  somewhat  on  the  rating  given  by  the  medical  bowl 
as  to  the  amount  of  disability,  etc! — ^A.  Yes.  If  the  question  is  not  i 
matter  ot  rank,  then  the  amount  of  pension  depends  on  the  ratmgfiied 
by  a  medical  examination. 

Q.  Officers  of  the  same  rank  may  draw  different  pensions  on  aosoimt 
of  difference  in  disability,  may  they  not? — A.  That  is  a  question  of  law, 
of  course.  There  are  specific  rates  fixed  by  statute  for  disabihties,  iod 
then  there  are  rates  for  rank. 

Q.  Since  the  act  of  June  27, 1890  (where  the  maximum  rate,  IbelkTt 
is  $12  a  month)  is  it  not  the  piolicy  of  the  office  to  put  as  much  force  u 
I>ossible  to  the  claims  under  that  act,  and  not  to  consider  applications 
for  increase!  Has  not  the  force  in  the  office  been  devoted  prindpaDj 
to  putting  men  on  the  roll,  and  have  not  applications  for  increase  bees 
neglected  t — A.  They  have  not  been  neglected.  I  have  divided  the 
force  in  the  different  divisions  so  that  the  original  invalid  claims  will 
have  a  larger  force  than  any  of  the  other  classes  of  cases,  and  that  the 
"widows'  original  claims'' shall  have  a  good  force,  and  then  that* 
force  smaller  than  that  shall  be  put  on  "increase  and  additional- 
disabiUty  claims." 

Q.  You  deny,  then,  that  it  is  the  i)olicy  of  the  ofi&ce  to  relegate  the 
increase  cases,  and  to  proceed  under  the  act  of  1890  f  You  deny  t^at 
this  is  being  donef — A.  I  deny  nothing.  I  am  just  stating  the  feet, 
that  I  have  a  larger  force  on  original  work  than  I  have  on  increase 
work;  and  I  think  it  proper  and  just  that  I  should  have.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  it  is  proper  or  good  x>olicy  to  grind  over  the  same  case  per- 
X)etually.  There  is  a  large  number  of  persons  with  original  claims,  and 
I  say  that  we  should  try  to  put  the  largest  amount  of  work  on  those 
original  claims,  and  I  am  doing  that. 

Q*  Is  it  not  the  result  of  that  that  you  are  getting  a  large  number  of 
persons  on  the  pension  rolls  at  a  nominal  rate,  and  that  those  men  who 
have  had  claims  pending  for  years  under  the  general  law  are  left  to 
await  the  convenience  of  the  office? — ^A.  We  are  doing  our  best  to  take 
up  and  dispose  of  all  completed  cases.  The  completed  cases  are  ar- 
ranged in  three  separate  classes,  "original  invalid,''  "  widows'  claims," 
and  "increase  and  new  disability  claims,"  and  they  are  taken  up  in  the 
order  of  their  completion. 

Mr.  Payson.  And  you  have  a  force  at  work  on  each  class! 

The  Witness.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Does  your  rei)ort  show  how  many  "increase"  cases  are  received 
and  acted  on  favorably  and  how  many  rejected? — A.  I  think  so.  I 
think  the  report  shows  that. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  it  does  show  about  itt — A.  I  made  up  a 
statement  for  the  year,  a  few  weeks  ago,  showing,  the  number  of  cases 
allowed  during  the  last  calendar  year.  It  was  74,000  "increase"  claims, 
I  think. 

Q.  I  have  before  me  a  publication  which  you  sent  out  giving  the 
number  and  class  of  cases  allowed  by  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  during 
the  eight  months  jfrom  July  1, 1891,  to  February  29, 1892,  inclusive.  I 
find  in  it  that  the  "invalid  increase"  cases  are  22,325,  the  "widows' 
increase"  cases  4,  the  "  Navy  invalid  increase"  cases  321,  and  the  "in- 
valid increase  case^  {or  oVOl  v^^^^  '^\. 
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The  Witness.  And  the  "invalid  originaP'  cases  for  old  wars  are 
only  1. 

Mr.  EnLoe.  Under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890,  the  "original  invalid" 
cases  for  old  wars  is  1,  while  the  "invalid  increase"  is  aUttle  less  than 
23^  (22,325). 

The  Witness.  I  beg  your  pardon.  Kyou  take  the  second  item  under 
the  act  of  June  27, 1890  ("invalid  additionaP),  there  were  19,091  cases. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  does  "invalid  additional"  meant 

The  Witness.  It  means  where  a  man  has  a  certificate  under  the  old 
law  and  applies  again  under  the  new  law.  We  have  allowed  19,091  of 
such  cases,  and  that  number,  added  to  the  22,325  "  invalid  increase " 
cases,  will  give  you  about  42,000  cases  allowed  in  the  eight  months. 
The  invalid  original  causes  allowed  number  12,488. 

Q.  Why  do  you  designate  this  class  under  the  new  act  as  "  invalid 
additional"  instead  of  "invalid  increase"  as  you  designated  it  under 
the  old  act. — ^A.  That  word  was  coined  so  as  to  distinguish  bet>/een  a 
case  that  is  increased  under  the  old  law,  and  one  that  is  increased 
under  the  new  law.  I  coined  that  word.  That  is,  I  put  that  word  in, 
so  as  to  designate  the  class  and  to  show  that  here  is  an  "  invalid  addi- 
tional" x)ension,  that  is,  a  pension  which  was  granted  under  the  old 
law  and  is  increased  under  the  new  law. 

Q.  These  are  cases,  then,  of  that  character  where,  under  the  old  law, 
the  rating  had  be^n  lower  than  $12  a  month t — A.  Tes. 

Q,  And  where  you  disregard  their  former  rating  and  give  them  the 
maximum  rating  under  the  new  law  t — A.  I  do  not  say  that  I  give  them 
the  maximum  rating.  I  give  them  an  increased  pension  over  what  they 
had  under  the  old  law. 

Q.  Was  that  done  after  an  examination t — A.  It  depends  altogether 
on  whether  it  comes  in  under  the  provisions  of  this  regulation :  "  Where 
the  proofs  in  the  old  claim,  and  a  medical  examination  had  within  two 
years  previous  to  the  filing  of  a  new  claim,  establish  the  facts  of  an 
honorable  discharge  after  ninety  days'  service,  etc.,"  then  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  have  an  examination. 

Q.  It  is  adjudicated  under  the  act  of  June  27, 1890t— A.  Yes,  sir; 
where  a  man  files  under  that  law,  not  a  man  who  has  a  pension  under 
the  old  l^w. 

Q.  On  application  under  that  act  where  there  has  been  a  pen- 
sion previously  granted,  but  where  it  appeared  from  the  evidence  it 
was  not  necessary  to  have  another  examination? — A.  Not  all  of  them; 
some  of  them  are  medical  examinations,  and  some  of  them  just  as  they 
come  under  this  order  !No.  162. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Is  that  in  evidence  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Kow,  it  is  alleged  that  the  class  of  people  who  get  the  low  ratings 
and  the  low  pensions  are  not  the  of&cial  class  and  political  class,  but 
those  without  influence  or  wealth.  You  think  that  is  a  fact? — ^A.  I 
think  not,  sir.  There  is  no  foundation  for  that  to  my  knowledge.  I 
don't  think  that  can  be  shown  by  any  person  in  the  world.  The  con- 
dition of  a  man  in  society  is  not  considered;  it  is  not  required  to  be 
shown.  Of  course  there  are  a  great  many  people  whose  claims,  or  a 
few  at  least,  whose  claims  are  made  special,  and  they  are  where  the 
evidence  shows  that  they  are  very  poor,  and  that  would  of  course  dis- 
close the  fact  that  they  were  in  indigent  circumstances,  probably  not 
very  influential  persons,  but  nothing  outside  of  these  <^ai&^'@k^X^2^^<^i^S^i^ 
indicate  a  man's  standing. 
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Q.  Ha«  tliere  ever  been  any  complaints  made  to  you  tliat  tlie  medical 
boards  throughout  the  country  were  in  the  babit  of  making  discrim- 
inations in  favor  of  those  who  were  their  regular  patients  as  against 
those  who  were  not? — A.  There  have  been  complaints  of  various  kinds 

ill  come  to  the  office — you  understand  that  would   be  natural — and  when- 

ever a  complaint  assumed  a  definite  form  that  would  indicate  an  abnse, 

-  I  always  have  it  examined.    I  think  I  have  had  some  such  complaini 

II  as  that,  but  I  don't  know  as  I  have  ever  been  able  to  fix  that  upoD  any- 
one. 

Q.  Have  you  had  complaints  made  to  you  that  there  was  a  discrim- 
ination made  between  persons  whose  relative  conditiou  was  the  same, 
because  some  were  Democrats  and  some  Republicans  f — ^A.  I  have  neva 
had  any  well-founded  charge  of  that  kind  made.  Of  course  there  are 
letters  received  at  the  office  from  time  to  time  complaining  of  almost 
i  I  everything  you  can  mention  in  the  catalogue  of  events. 

II I  Q.  Any  of  the  third-party  applicants  claim  that  they  were  discrimi- 
nated against! — A.  Their  api)earance  above  the  political  horizon  has 
been  so  very  short  that  I  think  they  have  not  made  a  record  upon  that 
sutnect. 

Q.  I  met  a  man  here  the  other  day  who  made  the  complaint  that  he 
could  not  get  a  pension  at  your  office  because  he  was  a  Green  backer!— 
A.  Is  that  so! 

Q.  Did  you  ever  refuse  to  give  a  man  a  pension  because  he  was  ft 
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Greenbacker  ! — A .  No,  sir.  I  hope  you  are  not  serious  in  that,  Mr.  Enloe. 
A  man  acquainted  with  the  office  could  not  say  such  a  thiu^.     We  don't 
know  the  politics  of  these  people. 
|i  Q.  Would  it  be  possible  that  such  discrimination  might  be  made  by 

A  a  medical  board  in  the  ratings,  so  as  to  aflect  the  ratings  f     If  a  medical 

f  board  is  prejudiced  against  a  man  and  on  that  accoimt  makes  a  low 

rating  for  him,  then  wouldn't  the  man  be  affected  by  that  T — A,  Yes,  sir; 
and  if  a  thing  of  that  kind  occurs  and  a  man  makes  a  serious  complaint 
about  it,  I  have  the  matter  examined  into  and  I  would  not  hesitate  to 
send  him  to  another  board;  that  is  done  almost  every  day.  It  must  be 
expected  when  you  come  to  think  of  these  twelve  hundred  boards.  I 
saw  a  letter  on  my  desk  this  morning  from  a  man  who  said  he  did  not 
receive  justice  and  I  sent  him  to  another  board.    I  did  that  myself. 

Q.  Now,  I  find  here  in  the  record  a  matter  to  which  I  want  to  invite 
your  attention. — A.  I  hope  you  will  not  have  me  read  the  whole  of  it, 
if  made  this  session. 

Q.  This  is  very  brief.  In  his  remarks  in  the  House  on  the  6th  of 
March  last,  Mr.  Mansur,  of  Missouri,  spoke  of  a  visit  to  the  Pension  Of- 
fice and  a  conversation  with  you,  in  the  presence  of  Mr,  Dickerson,  of 
Kentucky,  in  which  you  used  this  expression : 

Almost  immediately  after  I  got  there  Mr.  Dickersou  asked  him  as  to  amount  thai 
would  be  necessary,  in  his  judgment,  for  this  year's  purposes,  and  the  general  stated 
that  he  did  not  need  any  more  money  this  year  to  run  the  Pension  Department  than 
it  had  last  3'ear ;  that  the  same  sum  or  a  smaller  amount;  perhaps,  or  about  the  same 
amount  would  be  ample;  in  other  words^  that  there  -would  be  no  increase.  In  re- 
sjiect  to  this  I  expressed  my  surprise,  in  view  of  the  large  number  of  names  added  to 
the  rolls ;  and  the  general,  thereupon,  went  on  te  make  a  statement,  the  exact  facts 
of  which  I  do  not  feel  I  can  trust  myself  from  memory,  in  justice  to  him,  to  undertake 
to  repeat.  He  told  about  the  average  small  pensions  and  the  holding  back  of  large 
amounts,  etc.,  and  that  they  were  doing  the  work  of  putting  men  on  the  rolls  under 
the  new  law,  and  were  not  paying  back  claims  m  large  amounts,  and  other 
matters  of  that  kind  which  I  would  not  undertake  to  state  succinctly  and  definitely, 
in  justice  to  him.  But  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  to  the  House  that  ho  was  very 
emphatic  and  reiterated  more  than  once  in  reply  to  SSir.  Dickerson  that  the  Depart- 
ment would  not  need  a  larger  amount  this  year  than  had  been  appropriated  in  th# 
previous  year.    1  have  no  ueaxXshWoTi  Vxv  ^\,«*x\xi^  >i\iax  IaaV 
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Q.  Did  you  have  such  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Mansur  and  Mr.  Dick- 
erson  ? — A.  I  had  a  conversation  upon  that  subject,  those  two  gentle- 
men being  present;  probably  Mr.  Mansur  misunderstood  my  statement, 
or  the  purport  of  it.  I  aimed  to  convey  the  idea — and  I  think  I  stated 
it  quite  clearly  to  them,  but  he  undoubtedly  misunderstood  me — that 
we  would  need  no  more  than  was  estimated  for,  one  hundred  and  forty- 
four  million  and  some  odd  thousand  dollars;  as  I  understood  from  Mr. 
Dickerson  he  was  laboring  under  the  impression  that  we  would  need 
more  than  that,  and  he  had  a  lot  of  figures  in  his  hand  on  a  piece  of 
paper  that  justified  him  in  the  belief  that  we  would  need  a  very  much 
larger  sum,  but  I  stated  to  him  that  the  average  first  payments  had 
been  dropping  off  very  rapidly,  as  he  would  seeby  my  monthly  reports, 
and  I  felt  satisfied  we  could  get  along  with  the  amount  estimated  for. 
I  don't  think  Mr.  Mansur  would  have  intentionally  misunderstood  me, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  I  would  not  intentionally  state  to  those  gen- 
tlemen that  we  would  not  need  any  more  next  year  than  this,  because 
I  know  we  will. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  in  that  conversation  about  the  small  aver-  , 
ages  of  the  pensions,  and  the  holding  back  of  large  amounts,  and  that 
you  were  doing  the  work  of  putting  more  men  on  the  rolls  under  the 
new  law,  and  not  paying  back  claims  in  large  amounts  t — ^A.  I  just  said 
this,  and  that  is  a  fact,  as  I  have  stated  in  official  reports,  that  the  al- 
lowance of  the  number  of  old  claims  during  the  last  two  years  and  up- 
wards has  been  gradually  growing  less;  there  is  a  gradual  reduction  of 
first-payment  cases.  I  state  very  frankly  to  this  committee  that  the 
number  of  old  claims  requiring  large  payments  are  not  very  many  now. 
They  are  coming  up  rarely. 

Q.  Are  you  holding  them  backt — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  say  in  that  conversation  that  you  were  holding  them 
backi — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  say  I  was  holding  them  back. 

Q.  Did  you  say  you  were  putting  the  men  to  work  under  the  new  law 
and  not  paying  back  payments  of  large  amounts  t — A.  That  is  one  way 
of  putting  it. 

Q.  Isn't  that  the  policy  of  the  office  since  the  act  of  June  27, 1890 1 — 
A.  The  condition  of  the  office  now  is  such  that  those  old  claims  carrying 
those  large  amounts  are  not  coming  up  so  frequently.  They  are  not 
held  back  because  the  claims  that  are  completed  are  put  upon  the  com- 
pleted files  and  taken  up  in  their  order  and  a  man  who  has  completed 
his  case  has  it  passed  to  the  completed  files.  When  they  go  on  with 
the  slips  on  the  back  of  them,  why,  the  man  who  draws  those  slips  out 
don't  know  what  kind  of  a  case  it  is  and  he  takes  out  the  case  and 
places  it  upon  the  examiner's  desk. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  explain  this  in  that  connection :  How  it  happened 
that  during  the  week  ending  January  9, 1892,  you  issued  only  2,051  pen- 
sion certificates  t — A.  I  don't  remember  how  many  were  issued  that 
week.  We  were  just  beginning — ^well,  we  were  under  the  influence 
then  of  that  order  of  November  17.  There  was  quite  a  falling  off  dur- 
ing the  two  months  succeeding  November  17,  although  I  increased 
the  force  in  the  board  of  review  65  persons. 

Q.  You  had  for  other  weeks  in  that  same  connection  issued  from 
4,000  to  6,000  and  above  that.  I  want  to  know  why  it  was  that  during 
that  week  there  didn't  seem  to  be  any  work  done  in  the  Pension  Of- 
fice t — ^A.  They  were  all  to  work  who  were  there. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  were  a  good  many  clerks  idle  and  out  of 
the  city  t — ^A.  Some  of  them  taking  their  leave,  but  that  la  cl^ax^^^xs:^ 
against  them. 
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Q.  Were  not  a  good  mauy  of  them  sitting  around  the  offices  telling 
anecdotes? — A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  allow  that. 

Q.  Were  they  not  idle  in  their  rooms  f — ^A.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  during  that  week  the  medical  board  didii^ 
have  more  than  one  or  two  case&  a  day  to  look  at  and  examine? — ^A.  I 
can't  tell  you  how  many  they  had.  As  I  told  you  a  while  ago  the  work 
there  for  two  months  was  not  as  much  as  I  would  like  to  have  had  it 
for  the  reason  I  have  mentioned;  a  good  many  cases  had  to  be  sentbaek 
for  additional  statements. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  why  2,051  cases  were  all  that  the  clerk3  conld  get 
out,  while  at  other  times  they  run  8,000  or  9,000  a  weekt — ^A.  They 
were  occupied  on  other  work  and  the  order  of  November  17  caused 
quite  a  number  of  cases  to  be  returned  from  the  board  of  review  to  the 
adjudicating  division  and  both  in  tuin  sent  out  for  additional  state- 
ments and  for  two  months  there  was  a  reduction  in  the  output  in  the 
office. 

Q.  Didn't  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  have  something  to  do  with 
it? — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all.  I  wish  to  answer  once  for  all  that  I  have 
never  felt  any  embarassment  at  all  in  regard  to  the  Treasury.  That 
Secretary  Foster  has  never  suggested  any  embarrassment  on  the  part 
of  the  public  Treasury  and  I  have  never  held  back  the  allowance  of  a 
single  pension  certificate  on  that  account  and  I  don't  intend  to.  IHie 
United  States  is  able  to  pay  these  pensioners  and  while  I  am  in  the 
office  1  am  going  to  issue  as  many  cases  as  possible  with  the  force  under 
my  direction. 

Q.  Did  it  have  anything  to  do  with  the  number  issued  just  at  that 
time  and  the  number  issued  just  preceding  election?  Did  the  election 
expedite  cases  through  the  office? — A.  I  tell  you  I  have  pushed  that 
forc^  up  to  what  I  consider  its  maximum  gait.  Last  year  I  issued  over 
two  hundred  and  fifty-one  thousand  certificates.  Gen.  Black  issued  cue 
hundred  and  thirteen  thousand  certificates  the  last  year  he  was  in  the 
office.  I  am  having  that  office  do  all  the  work  every  month  that  it  can 
do.  The  people  come  in  there  at  9  o'clock,  they  are  at  their  desks  and 
to  work :  they  have  a  half  hour  for  lunch  time  and  then  sit  until  4,  and 
chiefs  01  divisions  and  assistants  hold  them  to  their  work. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  that  it  was  a  matter  of  common  observation  in 
the  House  of  Congress  at  that  time  that  there  were  a  great  many  idle 
people  in  the  office  and  out  of  the  office,  away  from  their  work  f — A. 
There  were  certain  divisions  of  the  office,  for  instance  the  certificate 
division,  which  is  equipped  for  writing  twelve  hundred  certificates  a 
day,  that  didn't  have  that  mauy  certificates  to  write.  Mr.  Kelly,  the 
chief  of  that  division  came  to  me  and  said,  we  havn't  as  much  work  as 
we  can  do.  I  said,  Mr.  Kelly,  your  division  is  well  equipped ;  nearly 
all  the  certificate  writers  are  ladies  and  they  are  very  expert  at  that 
work,  and  I  said,  don't  disturb  yourself  at  all,  it  will  come  around. 

Q.  Was  the  medical  board  in  the  same  condition? — A.  They  didnt 
have  as  much  work  as  I  would  like  to  have  had.  Still  they  had  quite 
an  amount  of  work. 

Q.  Didn't  you  give  an  order  verbally  or  otherwise  to  the  members  of 
the  division  and  give  them  to  understand  that  they  must  slow  up  a 
little? — A.  I  did  not;  in  fact  I  was  distressed  because  we  were  not 
issuing  more  certificates. 

Q.  Did  the  President  call  your  attention  to  that  fact?— A.  !No,  sir,  lie 
did  not.    The  Secretary  did  though  and  I  told  him  how  it  was. 

Q.  The  Secretary  of  the  In  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  make  a  week 

report  to  him. 
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Q.  Don^t  your  weekly  rei)ort  show  that  there  has  been  a  steady  in- 
crease since  that  time? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  reason  is,  we  have  got  the 
work  so  well  in  hand  that  it  can  be  done.  I  will  state  that  I  pushed 
the  office  very  hard  until  we  got  twenty-eight  thousand  cases  in  the 
board  of  review  by  the  meeting  of  Congress.  My  idea  was  that  when 
Congress  met  there  would  be  a  great  many  Congressional  call  slips  sent 
in.  I  thought  if  I  got  a  great  many  cases  into  the  board  of  review,  I  would 
be  able  to  give  Congressmen  a  little  more  attention,  but  I  found  just 
before  the  meeting  of  Congress  a  condition  of  aflfairs  which  required  the 
order  of  ^November  17th  and  that  interfered  with  the  passage  of  that 
great  mass  of  cases  through  without  sending  some  back  and  to  aid  in 
that  work  I  sent  fifty-flve  more  men  to  the  board  of  review. 

Q.  Where  was  this  check;  in  the  board  of  ;reviewt — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  in 
the  board  of  review. 

Q.  Did  you  give  them  any  order  to  go  slow! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  sent  fifty- 
five  men  to  make  them  go  fast ;  gave  them  that  additional  rorce'for  their 
work. 

Q.  Are  the  cases  being  considered  much  more  difficult  than  those 
before  handled  by  the  board  t — ^A.  The  cases  under  the  June  act  which 
require  additional  statements  as  to  the  disability,  as  I  explained  to  you 
the  other  day,  and  which  I  don't  think  is  necessary  to  go  into  again. 

Q.  You  stated  then  that  you  did  not  order  the  board  to  be  exceed- 
ingly technical  and  send  back  for  proof  any  case  which  had  not  been 
done  before t — A.  I  stated  this:  that  where  the  application  set  up  one 
disability  and  the  medical  examination  showed  the  man  did  not  have 
that  disability,  but  had  another,  that  we  called  uik)u  him  to  show 
whether  that  was  a  disability  of  a  permanent  character  and  for  some 
explanation  of  its  character,  and  it  was  under  that  order  that  this 
slowing-up  occurred. 

Q.  You  could  ascertain  by  asking  him  whether  it  was  of  a  permaneut 
character,  but  before  pensioning  a  man  under  the  act  of  June,  1890, 
you  must  know  whether  his  disability  is  of  a  permanent  character  t — A. 
The  law  requires  that. 

Q.  Where  it  appeared  that  he  was  laboring  under  a  disability,  but 
not  of  a  permanent  character,  you  sent  it  back  to  find  out  if  it  was  of  a 
permanent  character? — ^A.  A  man  with,  I  think,  the  rheumatism,  put  in 
his  declaration  as  his  disability  and  upon  examination  by  the  medical 
board  it  was  found  he  had  instead  sore  eyes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  in  the  record. — ^A.  That  is  the  exact  case  I  had  in  mind,  and 
upon  a  careful  review  ux>on  that  subject,  it  was  thought  that  this  order 
ought  to  be  issued. 

Q.  What  does  the  medical  division  cost? — A.  One  hundred  and  fifty 
people  there. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  The  appropriation  bill  will  show  what  is  the  cost  of  it. — ^A.  Yes, 
sir;  with  the  exception  of  detailed  clerks  who  are  doctors.  I  can  give 
you  the  statement  of  that  if  you  want  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  All  right,  I  would  like  it. 

[Extract  from  Executive,  LegiBlative,  and  Jadlcial  bill,  for  jLear  ending  June  30, 1892.] 

Medical  referee,  three  thonsand  dollars;  assistant  medical  referee,  two  thousand 
two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars ;  two  qualified  surgeons,  who  shall  be  experts  in  their 
profession,  at  two  thousand  dollars  ^aoh ;  thirty-ei^ht  medical  examiners,  who  shall 
DO  surgeons  of  education,  skiU,  and  experience  in  their  profession^  aA>  o.^^'VX^^x^s^as^^ 
eight  hundred  dollars  eaoh. 
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i]  Q.  Are  tiey  required  to  have  any  actual  experience  before  they  be- 

come members  of  this  board? — A.  We  got   eighteen  of  those  men 
' ;  [  through  the  Civil  Service  Commission.    If  they  are  eligible  under  tlie 

civil-service  law  they  must  be  men  who  could  pass.     1  took  the  men 
who  were  presented  under  the  law.    They  were  graduated  men. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  it  is  a  fact  that  no  practical  experience  as  a  prac- 
ticing physician  is  required  to  sit  as  a  member  on  that  boardC-A. 
There! 
Q.  Yes,  sir;  there. 

Judge  Payson.  You  mean  in  the  Pension  Office? 
Mr.  Enlob.  Yes,  sir. 
A.  I  know  this:  We  have  got  on  that  board  some  very  distinguished 
'[  doctors. 

^  Q.  That  is  not  answering  my  question  at  all. — A.  'Well,  sir 

|;  Q.  Do  you  know  or  not  know? — ^A.  I  know  this,  Mr.  Enloe 

\;\  Q.  Tell  me  what  you  know  about  that 

(Question  read  by  reporter.) 

A.  The  members  of  the  medical  board  come  in  throngb  the  Civil 
t  Service  Commission.     They  are  required  to  take  the  medical  exam- 

ination. 
Q.  We  all  know  that.     Just  answer  the  question. — ^A.  Well,  air, 

when  the  names  came  there 

Q.  I  am  asking  if  you  know  that  is  a  fact  or  notf 
Judge  Payson.  The  law  fixes  how  they  shall  go  there. 
]\  Mr.  Enloe.  He  is  not  responsible  for  the  law,  and  be  can  answer  tbe 

[j  question. 

i*  A.  The  law  does  not  require  that  a  member  of  the  board  shall  hare 

LJ  any  medical  experience. 

\[  Q.  That  is  all  I  wanted  you  to  say. — ^A.  A  medical  exx>erienceof  any 

particular  length  of  time. 

Q.  Don't  the  law  require  that  a  man  who  is  a  member  of  an  examin- 
ing board  out  in  the  country  must  have  five  years'  experience? — ^A.  Tbe 
law  don't,  but  I  do.  I  made  a  higher  standard  of  a  medical  board  than 
the  law  does  after  I  went  into  the  Pension  OflBce.  But  we  are  given 
these  men  from  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  I  endeavored  to  dis- 
criminate the  other  day  and  rejected  three  cases.  I  did  not  think  their 
experience  was  sufficient  to  take  them  in. 

Q.  You  have  men  in  there  whom  you  have  accepted  who  have  had 
no  practical  experience? — A.  I  can't  tell  you  that. 

Q.  These  men  on  the  medical  board  are  acting  as  experts! — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  think  about  an  expert  passing  upon  tbe  opinion  of 
a  physician  of  practical  experience  who  makes  a  report  and  sends  it  in, 
and  here  is  an  expert  with  no  practical  experience  passing  an  opinion 
upon  that? — ^A.  That  would  be  very  bad  if  the  men  on  the  bojird  in  the 
Pension  Office  were  men  of  no  experience,  but  it  happens  that  a  lai^ 
body  of  those  men  are  men  of  exx>erience.  That  board  consists  of  more 
men  than  have  simply  come  through  the  Civil  Service  Conimission.  We 
got  eighteen  men  there  and  we  got  eighteen  men  before  and  we  had 
thirty  or  forty  men  who  were  clerks,  but  who  had  medical  knowledge 
and  experience,  and  they  are  assigned  to  duty. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  you  have  got  some  men  in  there  who,  so  far  as  prac- 
tical experience  goes,  wouldn't  know  the  difl'erence  between  a  case  of 
whooping  cough  and  measles? — A.  I  should  think  most  anyone  could 
tell  that. 
Q.  Could  they  distinguish  betv7^e,u  whooping  cough  and  the  croup? 
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Have  you  given  any  orders  to  the  medical  division  to  cut  down  the 
rates  of  the  medical  boards  throughout  the  country  to 'the  lowest  pos* 
sible  ratef — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  to  the  medical  referee! — ^A.  Ko,  sir;  he  has  no  authority  to 
do  it. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  such  practices  as  thatf — ^A.  No,  sir,  I  think 
not.  The  men  are  given  as  nearly  a  uniform  rating  as  possible;  that  is 
8o  to  all  pensioners  of  the  same  degree  of  disability. 

Q.  Suppose  this  board  of  experts  here  cuts  a  rating  below  what  it 
ought  to  be  according  to  the  evidence  that  appears  in  the  case,  and  he 
is  admitted  and  pensioned  at  a  lower  rate  than  he  ought  to  be,  isn't 
that  an  advantage  to  the  pension  attorney,  who  can  say  that  he  has 
not  been  well  treated  and  advise  him  to  apply  for  an  increase,  and  in 
that  way  gets  an  additional  fee? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  Congress  has  fixed 
that  fee  at  $2.  I  think  the  medical  board  of  the  Pension  Office  is  com- 
X>osed  of  very  conscientious  men. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  that  division  to  increase  the  ratings  of  a 
medical  board! — A.  Oh,  they  do  that. 

Q.  They  sometimes  increase  the  ratings! — A.  Yes,  sir;  sometimes 
increase  and  sometimes  reduce  them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  in  which  it  has  been  done! — A.  I  can 
find  you  a  case;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  instances  do  you  think  you  can  remember! — A.  I 
couldn't  tell  you  that.  I  have  issued  nearly  five  hundred  and  ninety 
thousand  certificates  since  I  have  been  there. 

Q.  How  would  you  know  when  they  increased  the  ratings  over  a 
local  board  if  you  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  the  case! — ^A.  I  am 
mousing  around  there  a  good  deal  and  try  and  keep  posted,  and  am  in 
consultation  with  Dr.  Ingram,  the  medical  referee,  and  his  assistant,  and 
try  and  keep  posted  as  to  the  work  of  those  divisions.  Of  course,  I 
can't  superintend  everything,  but  then  I  try  to  keep  a  general  run  of 
things  there,  and  I  think  I  do.    I  have  some  infiuence  with  them  all. 

Q.  Do  you  think  your  influence  over  Dr.  Ingram  and  his  understiind- 
ing  of  what  you  would  like  to  see  done  there  has  resulted  in  the  cutting 
down  of  rates  considerably  by  that  board! 

Judge  Payson.  I  object  to  that  question. 

(Question  read.) 

A,  In  the  first  place,  I  have  had  no  such  desire,  and  there  has  been 
no  such  understanding  between  us  and  it  has  not  been  done. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  percentage  of  increase  cases 
wnich  you  have  rejected  during  the  last  year! — ^A.  I  have  not  gone 
over  that  for  the  last  four  or  five  months,  but  up  to  December  30  I 
think  it  was  34J  i)er  cent. 

Q.  Haven't  you  got  that  now  up  to  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood 
of  80  per  cent! — ^A.  No,  sir.  Some  foolish  people,  who  did  not  know 
what  they  were  talking  about,  rushed  into  the  i)apers  and  said  some- 
thing of  that  kind,  but  there  was  nothing  in  it.  You  will  understand 
that  there  are  some  people  who  devote  their  whole  time  and  attention 
to  abusing  the  Pension  Office  and  misconstrue  everything  that  is  done 
there,  and  I  took  occasion  to  go  over  the  whole  business,  and  I  got  the 
figures  and  showed  them  what  it  was.  I  got  the  number  allowed  and 
the'  number  rejected  for  a  year,  and  it  was  34  or  32^  per  cent. 

Q.'  I  notice,  Mr.  Commissioner,  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  you  on  the  4th  of  March,  1892,  in  reference  to  the 
a^udication  of  cases  when  called  up  by  members  of  Congress  on  a^L-aXi. 
for  status.    Didn't  you  have  orders  sufficient  to  coNCt  \Xi"aX^\i^l^^<ik  '^^k:®* 
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letter  was  written,  to  cover  the  abuse  complained  of  in  your  letter  t» 
him  f — ^A.  Well,  I  should  say  that  the  arrangrement  in  the  office  had BOt 
been  such  as  to  enable  me  to  prevent  that  abuse.  The  feet  ia,  I  v» 
very  much  annoyed  and  disturbed  by  complaints  for  six  oreijE^itweieb 
in  regard  to  the  allowance  of  claims  out  of  their  order,  and  I  institotrt 
the  necessary  inquiry  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  it.  I  first  consulted 
with  the  heads  of  divisions,  and  they  could  not  give  me  any  saggestkn 
as  to  what  was  the  matter,  and  I  then  required  the  heads  of  tiie  ad- 
judicating divisions  to  cause  slips  to  be  put  on  in  ea.ch  caae,  and  Iky 
carried  them  on,  and  in  a  few  days  I  had  them  from  day  to  day  ob  nj 
desk,  and  then  I  distributed  them  according  to  months.  At  abontthat 
juncture  Gen.  Bussey  came  to  me — ^that  is,  to  consult  with  me— about 
something,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  had  discoyered 
this  thing  out;  that  it  had  been  a  great  annoyance  to  me  and  1  h^d 
discovered  it,  and  that  I  proi>osed  to  remedy  it  by  issuing  an  ordff. 
etc.  And  in  the  course  of  a  few  days  I  addressed  a  letter  to  theS€a^ 
tary  setting  forth  the  facts. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  And  that  is  the  letter  to  which  his  letter  is  a  reply  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  had  already  corrected  it  '*t)efore  his  letter  came.  The  difficulty  arose 
in  this  way :  When  a  case  was  called  up  by  a  member  of  CoDgress  for 
the  status,  it  was  taken  out  of  the  file  case  and  placed  on  the  desk  of 
the  examiner.  Now,  the  examiner  is  not  charged  with  the  duty  of 
keeping  the  run  of  the  way  in  which  cases  are  drawn  from  the  files  for 
him,  and  consequently  it  was  not  for  liim  to  know  whether  that  was 
taken  out  of  its  order  or  not,  so  it  was  on  his  desk;  and  if  it  was  a  com- 
pleted case  he  would  send  it  forward,  and  it  might  be  taken  out  of  it^ 
order.  I  devised  a  slip  to  be  used  on  those  cases^  on  which  is  printed: 
**Thi8  case  is  taken  out  of  its  order  of  adjudication;  after  its  status  is 
given  it  will  be  returned  to  the  files.^  Now  when  a  case  is  drawn  oat 
of  its  order  for  status,  that  white  card  with  that  printed  matter  i* 
placed  upon  it,  and  so  it  goes  upon  the  examiner's  desk  in  that  way  and 
is  then  returned  to  the  files.  That  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
the  ofiice  that  a  card  was  ever  used  or  a  notice  given  to  an  examinex 
that  a  case  should  not  be  adjudicated. 

Q.  After  the  case  is  taken  out  and  examined,  then  it  is  returned. 
If  it  is  complete,  after  status  is  furnished  it  goes  back  to  the  files,  witk 
the  status  furnished  to  the  member  of  Congress? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Toa 
will  understand  that  cases  which  are  drawn  for  adjudication  are  drawn 
upon  cards,  and  they  went  through  to  the  examiner  and  he  had  do 
notice  of  the  case;  now  he  has. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Wouldn't  he  know  how  that  came  on  his  desk! — ^A.  He  knew  it  ww 
drawn  on  a  status  slip,  of  course. 

Q.  Why  would  henssume  to  put  that  case  in  the  process  of  abjudica- 
tion!— A.  That  has  been  the  order  and  practice  in  tilat  office  as  long  as 
the  ofiice  has  existed,  up  to  the  issuance  of  this  order  the  other  day, 
that  when  the  case  was  completed  and  placed  on  the  examiner's  desk, 
it  should  be  approved  and  sent  forward. 

Q.  Haven't  you  had  that  information  all  the  timet — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  make  that  discovery  the  other  day  t — A.  Not  the  dis- 
covery of  the  old  order. 

Q.  You  didn't  make  the  discovery  of  the  passing  of  these  claims  for 
adjudication  when  they  were  called  up  on  a  call  for  status,  did  you! — A 
2f 0;  sir ;  of  eouiae  i  kiio^  ^VkSk^tt  e;d&<^  ^^es^^  «K^nt  forward  when  found  com* 
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plete,  but  not  until  within  the  last  few  months  has  that  ever  disturbed 
anyone.  Jnst  as  soon  as  I  discovered  it  I  remedied  it,  and  before  the 
Secretary  wrote  his  letter. 

Q.  You  issued  the  order  prior  to  that! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  your  letter  to  himt — A.  On  the  25th  of 
February.  The  order  was  issued  two  days  before  the  letter  was  writ- 
ten. I  am  very  frank  to  say  that  I  am  learning  something  about  the 
Pension  Office  every  day. 

Q.  ;N'ow,  the  Secretary  says,  in  writing  to  you — ^I  want  to  call  your 
attention  to  his  language. — ^A.  I  remember  his  language  quite  well. 
You  may  put  the  letter  in. 

Q.  It  is  in  already. — ^A.  And  my  reply  to  it  also! 

Q.  That  is  in  also.  "This  action,^  speaking  of  this  order  you  have 
described, "  obviously  works  great  injustice  to  earlier  filed  claims,  which 
are  thus  passed  over  and  deferred,  and  was  the  very  danger  feared  at 
the  time  the  completed  files  system  was  adopted  and  agaiust  which  my 
order  of  September  26, 1890,  was  aimed.''  You  didn't  understand  that 
order?— A.  The  order  of  September  26, 1890 1   • 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  I  want  to  show  you  that.  You  didn't  understand  that 
as  the  Secretary  didt — A.  That  order,  you  will  see,  if  the  Secretary 
should  read  it  again,  related  not  to  the  acts  of  Congressmen,  but  of  at- 
torneys, and  in  that  way  put  on  completed  files. 

Q.  Didn't  you  treat  the  Congressmen  as  the  attorneys  of  the  claim- 
ants and  put  him  instead  ? — ^A.  l^o ;  we  didn't  put  him  on  the  completed 
files. 

Q.  You  gave  the  Congressman,  then,  a  superior  position  as  a  matter 
of  courtesy? — A.  As  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  the  Congressman,  the  case 
was  drawn  from  the  files  on  his  slip  and  placed  on  the  desk  of  the  ex- 
aminer for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  status,  and  if  found  complete  it 
was  sent  forward  for  adjudication. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

.  Q.  That  would  be  the  same  if  an  attorney  caUed  it  up? — A.  I  say  it 
would  not;  he  would  have  it  placed  on  the  completed  files  in  the  order 
of  the  date  of  the  application. 

Q.  Calling  it  up? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enlob.  Speaking  of  the  completed  files,  I  would  like  to  ask  you 
and  have  you  answer  it,  if  you  can  in  a  reasonable  amount  of  space,  as 
to  what  the  completed  files  is;  is  it  a  book,  is  it  a  record,  or  a  docket, 
or  a  place  separated  from  the  other  cases? 

Judge  Payson.  Let  me  interrupt  you.  If  you  really  wish  to  know 
what  the  completed  files  is,  Gen.  Eaum  has  under  his  elbow,  made 
at  my  request,  a  full  and  complete  statement  in  detail  as  to  the  com- 
pleted files  order,  and  at  a  proper  time  that  will  be  put  in  in  answer  to 
your  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  before  we  go  into  this  completed 
files  question  that  we  adjourn  to  some  later  date. 

Committee  a(\joumed  until  Tuesday,  April  4^  at  10:30  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Wednesday,  April  5, 189Z 

The  committee  met  at  10 :3()  a.  m. 

Preseut,  the  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Dungan,  Lind 
and  Brosius,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon.  L.  E. 
Paysofi. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  Enloe,  the  committee  decided  to  admit  the  Mgy- 
ing  papers  as  testimony  in  the  investigation  no^r  pending. 

Resolution  adopted  by  the  Committee  on  Boles,  which  appears  od  p. 
1  of  Eeport  No.  3732. 

[HooM  B«]Kirt  No.  2885.    FIfty-flnt  Congre— ,  first  seMdon.] 

MANAGEMENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  PENSIONS. 
July  26,  1890.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  MoKinley,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  snbmitted  the  followio^  rtport: 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  to  whom  was  referred  the  following  resolntions,  tIx: 

**  Whereas,  reports  are  being  widely  circulated  thron^h  the  newspapers  refleetii^ 
upon  the  management  of  the  Bnrean  of  Pensions,  in  which  it  is  charged — 

**  First.  That  the  present  Commissioner  of  Pensions  has  been  enga^^  in  BellbMrtt 
certain  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  shares  of  stock  in  a  corporation  or  eompttr 
of  which  he  is  president,  which  is  organized  for  the  purpose  of  introdacin£ap>t«vt 
refrigerator,  which  it  is  claimed  is  impracticable  and  worthless,  and  that  m  coaad- 
eration  of  such  purpose  said  employ^  are  promoted  in  office ;  and 

'*  Second.  That  said  Commissioner  of  Pensions  has  recently,  by  an  nx\ju8t  rndpir- 
tial  ruling,  advanced  and  caused  to  be  taken  up  out  of  their  order  many  thoosaDdi 
of  the  claims  of  a  certain  attorney  residing  in  the  city  of  Washington,  and  tiut  b 
consideration  thereof  said  attorney  has  become  surety  on  the  note  of  said  Commb> 
sioner  in  a  bank  in  the  city  of  Washington  for  the  sum  of  $25,000:  Therefore,  be  it 

^'Besolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  be,  and  they  are  herebj.  di- 
rected to  inquire  concerning  said  charges,  and  report  to  this  House.  And  for  the  per- 
Eose  of  making  said  investigation  thorough  and  complete  1  he  said  commitke  » 
ereby  authorized  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  administer  oaths,  and  take  tes- 
timony— " 

have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  beg  leave  to  report  that  the  delar 
In  reporting  back  the  resolution  was  occasioned  by  the  absence  of  its  antW, 
whose  statement  was  necessary  before  action  could  be  had.  Upon  his  return,  and  bj 
their  invitation,  Mr.  Cooper  appeared  before  them  and  presented  a  copy  of  a  letter 
of  George  E.  Lemon,  addressed  to  Hon.  Green  B.  Raum,  Commissioner  of  Pen«ioDS, 
dated  l^ovember  16,  1889,  with  an  indorsement  thereon  as  follows : 

**  Deputy  Commissioner  Lincoln,  please  inquire  and  report  yonr  views,  G.  B.  B*' 
AIro  copy  of  letter  of  Charles  P.  Lincoln,  deputv  commissioner^ddressed  to  Uoa. 
Green  B.  Raum,  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  dated  November  29, 18^,  with  an  indane- 
ment  thereon  as  follows:  "Approved,  G.  B.  R.,  Com'r."  Also  copies  of  orders  No. 
149,  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  dated  December  23,  1889,  and  No.  151,  dated 
January  6,1890,  and  Mr.  Cooper  stated  before  the  committee  that,  after  this  letter  by 
the  deputy  commissioner,  the  Commissioner,  Green  B.  Raum,  nec^otiated  in  baakBii 
the  city  of  Washington  a  loan  in  the  sum  of  $25,000,  upon  which  George  £.  Lemoa 
became  the  surety ;  also  stated  that  Green  B.  Raum  at  that  time  was  insolvent,  and 
that  no  prudent  man  would  become  his  surety  for  a  like  sum  of  money  without  some 
quid  pro  quo;  he  stated  also  that  afterwards,  in  compliance  with  the  request  vhiek 
before  that  time  had  been  refused,  the  Commissioner  did  comply  with  the  request  set 
out  in  that  letter  of  Mr.  Lemon  before  mentioned,  and  that  orders  No.  149.  of  date 
December  23,  1889,  and  No.  151,  of  date  January  6, 1890,  showed  a  substantial  compli- 
ance with  that  request;  also,  that  in  addition  to  the  request  thus  granted,  and  as* 
reason  the  ruling  made  is  unjust  and  unfair  to  practitioners  other  than  Mr.  LenMm; 
that  he  was  able  to  prove  that  a  large  number  of  cases  had  been  certified  to  the  D^ 
partment  as  entitled  to  admission  to  the  list  of  completed  files  which  were  not  com- 
pleted, and  that  bj^  reason  of  such  certifications  the  Department  has  been  eugaced 
for  a  long  time,  almost  exclusively,  in  the  consideration  and  advancement  of  hii 
(Lemon's)  cases. 

That  Mr.  Cooper  called  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
charge,  and  saia  that  as  to  the  stockholders  in  the  refrigerator  company  he  had  not 
had  the  same  opportunities  to  examine  into  it  because  ho  had  not  had  access  to  their 
books,  but  was  told  upon  information  that  was  credible  and  which  he  believed,  that 
a  large  number  of  the  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  have  stock  in  that  corporation; 
that  Private  Secretary  Bradley  Tanner  has  invested  in  it  and  has  devoted  much  of  hii 
time  which  should  be  given  to  his  office  to  the  advancement  of  that  scheme ;  thai  he 
had  received  letters  from  various  persons,  chemists,  etc.,  who  state  that  it  can  not  be 
utilized,  and  say  that  it  is  a  visionary  scheme. 

1'he  cpmmittee  had  no  testimony  except  that  of  Mr.  Cooper  and  copies  of  docnmenti 
produced  by  him,  and  they  ca]le<l  no  otner  witnesses  because  Mr.  Cooper  declined  to 
give  the  names  of  the  i^t\m)ii%  ^Yi.o<|\i&  «X»AAdL,\i«>^  ^^xuotAl  knAwled^e  of  the  trant* 
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actions  charged,  althongh  leqnested  to  do  so.  He  afisumed,  as  a  Representative,  the 
charges  made  aeainst  the  CommisBioneT)  and  asBured  the  committee  that  he  would 
famish  full  ana  satisfactory  proof  to  establish  them  before  any  committee  which  the 
Hoase  of  Representatiyes  shall  authorize  to  conduct  the  investigation. 

The  committee  deem  it  proper  to  state  that  nearly  all  of  the  essential  statements  of 
Mr.  Cooper  are  hearsay  and  nis  conclusions  conjectural.  They  do  not  know  whether 
they  are  true  or  false ;  but,  whether  true  or  false,  your  committee  believe  an  investi- 
gation should  be  had  to  the  end  that  the  truth  may  be  ascertained. 

The  public  service  must  not  even  rest  under  suspicion,  and  the  character  of  the 
public  officials  must  be  so  clean  and  their  administration  so  honorable  and  straight- 
forward as  to  command  a  pnbUc  confidence  and  withstand  the  most  careful  scrutiny. 
£very  public  official  should  invite  the  most  careful  investigation  of  his  public  and 
official  acts,  and  your  committee  believed  that  Qen.  Raum,  whose  public  and  private 
character  has  been  heretofore  without  taint  or  suspicion,  will  gladly  promote  the  in- 
vestigation. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  following  resolution  as  a  substitute,  and 
that  it  do  pass : 

Whereas  by  the  statement  of  Representative  Cooper  before  the  committee  and  by 
his  resolution  referred  to  them  it  is  charged — 

First.  That  the  present  Commissioner  of  Pensions  has  been  engaged  selling  to  cer- 
tain employes  of  the  Pension  Office  shares  of  stock  in  a  corporation  or  company  of 
which  he  is  president,  which  is  organized  for  the  purpose  of  introducing  a  patent 
refrigerator,  which,  it  is  claimed,  is  impracticable  and  worthless,  and  that,  m  con- 
sideration of  such  purchase,  said  employes  are  promoted  in  office ;  and. 

Second.  That  said  Commissioner  of  Pensions  has  recently,  by  an  ui^ust  and  par- 
tial ruling  advanced  and  caused  to  be  taken  up  out  of  their  (»der  many  thousands 
of  the  claims  of  a  certain  attorney  residing  in  the  city  of  Washington,  and  that,  in 
consideration  thereof,  said  attorney  has  become  surety  on  the  note  of  said  Commis- 
sioner in  a  bank  in  the  city  of  Washington  for  the  sum  of  $25,0(KX:  Therefore,  be  it 

Besolved,  That  a  committee  of  tlve  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  to  inquire  concern- 
ing said  charges  and  report  to  this  House ;  and  that  said  committee  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  administer  oaths,  and  take  testimony. 

The  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House  and  a  committee  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  to  investigate  said  charges  composed  of  Mr.  Morrill  of  Kansas,  Mr.  Sawyer 
of  New  York,  Mr.  bmyser  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Goodnight  of  Kentucky,  and  Mr.  Lewis  of 
Mississippi. 

Order  Ko.  145,  dated  November  4^  1889,  on  pages  25  and  26,  of  the 
evidence: 

The  order  is  as  follows: 

Order  No.  145.]  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  ov  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C,  November  4,  1889, 

For  the  convenient  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  Bureau  the  following  assign- 
ment of  duties  is  made : 

1.  The  first  Deputy  Commissioner  will  supervise  the  business  arising  in  the  follow- 
ing-named divisions:  Eastern  Division,  Southern  Division,  and  Army  and  Navy 
Survivors'  Division. 

2.  The  Second  Deputy  Commissioner  will  supervise  the  business  arising  in  the  fol- 
ing-named  divisions:  Middle  Division,  Western  Division,  and  Old  War  and  Navy 
Division. 

3.  All  cases  involving  intricate  questions  of  law  or  fact  will  be  brought  to  the  per- 
sonal attention  of  the  Commissioner  for  his  action  by  the  proper  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner. 

4.  All  claims  involving  a  large  first  payment,  and  aU  claims  involving  monthly 
payments  of  more  than  $12,  shall  be  brought  to  the  personal  attention  of  the  Com- 
missioner, by  the  proper  Deputy  Commissioner,  in  conjunction  with  the  proper  heads 
of  divisions. 

5.  The  Chief  Clerk  will  have  the  supervision  of  the  following-named  divisions : 
Record  Division,  Stationery  and  Accounts  Division,  Mail  Division ;  also  the  force  of 
messengers,  laborers^  etc. 

The  Chief  Clerk  will  also  have  the  ^neral  supervision  of  the  business  of  the  Bureau 
and  take  care  that  proper  discipline  is  maintained  and  that  the  business  is  conducted 
in  an  orderly  and  business-like  manner,  reporting  immediately  to  the  Commissioner 
any  neg^lect,  misconduct,  or  inefficiency  of  the  clerical  force. 

He  wiU  see  that  a  proper  and  prompt  acknowledgment  is  made  of  all  letters  and 
documents  received. 

He  wiU  also  see  that  claims  are  taken  from  the  files  fox  <MiiB\dLex\9A)Voiim\^cL«^ 
order  as  to  precedence. 
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He  will  see  thai  the  Pension  Bnrean  building  and  ffroniidB  are  put  in  perfeei«d« 
and  so  kept^  and  to  this  end  he  will  carefally  inspect  Qie  force  of  meaeengen,  labttoi, 
and  messenger  boys  as  to  their  fitness  for  the  work  required  of  them. 

6.  The  foDowing-named  divisions  will  be  under  the  immediate  supervision  of  tk 
Commissioner :  Medical  Division,  Law  Division,  Board  of  Review,  Board  of  Be-renev, 
Special  Examination  Division,  Certificate  Division,  and  Finance  Division. 

7.  The  pending  claims  now  on  file  in  this  Borcau  constitute  so  great  a  man  that  it 
is  a  physical  impossibility  to  give  them  all  immediate  cousideration. 

I  am  anxious  that  tJie  Bureau  shall  meet  the  just  expectations  of  claimante  aad 
the  public  in  the  amount  of  business  transacted  and  the  manner  in  which  the  duties 
are  performed.  To  this  end  I  eigoin  upon  the  entire  clerical  force— those  on  datj  ben 
in  Washington,  those  assigned  to  duty  as  special  examiners,  and  the  boards  of  ine<lieil 
examiners — ^promptness,  diligence,  and  fidelity  in  the  performance  of  every  datr. 

Recommendations  for  promotion  will  be  made  upon  merit.  The  inefiScient  inJl  be 
recommended  for  retirement. 

Grkbk  B.  Raum, 

Commisriomr, 

Letter  of  George  B.  Lemon,  dated  November  16,  1889,  which  appean 
on  page  13  of  the  same  report : 

WAfiHiKGTON,  D.  C,  ybvemher  16, 1S&. 

Sib  :  Referring  to  our  conversation  of  yesterday  in  which  von  determined  to  tile 
up  and  examine^  with  a  view  to  final  abjudication,  certain  claimifl  whioh  my  leeord 
show  to  be  complete  and  in  a  condition  for  adjudication,  I  have  the  honor  to  indole 
thirty  slips  representing  that  number  of  claims  in  my  files  and  in  vrhich  all  the  iv> 
quirements  of  your  Bureau  have  been  complied  with,  or  evidence  in  anticipation  of 
such  requirements  have  been  filed,  leaving  them  in  a  condition,  so  far  aa  my  records 
show,  to  be  referred  to  the  Board  of  Review  for  final  action. 

If  upon  examination  they  are  found  to  be  complete,  I  will  thank  yoa  to  cause  then 
to  be  so  submitted. 

It  will  be  a  great  satisfaction  to  me  to  be  informed  whether  my  judgment  as  to  tlte 
completeness  of  these  cases  is  verified  by  the  examination  in  yoar  Boreau.  and  to 
what  extent.  I  shall  also  be  glad  to  know  your  decision  in  this  class  of  clsina, 
whether  you  desire  me  to  call  your  attention  to  similar  cases,  believed  to  be  complete, 
as  fast  as  they  assume  that  condition. 

I  believe  that  it  is  a  wise  policy  to  give  such  cases,  no  matter  when  they  wen 
filed,  the  right  of  way ;  not  only  to  relieve  the  files  of  your  ofiSce.  bat  as  a  matter  of 
right  and  justice  to  those  claimants  who  have  complied  with  the  law. 
Very  respectfullyi 

Oeorgs  £.  Lemor. 

Hon.  Grekn  B.  Raum, 

Commi88ioMr  of  Peiui&ns. 

Letter  of  0.  M.  Bryant,  assistant  chief  of  the  middle  division,  to 
Oharles  P.  Lincohi,  under  date  of  ^N'ovember  22, 1889,  found  on  page  U 
of  the  report: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Peksioks, 
Waahingtofif  D.  C,  November  St,  18S9. 

Sir:  Refemng  to  the  matter  of  taking  up  claims,  out  of  their  order,  upon  the 
statement  of  attorneys  that  the  same  are  complete,  I  beg  to  submit  the  foilowinf 
hastily  prepared  statement : 

Were  there  a  sufficient  number  of  clerks  in  the  Bureau,  so  that  claizna  could  be 
taken  up  and  acted  upon  soon  after  the  filing  of  evidence,  this  question  would  not 
arise. 

The  mode  of  procedure  referred  to  was,  as  you  are  aware,  given  a  trial  by  Com- 
missioner Tanner.  The  observation  of  those  in  the  middle  division  whose  position 
best  enabled  them  to  observe  its  workings,  and  whose  experience  had  best  fitted 
them  to  judge  of  its  effects,  did  not  regard  the  practice  with  favor.  During  the 
time  the  practice  was  followed  my  attention  was  frequently  caUed  to  the  filing,  ia 
our  division  alone  and  by  one  attorney,  of  more  than  fifty  sli})s  per  day^  in  each  of 
which  it  was  alleged  that  the  claim  referred  to  was  complete.  The  chief  of  our  fiki 
informs  me  that  one  hundred  and  thirty-six  such  slips  were  received  in  our  division 
in  one  day.  Two  chiefs  of  sections  (one  having  invalid  and  the  other  widows'  and 
dependent  claims)  of  whom  I  made  inquiry  as  to  what  per  cent  of  clauna  said  by 
the  attomery  to  be  complete  wet^,  >i\yoTi  «xamicL&tion,  found  to  be  so,  gave  it  as 
their  opinioR  that  it  woxil^Qniot  «x.q^^  ^  ^x  <:«ii\>.    ka.  «s.^«nsivK.«A^  ^sukss^s&Ar^  who 
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handles  m  many  pending  claims  as  any  one  in  this  division,  told  me  that  it  would 
not,  in  his  opinion,  exceed  5  per  cent. 

It  may  be  said  that  this  is  only  evidence  of  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  attorneys.  The 
eallins^  up  as  complete  of  claims  that  had  not  been  on  file  long  enough  to  enable  the 
ofSce  to  obtain  reports  of  service  and  first  medical  examination,  and  of  so  many  re- 
jected claims  (in  which  the  attorneys  had  been  informed  of  the  action  taken)  as  to 
consume  a  great  part  of  the  time  of  the  clerks  eugaged  in  considering  such  claims, 
has,  however,  a  more  direct  bearing  upon  that  point. 

Were  attorneys  to  act  in  good  faith  and  ask  consideration  of  such  claims  only  as 
they  honestly  believed  were  complete  or  had  good  reason  to  think  were  so,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  more  than  10  per  cent  of  those  so  represented  might  be  found  ready' for 
settlement. 

For  the  sake  of  argument,  let  us  assume  that  attorneys  would  act  in  good  faith  and, 
so  acting,  would  call  up  25  per  cent  of  their  cases,  and  that  25  per  cent  of  those  so 
called  up  were  found  to  be  as  represented.  What  of  the  94  per  cent  of  claims  in 
which  the  plea  of  ''complet<e"  was  not  entered?  But  suppose  the  condition  were 
^iven  of  that  part  of  the  25  per  cent  not  found  to  be  ready  for  adjudication,  when, 
if  ever,  would  Justice  be  done  by  the  75  per  cent  still  in  the  files  f  I  ask  this  because 
I  know  that  to  pursue  the  policy  suggested  would  turn  verv  nearly  the  entire  clerical 
force  of  this  division  in  the  direction  toward  the  favored  claims. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  large  majority  whose  claims  may  be  established  have 
to  ask  that  theirs  be  settled  out  or  the  regular  order. 

I  have  said  this  plan  was  tried  under  Commissioner  Tanner.  It  was  not  fully  tried. 
But  one  attorney  availed  himself  of  the  advantages  extended  till  just  before  the  plan 
was  discontinued,  and  yet  he  succeeded  in  so  nearly  ^*  swamping ''  the  office  that  it 
was  commonly  remarked  by  the  employes  in  abjudicating  divisions  that  it  was  next 
to  impossible  to  find  time  for  the  consideration  of  claims  not  represented  by  that 
attorney.  The  repeal  of  the  limitation  in  widows'  claims  gave  title  to  many  whose 
application  had  been  rejected.  Yet  there  has  been  no  time  when,  with  the  number 
oi  clerks  in  our  division,  it  has  been  possible  to  take  from  the  files  such  of  those 
claims  as  have  not  been  called  up  and  tell  the  applicants  what  is  required  to  show  their 
right  to  pension. 

The  interest  of  those  applicants  who  do  not  see  fit  to  employ  attorneys,  and  who 
do  not  call  to  their  aid  Congfessmen  or  other  persons  supposed  to  possess  special 
privileges,  but,  on  the  contrary,  like  the  good  soldiers  that  they  are,  patiently  wait 
and  pray  for  their  turn  to  come,  seems  to  m»  to  demand  that  every  possible  means 
should  be  devised  and  every  proper  rule  observed  that  will  tend  to  bring  about  the 
settlement  of  claims  in  turn,  rather  than  the  adoption  of  any  policy  tending  to  en- 
courage or  countenance  the  opposite  rule,  which,  even  now,  works  the  greatest  iigus- 
tice  to  the  most  worthy  applicants. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  M.  Bryant, 
AM8%9iant  Chief  Middle  Division, 

Hon.  Charues  P.  Lingoln, 

Deputy  Commisaioner. 

Letter  of  Deputy  Oommissioner  Lincoln,  of  November  29, 1889,  on 
page  15  of  the  report : 

DlBPABTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR,  BUREAU  OF  PENSIONS, 

Waehington,  D.  C,  November  g9, 1889. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  submit  herewith  my  views  on  the  question 
raised  by  Mr.  George  E.  Lemon  in  accompany ing  communication  as  to  the  immediate 
consideration  by  this  Bureau  of  claims  declared  by  attorueys  to  be  ''  complete:"^ 

First.  Experience  has  shown  that  very  frequently  attorneys  request  the  immediate 
consideration  of  claims  regarded  by  them  as  **  complete,''  when  in  fact  the  office  re- 
quirements have  been  but  partially  or  indifi'erently  complied  with. 

Second.  Although  the  Pension  Office  requirements  may,  from  the  attorney's  stand- 
point, have  been  carefully  and  fiilly  complied  with,  there  is,  in  a  very  large  majority 
of  such  cases,  much  work  to  be  done  by  the  Bureau  before  they  can  be  submitted  to 
the  board  of  review  for  settlement. 

Tests  to  ascertain  the  value  and  reliability  of  the  evidence  furnished  have  to  bo 
applied,  and  in  a  large  percentage  of  cases  errors  and  defects  in  the  testimony  are 
found,  which  have  to  be  remedied  by  additional  calls,  requiring  much  labor  and 
time. 

It  can  be  argued  that,  as  these  tests  have  to  be  applied  sooner  or  later,  they  may 
as  well  be  applied  at  once ;  but  should  examiners  devote  their  time  to  cases  declared 
by  attorneys  to  be  "  complete,"  the  claims  of  those  who  hav^  ia»  ^\>WraK^^^  ^x  ^r% 
but  indifEerently  represented  by  them,  would  be  negVe^^t^. 
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Third.  It  is  Bald  that  the  class  of  claims  in  question  'vrere  bronglit  to  tiie  stlaitMi 
of  a  recent  administration  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  such  nambers,  by  certain  alSff- 
neys,  as  to  practically  discontinue  the  work  of  several  a^jadicatiiiff  divisions  (exe^ 
BO  far  as  attention  to  these  cases  was  concerned),  and  that  nrhile  this  stAte  of  dbia 
continued,  no  more  cases  were  submitted  to  the  board  or  revieTV  as  complete  tka 
would  have  been  had  the  usual  course  been  pursued.  Certain  attorneys,  with  t  lii|>i 
number  of  cases  before  the  Bureau,  were  no  doubt  temporarily  benefited,  ss  Fen 
also  those  who  were  fortunate  enough  to  be  their  clients,  bat  the  aggregate  nnmte 
of  cases  disposed  of,  I  am  advised,  was  no  greater  than  it  would  have  l^en  had  U» 
ordinary  methods  been  observed.  Certainly  the  benefits  were  not  so  genenllj  <iii- 
tributed  as  they  would  have  been  had  the  cases  been  drawn  from  the  files  witbo&t 
reference  to  the  attorneys^  slips  declaring  the  claims  to  be  complete. 

The  business  of  certain  attorneys  is  so  great  that  a  migor  part  of  the  time  and  libs 
of  each  of  the  adjudicating  divisions  is  necessarily  devoted  to  the  examinatioi^ 
claims  presented  by  them.  For  instance,  Mr.  Lemon's  busineas  is  very  laigt ;  so  lizft, 
in  fact;  that  I  believe  the  office  could  be  exclusively  employed  for  a  long  time  ipci 
his  claims  alone  if  he  were  to  represent  any  considerable  portion  of  his  cases  as  bei; 
complete ;  and  past  experience  shows  that  for  the  Bureau  to  order  immediate  actin 
in  the  large  number  of  cases  to  which  the  attention  of  the  office  w^onld  be  hroofli 
by  him,  it  would  give  rise  to  charges  of  partiality  and  favoritism,  and  even  those  it- 
tomeys  who  would  have  the  same  privilege  accorded  them  in  a  proportionate  mmibcr 
of  cases  would,  as  they  have  done,  join  in  the  hue  and  cry  of  favoritism. 

I  find  that  by  a  system  of  slips  kept  by  the  file  clerks  in  each  of  the  adjndiestii^ 
divisions  the  examiner  is  advised  when  testimony  is  filed  in  cascss  nnder  his  chiifB. 
and  that  cases  in  which  evidence  has  been  longest  tiled  are  first  considered.  1  lesn, 
too^  that  as  an  examiner's  record  for  efficiency  has  been  based  npon  the  number  d 
olauns  submitted  by  him  for  allowance,  he  is  constantly  keeping  a  lookout  for  soek 
of  his  cases  as  have  had  the  required  evidence  furnished,  and  that,  as  a  rule,  tht 
claims  are  drawn  from  the  files  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the  evidence  is  fiir- 
nished,  and  adjudicated  if  complete. 

In  order  to  test  the  correctness  of  Mr.  Lemon's  conclusions  that  certain  of  hiscasei 
were  complete  and  ready  for  submission  to  the  board  of  review  for  final  action,  1 
obtained  the  status  of  the  30  selected  cases  submitted  Iff  him,  and  found  9  to  be  cob- 
plete,  6  already  in  the  board  of  review,  and  15  requiring  further  action  before  resdj 
for  settlement. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  immediate  examination  of  cases  upon  the  filing  of  a  state- 
ment by  the  attorney  that  he  belieyes  the  same  to  be  complete  would  not  c>e  piodne- 
tive  of  good  results : 

First.  That  for  a  time,  at  least,  it  would  efifectually  stop  all  other  work  in  the 
divisions. 

Second.  The  current  work  of  the  office  would  suffer,  and  many  cases  coold  neTtr 
be  reached  for  examination. 

Third.  It  would  be  quite  impossible  for  an  out-of-town  claimant  to  have  his  esse 
given  attention  unless  he  employed  an  attorney,  something  very  many  inteUigtat 
applicants  do  not  care  to  do. 

Fourth.  It  would  bring  down  upon  the  Bureau,  as  it  has  done,  the  charge  of  favor- 
itism to  those  who  would  be  most  benefited  by  such  course.  An  additional  clerical 
force  in  the  adjudicating  divisions  ismuch  needed,  and  this,  with  a  thorough,  business- 
like organization  of  all  divisions,  and  the  employment  of  active,  intelligent  men 
in  the  nles,  who  will  see  that  all  papers  are  immediately  and  accurately  applied  to 

.  the  claims  for  which  they  were  intended,  and  that  the  claims  are  promptly  placed  in 

.  the  hands  of  the  examiners  charged  with  the  duty  of  working  them  up,  would  go  £tf 

I  to  minimize  the  delays  now  complained  of. 

i  As  heretofore,  an^  case  in  which  there  is  an  extraordinary  delav,  or  one  invdrinff 

hardship  to  an  applicant,  can  be,  when  com]|)leted  by  evidence,  called  up  and  settled 
upon  the  order  of  the  Commissioner  or  his  deputies  whenever  their  attentioii  is 
called  to  such  a  case. 

!  Bespeotfidly  submitted. 

I  Charles  P.  Lincoln, 

I  Deputy  Cammi$9wn$r, 

\  Hon.  Green  B.  Baum, 

Commistioner  of  PensUmB, 


I  Order  149,  under  date  of  Dec.  24, 1889,  page  31  of  the  evidence: 

Order  No.  149.1  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

WaahingUm,  D.  C,  December  S4y  ISSS, 

The  files  of  pending  claims  in  each  division  shall  at  once  be  examined,  counted, 
and  proper  account  l^keu  of  the  same. 
Where  a  claim,  npon  \nb\)eet\on.  oi  ^^lc^  \\a.Q^YK.\i  «i2Ki.^\«:»\;va^^\i^  %^sA>3^^^ed  to  th«  ease^ 
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seems  to  be  complete,  a  proper  record  shall  be  made  of  the  claim  on  a  card  prepared 
for  that  purpose,  and  the  case  shall  be  kept  upon  a  list  known  as  the  **  completed 
files/'  and  these  cases  shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  the  filing  of  the  last  piece 
of  evidence. 

Upon  examination  of  these  cases,  if  it  is  found  that  another  call  for  evidence  is 
required,  such  call  shall  be  made,  and  the  case  returned  to  the  files  of  pending  cases 
to  await  the  reply  to  the  call.  When  the  evidence  in  response  to  that  call  is  fur- 
nished, the  claim  shall  at  once  be  restored  to  the  list  of  **  completed  files  "  and  the 
claimant  notified. 

«  Placing  a  claim  on  the  list  of ''  completed  files ''  shaU  not  be  considered  as  a  fav- 
orable adjudiction  of  the  claim.  This  arrangement  is  intended  simply  to  secure  the 
consideration  of  the  claims  which  are  apparently  completed  at  the  earliest  possible 
date.  The  "completed  files"  shall  also  be  arranged  so  aa  to  separate  the  original 
cases  from  the  increase  cases. 

Hereafter  all  calls  for  evidence  shall  be  made  upon  blanks  which  shall  indicate  by 
number  the  nature  of  the  call,  and  a  record  of  such  call  shall  be  made  upon  a  card, 
opposite  the  number  on  the  card  corresponding  with  the  number  of  the  call  in  the 
blank. 

Claimants  and  their  attorneys  are  urgently  requested  to  prepare  their  evidence  in 
response  to  these  calls  according  to  the  number  and  to  indorse  on  the  back  of  the 
evidence  "Reply  to  call  No. ^ ,  18 — ." 

These  ''calls  for  evidence''  cards  shall  be  strapped  to  the  case,  and  as  the  evidence 
in  reply  to  the  caU  is  received  the  file  clerk  shall  immediately  record  the  date  of  the 
receipt  of  the  evidence  at  the  proper  number  of  the  call,  and  this  new  evidence  shall 
be  strapped  to  the  case. 

When  the  last  evidence  called  for  is  received  and  a  record  thereof  made  on  the  card, 
the  case  shall  at  once  be  entered  on  the  list  of  ''completed  files"  in  its  proper  order 
and  the  claimant  notified. 

All  answers  to  applications  for  status  of  cases  on  the  list  of  "completed  files" 
shall  be  upon  a  blank  informing  the  applicant  that  the  case  is  pending  in  the  "com- 
pleted files." 

Hereafter  the  order  of  procedure  in  original  cases  shall  be  as  follows : 

(1)  The  mail  division  shall  deliver  idl  applications  for  pension  to  the  record  divis- 
ion on  the  day  received. 

(2)  The  record  division  shall  promptly  make  a  record  of  the  case^  give  it  a  number, 
and  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  it,  and  refer  it  to  the  proper  division. 

(3)  A  o  all  shall  be  made  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  report  of  the  military 
service  and  hospital  record  ot  the  claimant. 

(4)  An  order  for  the  medical  examination  of  the  claimant  shall  be  made,  and  a  call 
shall  be  made  upon  the  claimant  for  such  evidence  as  seems  necessary  to  complete 
the  case  upon  blanks  which  shall  habitually  use  the  same  number  for  the  same  call. 
A  proper  record-card  shall  be  made  for  the  case  and  the  case  put  upon  the  files  of 
]>ending  claims.  When  the  last  piece  of  evidence  called  for  has  been  received  and  a 
record  made  of  the  same  upon  the  card,  the  case  shall  be  placed  upon  the  list  of 
"  completed  files  "  to  be  considered  in  its  order. 

Chiefs  of  divisions  shall  require  examiners  to  devote  their  entire  time  during  five 
days  of  the  week  to  the  consideration  of  cases  borne  upon  the  list  of  "  completed 
files." 

On  Saturday  of  each  week  the  entire  force  of  examiners  shall  devote  themselves  to 
the  examination  of  cases  borne  upon  the  pendingfiles  and  in  the  preparation  of  the 
necessary  calls  for  evidence  in  those  cases.  On  ^Jriday  afternoon  of  each  week  the 
file  clerks  shall  withdraw  from  the  pending  files  nrteen  cases  for  each  examiner,  and 
have  them  placed  upon  the  desks  of  the  examiners  before  4  o'clock  on  Friday  after- 
noon. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Order  No.  151,  under  date  of  January  23, 1890,  found  on  page  33  of 
the  evidence: 

Order  No.  151.J  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  op  Pensions, 

WMhington,  D,  C,  January  6, 1S90. 

Claimants  are  hereby  authorized  to  apply  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  have 
their  claims  placed  upon  the  list  of ''completed  files''  for  immediate  consideration. 

Such  applications  may  be  made  by  the  claimants  or  their  attorneys  of  record,  and 
shaU  set  forth : 

1.  That  the  declaration  has  been  made  in  due  form,  stating  the  proper  service  of 
the  soldier  and  the  facts  as  to  incurrence  of  the  disability  in  a!DLdYi\&  ^lu^^vl^^vst 
the  servioe. 
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2.  That  the  proof  establishes  that  the  disability  alleged  in  the  declaration  ms  h- 
cnrred  in  ^e  service  and  line  of  duty. 

3.  That  the  proof  connects  the  present  disability  for  Trhich  pension  is  claiiiMd  viti 
wonnds  or  diseases  incurred  in  the  service  and  establishes  the  fact  of  disability  dar- 
inff  any  past  pensionable  period. 

4.  Tnat  the  claimant  has,  with  the  authority  of  the  Bnrean  of  Pensions,  had  i 
regular  medical  examination  in  respect  to  the  disability  described  and  claimed  foi  ii 
the  declaration. 

5.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  claimant,  the  claim  is  folly  made  oat  and  oompkte. 
In  the  claims  of  widows  it  must  be  alleged  that  proof  has  been  made  showing  that 

the  soldier  died  of  an  injury  or  disease  contracted  m  the  service  and  that  daimant  is 
the  soldier's  widow. 

In  case  of  dependent  relatives  it  must  be  stated  that  the  proper  proof  of  depecd- 
ence  has  been  med  in  the  claim  and  that  the  soldier  left  no  widow  or  minor  chiidm. 

If  the  application  is  made  bv  the  attorney  of  record,  in  addition  to  the  other  state- 
ments required,  he  shall  certify  upon  honor  that,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
case,  he  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  is  complete. 

Claims  placed  upon  the  list  of  ''completed  files''  under  this  order  will  be  oonaidr 
ered  in  the  order  of  the  date  they  are  so  placed. 

This  order  does  not  apply  to  rejected  cases. 

Grken  B.  Raum, 

ComstiMtoMr. 

Order  155,  under  date  of  July  1, 1890,  found  on  pa^e  36  of  the  evi- 
dence: 

[Completed  files.] 

Order  No.  155.]  Dkpabtmemt  of  toe  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Washington,  D.  C.  July  1, 1890, 

Claimants  are  hereby  authorized  to  apply  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  hsre 
their  claims  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  June  27,1890^  placed  upon  ^ 
list  of  ''completed  files''  for  immediate  consideration 

Such  application  may  be  made  by  claimants  or  their  attorneys  of  ^reoord,  and  shall 
set  forth — 
1.  That  the  declaration  has  been  made  in  due  form,  stating  the  proper  service,  the 
\\  fact  of  honorable  discharge,  and  a  period  of  service  of  not  less  than  ninety  days. 

'  2.  That  the  proof  establishes  the  fact  that  the  disability  aUeged  in  the  declaratioa 

1  is  not  due  to  the  vicious  habits  of  the  claimant,  and  is  of  a  permanent  character  to 

f  such  an  extent  that  he  is  unable  to  earn  a  support  by  manual  labor. 

3.  That  the  claimant  has,  with  the  authority  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  hsd 
[  a  regular  medical  examination  in  respect  to  the  disability  described  and  claimed  for 

in  the  declaration. 
!  4.  That  in  the  opinion  of  the  claimant  the  claim  is  fuUy  made  oat  and  is  complete. 

If  the  application  is  made  by  the  attorney  of  record  for  the  jilacing  of  the  claim 
upon  the  "  completed  files,''  in  addition  to  the  other  statements  required  he  shsll 
certify  upon  honor  that,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the  case,  he  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  same  is  complete. 

Claims  placed  upon  the  list  of  **  completed  files"  under  this  order  will  be  consid- 
ered in  the  order  of  the  dates  they  are  so  placed.    Claimants  are  requested,  wheo 
their  claims  are  complete,  to  make  application  to  have  them  placed  upon  t^e  ''eom- 
pleted  files  "  in  accordance  with  the  order  above  given. 
This  order  will  not  apply  to  rejected  cases. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

CommtMtioner, 

Mr.  Bnloe  also  oflfered  in  evidence  the  testimony  of  Green  B.  Raam 
given  before  the  Special  Committee  in  the  Fifby-flrst  Congress,  founa 
on  pages  16  to  59,  inclusive,  of  the  evidence. 

It  was,  after  discussion,  decided  that  the  evidence  might  be  offered  m 
such  parts  as  might  be  deemed  relevant  when  reached,  and  the  coiii 
mittee  would  pass  on  it  as  offered. 
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GBSEH  B.  BAUM— BeoaUed.   ' 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  made  Order  161,  did  you  not,  in  regard  to  the  completed  files 
system,  notwithstanding  the  advice  of  Deputy  Commissioner  Lincoln  to 
the  contrary,  in  his  letter  of  November  29,1889! — ^A.  I  made  the  order, 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  letter  to  which  you  allude  had  anything 
to  do  with  that  order, 

Q.  You  did  not  submit  the  question  to  Deputy  Gommissioner  Lincoln 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  his  auivice! — A.  I  submitted  a  certain  letter 
to  him  tor  his  examination  and  report :  but  that  letter  had  no  relation 
to  the  orders  which  I  afterward  issued. 

Q.  Do  you  now  understand  that  Mr.  Lincoln  furnished  substantial 
reasons  why  those  orders  should  not  have  been  adopted.  You  do  not 
understand  his  opinion  to  be  contrary  to  the  policy  of  adopting  those 
orders! — ^A,  The  orders  were  not  submitted  to  Mr.  Lincoln  for  Ms  con- 
sideration at  that  time.  It  was  a  letter  written  to  me  by  George  E. 
Lemon  that  he  considered,  and  it  had  no  relation  to  these  orders.  Mr. 
Lincoln's  letter  related  to  certain  matters  that  were  presented  by 
Mr.  Lemon's  letter. 

Q.  The  letter  of  Mr.  Lemon,  which  you  referred  to  Deputy  Gommis- 
sioner Lincoln,  was  the  beginning,  or  laid  the  foundation,  of  Order  151; 
that  was  the  beginning  of  the  transactions  and  the  first  suggestion  that 
was  made  in  a  public  way! — ^A.  The  question  of  treating  the  files  I  took 
up  very  soon  a^r  I  entered  the  office.  I  made  a  study  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  files  were  handled  throughout  the  office,  and  I  did  that  with 
a  view  of  determining  whether  there  could  be  any  improvement  made  in 
regard  to  the  matter.  There  had  been  a  practice  in  vogue  both  with  my 
predecessor,  Mr.  Tanner,  and  his  predecessor,  G-en.  Black,  allowing  the 
attorneys  and  claimants  to  call  up  a  certain  number  of  cases  per  day 
to  be  adjudicated. 

Q.  My  question  is  whether  he  submitted  this  letter! — ^A.  That  I  re- 
garded as  an  abuse,  without  giving  any  special  privilege  to  any  one. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  Mr.  Enloe  asked  was,  did  you  submit 
Mr.  Lemon's  letter  to  Deputy  Gommissioner  Lincoln! 

The  Witness.  O,  yes;  I  submitted  Lemon's  letter  to  Lincoln. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  this  the  letter  of  Mr.  Lincoln,  dated  Nov.  29, 1889,  and  found 
on  pages  14  and  16  of  this  report  3732! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  also  made  Order  161  after  having  submitted  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Lemon  to  G.  M.  Bryant,  assistant  chief  of  the  middle  division! — ^A.  I 
did  not  submit  it  to  Mr.  Bryant.  Mr.  Lincoln  did.  Mr.  Bryant  wrote 
his  letter  to  Mr.  Lincoln. 

Q.  In  Order  149  you  used  this  language,  and  you  will  find  it  by  re- 
ferring to  pages  26  and  26  of  the  report :  "  He  (meaning  the  chief  clerk) 
will  also  see  that  claims  are  taken  from  the  files  for  consideration  in 
their  proper  order  as  to  precedent."  You  thought  that  was  a  proper 
order  to  make  at  that  time! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  put  all  claims  on  an  exact  equality! — ^A.  It  continued  the 
system  that  was  then  in  force,  but  it  put  them  on  an  equality. 

Q.  It  put  the  claims  all  upon  the  same  footing! — ^A.  I  will  state 
this 

Q.  You  can  answer  yes  or  no. — ^A.  I  will  answer,  but  not  yes  or  no, 
because  that  would  not  be  a  proper  answer.    I  will  9»t\&^^s^  ^&k&  ^^^^s^k^t 
lion. 
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Q.  I  want  to  know  why  it  is  that  you  can  not  answer  one  way  or 
the  other.  You  do  not  take  the  position  that  yoa  can  not  make  &  ctc- 
rect  answer  in  that  way! — ^A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Did  that  put  the  claims  on  an  equality?  'Yon  can  answer  that— 
A.  I  say,  when  I  issued  this  order  I  had  just  taken  charge  of  the  office, 
and  I  put  into  this  order  the  requirements  that  the  Chief  Clerk  should 
see  that  the  claims  were  taken  up  according  to  precedent.  There  was 
then  no  order  in  existence.  I  had  not  had  time  to  examine  into  that 
matter. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  put  the  claims  on  an  equality? — ^A.  I  suppose  if 
they  were  taken  up  in  the  order  of  their  precedence  it  would  do  so, 
but  I  did  not  establish  any  particular  system. 

Q.  In  order  149  there  is  this  language:  "When  the  last  evidence 
called  for  is  received  and  a  record  thereof  made  on  the  card,  the  case 
shall  at  once  be  entered  on  the  list  of  ^completed  files'  in  its  proper 
order,  and  the  claimant  notified."  Do  you  think  that  was  a  proper 
order Y — ^A.  Yes;  and  I  think  so  still.  We  are  Tvorkin^  under  that 
order  now. 

Q.  Then  a  faithful  execution  of  orders  145  and  149  would  have  been 
just  to  all  claimants! — A.  Order  145  created  no  system,  but  orders  149 
and  151  did  create  a  system.  It  is  proper  for  me  to  state  to  the  com- 
mittee that  there  were  two  orders — 149  and  151,  prepared  at  the  same 
time,  and  submitted  at  the  same  time,  but  one  followed  the  other  in 
j  point  of  date,  so  that  the  oi>eration  of  the  last  order  would  commence 

after  the  ground  had  been  laid  under  this  order  149.  This  order  149  re- 
quired that  the  eutu*e  files  of  the  office  should  be  examined  and  counted, 
and  a  record  should  be  made  of  them,  and  that  all  the  cases  which, 
upon  exiimination  of  the  jackets  and  the  evidence  seemed  to  be  com- 
plete, should  be  placed  on  the  completed  files. 

Q.  It  is  hardly  worth  while  for  you  to  report  that  over  again. — A.  I 
am  explaining  it  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Enloe.  The  order  explains  itsell 

Mr.  Patson.  I  do  not  think  it  does. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  State  what  are  the  facts  as  to  that  order. — ^A.  This  order  was  exe- 
cuted upon  an  examination  of  the  entire  records  of  the  office  and  by 
selecting  out  cases  that  seemed  to  be  complete.  There  was  a  fraction 
over  35,000  cases  selected  by  the  chiefs  of  divisions  and  placed  on  the 
list  of  completed  files.  Then  this  order  of  January  6, 1890,  was  issued 
so  as  to  complete  the  system — so  as  to  have  two  ways  of  getting  cases 
on  the  completed  files. 

Q.  I  woidd  like  it  if  you  would  answer  my  questions  expUcitly.  In 
Order  149  it  says:  "  Chiefs  of  divisions  shall  require  examiners  to  de- 
vote their  entire  time  during  five  days  of  the  week  to  the  cousideratioD 
of  cases  borne  upon  the  list  of  completed  files."  Do  you  think-that  was 
a  good  order? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  read  the  last  paragraph  in  Order  149. 

The  Witness  (reading) : 

On  Saturday  of  each  wecik  the  entire  force  of  examiners  shall  devote  themselvMto 
the  examination  of  cases  borne  upon  the  pending  files  and  in  the  preparation  of  the 
necedsary  calls  for  evidence  in  those  cases.  On  Friday  afternoon  of  each  week  the 
file  clerks  shall  withdraw  from  the  pending  files  fifteen  cases  for  each  examiner  and 
have  them  placed  upon  the  desks  of  the  examiners  before  4  o'clock  on  Friday  after- 
•  noon. 

Q.  Did  not  these  provisions  in  Orders  145  and  149  constitute  a  com- 
plete system  of  compleUA  ^v^^  -aii^^c  \3t\fe  ^xRNssascq^  ^^tqXx^^I  tha  Pen- 
sion Bureau  1 — A.  "So,  ot. 
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Q.  What  did  you  deem  necessary  to  complete  it! — A.  T  deemed  it 
very  essential  that  the  claimant  should  have  the  right  when  his  case 
was  complete  to  give  notice  to  the  office  that  he  was  ready  for  trial,  and 
to  have  his  case  placed  on  the  completed  flies,  and  to  have  it  taken  up 
in  its  order. 

Q.  That  required  the  intervention  of  the  attorney  or  the  claimant? — 
A.  "Noy  sir.    Under  this  system,  whenever  a  case  was  completed 

Q.  Under  this  order,  up  to  the  time  these  orders  were  issued,  as  soon 
as  the  examination  was  made  of  a  case  and  it  was  found  to  be  completed 
it  could  be  adjudicated  in  regular  order? — A.  It  is  the  intention  that 
cases  should  be  placed  in  that  list  in  the  order  of  their  completion;  but 
it  happened  that  there  were  a  great  mass  of  claims  pending  in  the 
office  which  had  been  there  for  a  number  of  years.  There  was  great 
complaint  on  the  part  of  prominent  men  and  claimants  that  these  cases 
had  been  delayed  beyond  all  reasonable  measure;  and  I  believed,  and 
was  sustained  in  that  belief  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  that  it  was 
proper  to  give  a  claimant  the  right  to  say  whether  he  was  ready  for 
trial. 

Q.  Cases  in  the  completed  files  were  carried  forward,  taking  priority 
according  to  the  date  of  completion;  was  that  the  fact? — A.  That  was 
the  intention. 

Q.  Was  that  the  effect  of  those'two  orders! — ^A.  Tesj  but  it  omitted 
the  imi)ortant  arrangement  of  giving  the  claimant  the  right  of  getting 
a  trial. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  what  was  the  effect  of  these  two  orders.  If,  as 
you  state,  the  cases  are  carried  forward  for  adjudication,  taking  priority 
according  to  date  of  completion,  under  these  two  orders,  what  injustice 
could  there  be  in  that  system  to  any  claimant! — ^A.  Well,  we  had  a 
large  number  of  gentlemen  called  file  clerks  who  had  charge  of  the  files. 
They  were  men  of  intelligence  and  integrity,  but  it  was  upon  their 
judgment  and  discretion,  by  an  examination  of  the  papers  without  a 
careM  reading  of  them  at  all,  that  these  were  drawn  from  the  files  and 
turned  over  to  examiners  for  adjudication. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  That  was  the  old  system! — A.  Yes;  and  under  Order  149  the 
examiner  generally  examined  a  number  and  put  them  on  the  completed 
files,  while  under  the  old  system  the  file  clerks  examined  them  before 
they  were  drawn  and  placed  them  on  the  desks  for  acyudication.  It 
happened  that  there  were  a  number  of  old  claims  pending  which  had 
grown  to  be  very  large,  and  which  had  been  passed  ui)on  from  time  to 
time;  and  there  were  eases  many  of  which  had  been  specially  examined 
a  number  of  times.  The  claimants  and  their  friends  and  prominent 
men  all  over  the  country  insisted  that  those  claims  ought  to  be  dis- 
posed of.  I  believed  then,  and  I  know  now,  that  it  is  a  good  system  to 
allow  a  claimant  to  say  that  he  is  ready  tor  trial  and  let  the  case  be 
taken  up  in  its  order  and  disposed  of. 

Q.  You  took  then  the  same  position  that  you  take  now,  and  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  adopt  some  rule  in  reference  to  it! — A.  Yes. 

Q«  You  took  then  ^e  same  position  that  you  take  now,  when  you 
said  it  would' be  wise  to  adopt  some  rule  in  reference  to  this  matter! — 
A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  If  the  claim  goes  to  the  completed  files  and  the  case  is  carried 
forward  to  adjudication,  to  what  more  is  it  entitled! — ^A.  The  claimant 
is  entitled  to  the  right  of  trial  when  he  is  ready  for  trial. 

Q.  Would  not  that  fact  be  apparent! — A,  It  le^^N^^  \JQL^TSMa^XfiSL\ssLX5a»k 
discretion  of  somebody  else. 
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By  Mr.  LiND : 

Q.  How  inauy  of  those  file  clerks  are  there  who  pass  npon  the  cbims 
11  in  the  initial  proceeding? — A.  About  one  hundred  persons. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Yon  put  it  ui)on  the  ground  that  a  great  many  cases  weot  to  tk 
completed  files  under  this  order  that  were  not  ready  for  tiialf— A. 
Under  any  system  you  can  devise  there  will  be  a  considerable  niunber 
of  such  cases  which  seem  to  be  complete,  but  which  will  be  foand  to 
be  incomplete. 
I  Q.  Has  It  not  developed  since  you  put  order  No.  151  into  operatioft 

that  a  considerably  greater  number  of  cases  went  to  the  completed 
files  on  the  application  of  attorneys  that  were  not  really  completed 
than  there  did  under  the  Orders  145  and  149? — ^A.  The  Order  149  w» 
not  in  force  until  Order  151  went  into  efi'ect.  There  is  bat  one  system 
to-day.  About  25  per  cent  of  all  the  cases  that  go  npon  the  Sles  go 
there  upon  the  application  of  a  claimftnt  and  their  attorneys. 

By  Mr.  Lind  : 

Q.  I  presume  what  Mr.  Enloe  wants  to  know  is  whether  the  office  bad 
kept  any  minute  as  to  the  number  of  cases  of  each  class  r^eeted.— A. 
Oh,  y6s,  of  course  we  have  that. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Prior  to  the  introduction  of  order  149,  state  to  the  committee  ex- 
actly what  the  process  was  by  which  pending  files  were  brought  to  the 
adjudicating  division. — ^A.  The  practice  was  not  exactly  tlie  same  in  all 
the  divisions,  but  it  w^s  substantially  tliis :  Say  here  [indicating]  are  the 
file  cases,  the  desks  containing  the  files,  and  here  is  a  nninber  of  easels 
say  200,000  (and  they  range  up  to  600,000  or  700,000  in  the  office  and 
are  divided  among  five  divisions).  The  practice  was  to  commence  aod 
run  through  the  files  regularly  until  they  got  to  the  end  and  then  go 
back  and  go  over  them  again,  usually  about  twice  a  year.  Then  it  was 
not  infrequently  the  case  that  towards  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  they 
would  do  what  they  call "  skinning  "  the  files,  that  is,  hunt  through  them 
for  cases  that  seemed  to  be  complete. 

Q.  What  did  the  file  clerk  do  when  he  found  onef — A.  When  he  came 
to  a  case  which  he  thought  complete  he  would  take  it  out  and  then  take 
another,  and  would  proceed  in  that  way  from  day  to  day  and  turn  them 
over  to  the  examiners,  and  they  in  turn  would  perform  their  work  upon 
those  cases. 

Sy  the  OHAiBMAif: 

Q.  Ton  claim  that  under  orders  Nos.  146  and  149  that  it  did  not 
constitute  a  system  of  completed  files  without  order  151 ! — ^A.  Order  151 
I  regard  as  important  in  giving  the  claimant  the  right  to  have  his  case 
tried  when  complete. 

Q.  It  was  important  only  in  thatf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  the  rules  of  the  office  provided  that  claims  should  be  taken  in 
the  order  of  their  precedence,  why  was  it  necessary  to  give  the  claimant 
notice! — ^A.  Because  there  was  a  universal  outcry  that  many  claims  had 
been  neglected. 

Q.  Was  there  any  sense  in  that  outcry  f — A.  The  fact  that  a  great 
number  of  claims  had  been  pending  many  years  and  that  the  claimants 
and  their  prominent  friends  insist^  that  they  ought  to  be  disposed  of, 
I  thought  that  that  constituted  a  reason  why  something  should  be  done 
to  heed  that  demand. 
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Q,  Would  not  the  actual  tendency  of  order  161  be  to  disturb  all  pre- 
vious systems  of  completed  files! — ^A.  Kot  at  all.  It  simply  gave  the 
claimant  the  right  to  give  the  office  notice  that  he  wa«  ready  for  trial, 
be  placed  upon  the  list,  and  if  the  case  was  found  to  be  complete,  have 
it  abjudicated.  I  think  that  is  the  best  order  that  was  ever  issued  in 
the  office,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  no  Oommissioner  coming  after  me  will 
ever  dare  to  repeal  it. 

By  Mr.  Patson  : 

Q.  Was  not  this  one  difficulty,  that  it  was  left  entirely  to  the  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  file  clerks  as  to  whether  a  case  was  com- 
pleted f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  In  your  previous  examination  you  said  there  was  kept  the  record 
of  the  clerks,  and  that  they  were  very  anxious  to  keep  the  records  up! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  stated  there  were  about  300  of  those  file  clerks  f — ^A.  If 
it  is  so  recorded,  it  was  a  mistake. 

Q.  About  300  after  you  got  the  increase  of  force  f — ^A.  I  do  not  think 
there  were  as  many  as  tha£  There  were  about  80  at  that  time.  There 
were  sometimes  more  and  sometimes  less. 

Q.  What  harm  was  there  in  leaving  the  cases  in  charge  of  the  file 
clerks  if  they  were  anxious  to  keep  up  their  records  ! — A.  The  file  clerks 
did  not  have  their  records  made  on  the  cases  they  tried.  It  was  the 
examiners  who  had  their  records  made  ui>on  the  number  of  cases  whicdi 
they  approved  and  adjudicated. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  If  an  examiner  found  the  testimony  complete,  it  was  passed  on  for 
adjudication  under  order  149! — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  If  he  found  it  incomplete,  it  was  returned  to  the  files  and  the 
claimant  was  notified  of  what  additional  evidence  was  necessary! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  gave  him^  an  opportunity  to  complete  his  case  if  upon  examina- 
tion it  was  found  not  be  complete! — A.  The  moment  evidence  was  re- 
ceived in  the  office  and  it  was  found  that  it  completed  his  case,  the  case 
would  be  again  placed  on  the  completed  files.  That  would  be  done  on 
filing  the  last  piece  of  evidence. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  promulgated  order  161,  there  was  a  system! — ^A. 
Of  drawing  cases  for  adjudication. 

Q.  It  was  impossible  that  there  should  be  favoritism  to  anybody  under 
order  149,  either  to  ihe  attorney  or  the  claimant,  regardless  of  his  char- 
acter— ^whether  poor  or  rich,  prominent,  or  insignificant! — A.  I  think 
that  is  a  most  excellent  order. 

Q.  There  could  not  be  any  fEbvoritism  under  it! — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  When  you  issued  order  Ko.  151,  did  it  not  introduce  a  system 
which  would  enable  those  attorneys  who  were  first  made  acquainted 
with  its  contente  and  purposes  to  prepare  and  get  the  advantage  of  the 
other  daimante!  Did  it  not  give  members  of  Congress  a  chance  to  get 
favors  in  the  granting  of  pensions! — ^A.  I  hope  you  will  not  confound 
the  placing  of  cases  on  the  completed  files  under  that  order  151,  with 
the  privilege  of  members  of  Congress  to  call  up  cases  and  get  their 
status,  because  there  is  no  relation  between  the  two. 

Q.  We  will  leave  that. — ^A.  I  will  state  in  answer  to  the  first  branch 
of  your  inquiry  that  order  151,  like  every  other  order  of  importance 
issued  by  the  Bureau,  was  given  widespread  nototv^ts  ^^q\\.^<^\^  "Cs^ 
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country.  It  was  given  to  the  press  at  once,  and  it  was  pnblislied  all 
over  the  United  States,  so  that  all  who  were  interested  in  the  sabject 
became  at  once  informed  of  it.  It  wa^  a  x>ornianeDt  order  which,  tf  it 
was  a  good  order,  ought  to  be  put  into  effect  some  time  or  other  in  some 
way,  and  it  was  put  into  effect,  and  when  it  was  promul^ted  the  news- 
papers were  notified  of  it.  AU  claimants  and  attorneys  could  file  their 
cases  under  it  as  soon  as  it  was  issued,  without  preference  to  any. 

Q.  But  those  who  had  knowledge  of  the  fact  thart  such  an  order  was 
^  to  be  prepared  in  advance  would  have  an  advantage! — ^A.  l^obody  had 

such  notice. 

Q.  Those  who  had  prepared  cases  for  a  test  of  the  matter  had  no- 
tice Y — ^A.  Mr.  Lemon  prepared  thirty  cases. 

Q.  They  were  cases  to  test  the  system! — ^A.  It  was  to  see  what  the 
condition  was  of  thirty  cases  ftimished  by  him,  and  it  was  found  tiiat 
half  were  supx)osed  to  be  complete  and  half  were  not.  That  was  tbe 
report  Col.  Lincoln  made  to  me. 

Q.  This  system  of  completed  files,  as  provided  for  by  orders  145  and 
149,  was  entirely  changed  by  the  submission  of  order  161  f — ^A,  No,  sir; 
it  was  not.  Order  151  simply  provided  an  additional  method  of  getting 
cases  on  the  completed  files.  That  method  was  the  application  of  the 
claimant  or  his  attorney  certifying  to  certain  facts. 

Q.  This  change  was  madQ  because  you  believed,  as  yon  say,  that  it 

[,f!  II  ^  I  seemed  it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  some  rule  by  which  claimants  shali 

II  I  have  a  voice.    That  was  the  reason  for  the  change! — A.  It  was  not  a 

change.  I  stated  a  while  ago,  and  1  repeat  it,  that  these  two  orders, 
149  and  151,  were  prepared  at  the  same  time.  They  were  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  at  the  same  time,  and  they  were  under- 
stood to  constitute  a  system  for  the  management  of  the  files,  and  tbe 
simple  fact  that  one  happened  to  be  issued  a  few  days  before  the  other 
was  simply  to  have  the  files  examined  and  to  have  the  cases  that  were 
then  complete  attended  to  before  order  151  was  issued. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  the  date  of  orders  149  and  151,  respectively  !- 
A.  December  23, 1889,  was  the  date  of  order  149,  and  January  6, 1890, 
was  the  date  of  order  151. 

Q.  Then  twelve  days  after  order  149  you  issued  this  order,  ^o.  151, 
which  changed  that  system  of  completed  files! — A.  It  did  not  change 
it  at  all. 
!|  Q.  T):e  next  day  after  151  was  made  did  Mr.  Gteorge  B.  Lemon  in- 

dorse your  note  in  the  Bank  of  the  Eepublic  in  this  city! — ^A.  I  decline 
to  answer  any  such  question. 

Mr.  Enlge.  I  wiU  ask  the  committee  to  rule  whether  or  not  it  is  ad- 
missible! 
li;  The  Ghaibhaty.  I  think  it  is  admissible. 

The  Commissioner  declining  to  answer  the  question,  Mr.  Enloe  offered 
in  evidence  the  following  testimony,  given  by  Gen.  Haum  before  the 
investigating  committee  of  the  Fifby-first  Congress : 


By  Mr.  Sawtbr: 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Lemon  become  yonr  indorser  on  the  notef — ^A.  In  Jannaiy  last. 
't  Q.  Can  you  give  ub  the  datef — A.  I  think  so.    It  was  on  the  7th  of  Jaunary  last 

ii     «  Mr.  Goodnight.  That  is  for  the  $12,000  note.    I  understood  you  to  ask  if'hein- 

•  i    ;i  dorsed  on  the  $12,000  note. 

!:  A.  It  was  divided.    Part  of  it  was  dated  that  date  and  part  of  it  thirty  days  lateTj 

;-  bat  I  think  it  all  feU  dne  within  a  day  or  two  of  each  other. 

t  Mr.  Smyser,  The  amount  was  $12,000 f 

A.  TeSy  sir. 


The  evidence  wa»  odmittbdL 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Is  Mr.  George  E.  Lemon  who  indorsed  your  note  at  the  Bank  of 
the  Kepublic  for  this  sum  of  $12,000  the  same  George  B.  Lemon  who 
wrote  a  letter  bearing  date  of  December  16, 1889! — A.  Yes,  sir;  there 
was  but  one  Lemon  practicing  before  the  Department.  In  answering 
that  question,  as  it  is  a  double  one,  I  simply  say  he  is  the  same  Lemon. 
I  do  not  admit  by  that  statement  that  I  am  compelled  to  answer  that 
he  indorsed  any  paper  for  me. 

Q.  Is  this  the  same  Lemon  referred  to  by  Mr.  Lincoln  in  his  letter  in 
which  he  says  "Mr.  Lemon's  business  is  very  large,  so  large  in  fact  that 
I  believe  the  office  could  be  exclusively  employed  for  a  long  time  upon 
his  claims  alone  if  he  were  to  represent  any  considerable  portion  of  his 
cases  as  being  complete!" 

Mr.  Payson  objected. 

The  Witness.  There  was  but  one  Lemon  in  the  city  and  practicing 
before  the  Pension  Bureau. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  In  your  previous  examination  you  said  you  thought  some  other 
plan  should  be  adopted  than  the  system  then  in  vogue.  You  after- 
wards changed  your  mind  upon  that  subject! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  adopted 
the  system  by  which  completed  cases  could  be  placed  upon  the  list  of 
completed  files  and  considered  in  the  order  of  their  completion. 

Q.  Mr.  Lincoln,  in  his  letter  of  November  29, 1889,  says:  "Should 
examiners  devote  their  time  to  cases  declared  by  attorneys  to  be  com- 
plete, the  claims  of  those  who  have  no  attorneys  or  are  but  indifferently 
represented  by  them  would  be  neglected."  Do  you  think  he  is  mistaken 
in  that  opinion! — A.  The  system  that  I  adopted  gave  all  classes  of 
claims  the  same  privilege  of  being  put  upon  the  completed  files,  and 
there  was  no  partiality  in  the  order  or  in  its  operation.  What  Mr.  Lin- 
coln objected  to  and  what  I  was  striving  to  cure  was  to  prevent  the 
coming  into  the  office  from  day  to  day  of  attorneys  with  slips,  and 
wanting  cases  taken  up  and  disposed  of. 

Q.  Under  the  order  of  completed  files  could  they  have  been  taken 
up  in  any  other  order  than  under  the  present  system! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
If  a  few  attorneys  living  in  the  city  were  permitted  to  come  in  from  day 
to  day  and  call  up  eight  or  ten  cases  apiece  it  would  be  a  system  of 
favoritism  which  I  thought  and  believed  to  be  improper. 

Q.  And  you  still  think  so! — ^A.  I  still  think  it  would.  That  can  not 
happen  according  to  the  present  system. 

Q.  Mr.  Lincoln  in  his  letter  of  November  29, 1889,  said: 

Should  exaioinerB  deyote  their  time  to  cases  claimed  by  attorneyB  to  be  complete, 
the  claims  of  those  wlio  have  no  attorneys  or  are  bat  indifferently  represented  by 
them  would  be  neglected. 

Do  you  think  he  made  a  mistake  in  that! — ^A.  I  thought  I  had  an- 
swered that  question.  If  enterprising,  intelligent  attorneys  were  per- 
mitted to  call  up  cases  that  they  supposed  were  complete  and  the  office 
were  put  upon  their  work,  I  have  no  doubt  that  country  attorneys  and 
claimants  not  represented  by  attorneys  would  be  left  in  the  fog.  But 
Mr.  Lincoln  was  discussing  the  question  of  handling  the  business  at 
the  time,  as  it  was  handled  at  that  time  when  there  was  no  system. 
There  was  no  system  of  completed  files  at  which  everybody  could  have 
a  show;  but  attorneys  would  come  in  and  say  that  they  had  ten,  fifteen 
or  twenty  cases  which  they  thought  were  completed  and  want  them 
taken  uj).  Of  course,  if  that  were  done,  it  would  be  an  act  ol  l^siQtS^%\cAi^ 
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those  who  asked  it.    I  think,  under  the  system  that  was  in  £nm  at  IliA 
time  Mr.  Linoohi  wrote  that  letter,  he  was  entirely  correct. 
Q.  Mr.  lincohi  also  said  in  that  letter — 

I  learn  too^  that,  as  an  examiner's  record  for  efBcienoy  has  been  based  npos  Iki 
number  of  claims  submitted  by  him  for  allowance,  he  is  constantly  keeping  a  k«k- 
ont  for  such  of  his  cases  as  haye  had  the  required  evidence  fnmisbed,  and  tikftlas  i 
mlo  the  claims  are  drawn  from  the  files  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the  eTidei« 
is  furnished,  and  adjudicated  if  complete. 

Do  yon  think  he  made  a  mistake  in  that  statement  f — ^A.  I  tiunk^ 
he  thought  that  was  entirely  correct.  At  the  time  he  wrote  the  eases 
were  not  drawn  from  the  completed  files, 

Q.  He  also  said : 

It  would  be  quite  impossible  for  an  out-of-town  claimant  to  have  his  ease  girti 
attention,  unless  he  engaged  an  attorney,  something  -very  many  intelligeat  spflh 
cants  do  not  care  to  do. 

Was  that  a  mistake  Y — ^A.  An  intelligent  man  having  a  claim  in  tiie 
office  would  have  as  much  right  to  get  along  as  a  claimant  who  had  aa 
attorney.    I  think  he  was  entirely  right. 

Q.  This  statement  is  in  reference  to  the  proposed  charge.  He  alao 
said: 

It  would  bring  down  upon  the  Bureau,  as  it  has  done,  the  charge  of  £ivoritiflmto 
those  who  would  be  most  benefited  by  such  course. 

What  do  you  say  to  thatf — ^A.  That  was  allowing  the  attorneys  to 
come  in  with  their  slips  from  day  to  day  and  have  their  slips  caDed  op 
by  the  office.  It  was  to  cut  that  up  by  the  roots  that  I  issned  thesetwo 
orders. 

By  Mr  Payson  : 

Q.  Which  two  orders! — A.  149  and  151.  It  was  to  place  every  atte- 
ney  upon  precisely  a  dead  level  as  to  rights  in  that  office. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Mr.  Bryant,  assistant  chief  of  the  middle  division,  in  his  letter  of 
November  22, 1889,  said— 

I  know  that  to  pursue  the  policy  suggested  would  turn  the  entire  clerical  foiMvi 
this  division  in  the  direction  toward  the  favored  claims. 

Do  you  think  he  was  wrong  in  that  statement  f — A.  I  think  he  was  en- 
tirely correct,  if  you  would  allow  the  attorney  to  bring  his  slips  in  of 
cases  that  he  thought  were  complete. 

Q.  That  is  just  what  Mr.  Lemon  asked  to  have  done;  that  is,  to  be 
permitted  to  bring  in  a  lot  of  slips  every  day  of  cases  that  he  bdieved 
to  be  complete,  and  have  them  examined.  That  is  exactly  what  is 
done  under  order  151.  Whenever  an  attorney  comes  in  and  says  tliat 
a  case  is  complete,  you  have  to  place  it  upon  the  completed  files  and 
say  that  it  is  complete? — A.  He  has  to  certify  that  it  is  complete 
Upon  his  honor  he  has  to  certify  that  certain  facts  are  true,  and  those 
facts  constitute  a  completed  case. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact  you  adopted  some  rule  as  a  punishment  for 
attorneys  who  would  certify  to  claims  being  complete  when  they  were 
not  complete,  and  you  enforced  that  rule  against  attorneys  f — ^A.  Thew 
have  been  some  cases  brought  to  my  attention. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  a  large  number  of  cases  have  been  found 
not  to  be  complete! — A.  Not  a  good  many. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  there  were  many  cases  where  attorneys 
had  certified  to  thek  e»ft^%  bem^  complete  when,  in  fact,  there  was 
jiotbing  ou  til^  exce>^\.  \ix^  \a^\^x^^^^\— K.  T2ws5^^'^  ^^^^ase^  but 
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I  issued  an  order  to  prevent  that.  Under  that  order,  where  it  is  found 
that  the  certificate  is  incorrect,  that  there  are  outstanding  calls  which 
have  not  been  answered  on  rejected  claims,  that  case  should  be  put 
back  where  it  was. 

Q.  Tour  order  to  disbar  attorneys  who  had  abused  this  ordbr  151 
was  to  prevent  attorneys  from  doing  this  very  thing;  that  is^to  pre- 
vent an  abuse  in  getting  the  adjudication  of  their  claims? — A.  xes,  sir. 

Q.  That  being  true,  why  is  it  when  attorneys  have  repeatedly  had 
cases  placed  upon  the  completed  files  that  you  have  not  disbarred  or 
punished  a  single  one  of  them! — A.  They  have  usually  offered  some 
satisfactory  explanation  in  regard  to  those  matters,  and  where  it  was 
shown  that  there  was  no  intentional  misconduct  on  their  part,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  the  thing  would  be  overlooked. 

Q.  iNTow,  here  is  another  thing  that  Mr.  Bryant  says: 

I  have  said  that  this  plan  was  tried  nnder  Commissioner  Tanner.  It  was  not  fully 
tried;  but  one  attorney  availed  himself  of  the  advantages  extended  until  just  before 
the  plan  was  discontinued,  and  yet  he  succeeded  in  so  nearly  swamping  the  office 
that  it  was  commonly  remarked  by  the  employds  in  the  adjudicating  division  that 
it  was  next  to  impossible  to  find  time  for  the  consideration  of  claims  not  represented 
by  that  attorney.. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  to  thatf — A.  I  say  that  Mr.  Tanner  must  have 
allowed  that  attorney  to  bring  in  a  lot  of  slips  that  he  thought  com- 
plete, and  he  must  have  flooded  the  office  with  them. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  who  that  attorney  wast — A.  I  have  had  no  in- 
formation about  it. 

Q.  Have  you  never  heard  who  he  wast — ^A.  I  have  not  seen  any  slips. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  who  it  wast — A.  I  have  heard  it  was  Capt. 
Lemon.  You  will  understand  that  that  was  a  system  that  I  regarded 
as  favoritism. 

Q.  It  was  on  that  system  of  completed  flies  that  the  attorneys  in- 
sisted on  having  cases  placed,  on  the  completed  flies  Y — ^A.  K  cases  are 
placed  on  the  completed  flies,  they  are  placed  there  in  the  order  of  the 
date  of  application  to  have  them  so  placed;  and  if  they  are  found  incom- 
plete, they  are  placed  back  where  they  belong. 

By  Mr.  Patson  : 

Q.  That  is  the  difference  between  the  two  systems  f — A.  The  other 
was  no  system  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  The  letter  of  Mr.  Bryant  was  an  answer  to  Mr.  Lincoln's  sugges- 
tion f — ^A.  I  never  saw  the  letter  from  Mr.  Bryant.  It  was  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Bryant  to  Mr.  Lincoln,  and,  of  course,  Lincoln  had  consulted  him 
in  some  way. 

Q.  It  was  in  consideration  of  this  matter! — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  reply  of  Mr.  Bryant  to  a  letter  of  Mr.  Lincoln  on  the 
subject  Y — ^A.  I  simply  replied  to  Mr.  Lemon  on  the  subject. 

By  Mr.  Lind: 

Q.  As  I  understood  your  testimony,  when  the  flle  clerks  drew  cases 
which  they  deemed  complete  and  sent  them  to  the  adjudicating  divi- 
sion, many  of  those  cases  were  found  upon  examination  to  be  incomplete 
and  were  returned? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  claimants  or  their  attorneys,  under  order  161,  certify  that 
in. their  judgment  their  cases  are  complete  and  ready  for  adjudication, 
it  happens  that  some  of  tl^ose  cases  are  found  incomplete  a»\v5l  ^ai^  ^v 
turnedt— Af  Yest 
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f!  Q.  Has  your  office  any  means  of  telling  or  advismg  ns  asto  dieralii 

J!  of  mistakes,  as  I  term  them,  in  the  two  cases  f — ^A.  I  presume  I  woM 

have  a  statement  of  that  kind  made.  At  that  point  it  mightbeprape 
for  me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  distinguishing  fe*- 
ture  of  the  system  of  two  classes  of  cases.  Where  the  cases  go  (rate 
the  completed  files  under  order  140  by  the  selection  of  the  file  clcL 
and  upon  an  examination  by  the  examiner  it  is  found  that  the  daiB 
not  complete,  a  call  is  made  immediately  upon  the  claimaiit  for  ibc 
balance  of  the  evidence.  But  in  claims  that  are  placed  upon  the  «» 
pleted  files  upon  the  application  of  the  attorney  and  are  taken  up  id 
found  not  to  be  complete,  they  are  put  back  into  the  pending  files  with- 
out making  a  call  upon  the  claimant  for  evidence.  So  that,  the  cbit 
ant  gets  no  advanta/i:e  by  the  attorney  acting  in  bad  faith  or  makiBgi 
mistake  as  to  the  completeness  of  cases.  When  a  case  is  placed  ipA 
the  completed  files  by  the  claimant  or  attorney,  he  certifies  to  a  stia 
of  facts,  and  if  the  facts  are  found  to  be  not  correct,  instead  of  makii^' 
a  call  upon  the  claimant,  it  is  put  back  upon  the  pending  files  to  be 
tiiken  up  in  the  order  of  examination. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  wish  to  ask  another  question  in  regard  to  this  matter.  After 
you  had  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Lincoln  and  Mr.  Bryant  laid  before  yon  and 
the  matter  had  been  discussed  by  those  who  are  much  more  familu? 
with  the  details  of  the  office  than  you  are 

The  Witness.  Eight  at  that  point  I  wish  to  say  that  Mr.  Uncoh 
was  appointed  Deputy  Commissioner  after  I  became  Commissioner; 
and,  while  I  woidd  not  disparage  his  knowledge  of  the  Pension  Office. 
I  knew  a  little  more  of  it  than  he  did,  because  I  have  been  there  mncb 
longer. 

Q.  Would  you  disparage  Mr.  Bryant's  knowledge  f — A.  No.  I  toot 
charge  of  that  office  as  head  of  it,  and  I  went  through  it  with  a  good 
deal  of  rapidity  for  the  purpose  of  learning  its  condition.  Having  h«i 
experience  in  another  office,  I  felt  that  I  could  learn  very  fast^  I  p* 
hold  of  facts  that  enabled  me  to  judge  what  was  the  proper  thing  to  be 
done. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Lio/coln  say  that  he  had  consulted  the  different  he^ 
of  bui'eaus  as  to  what  was  to  be  done  in  this  matter,  and  when  you  re- 
ceived this  letter  did  you  not  refuse  at  first  to  adopt  itf — A.  Asyoa 
*    Avill  observe  there,  I  simply  approved  the  recommendations  of  Col.  Lin- 
coln as  to  the  system  then  in  existence. 

Q.  That  was  before  the  existence  of  Order  151  f — A.  That  was  lon^r 
before.  This  order  was  issued  in  December.  I  went  through  that  office 
and  undertook  to  find  out  the  condition  of  every  part  of  it, 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  go  to  find  out  about  this  system!  Did  you  not 
turn  to  your  experienced  friend.  Gen.  Bussey,  to  fikd  out  about  this  sys- 
tem?— A.  I  went  to  the  facts. 

Q.  Did  you  not  go  to  Gen.  Bussey  to  find  out  after  you  had  refused  to 
act  favorably  upon  it! — ^^V.  I  did  not  reftise  to  act  ^vorably  upon  Or- 
ders 149  and  151,  because  they  were  not  in  existence  then.  I  i-efu«d 
to  act  favorably  upon  a  system  that  would  show  favoritism  in  tiat 
office — to  take  up  the  slips  of  attorneys  who  happened  to  be  in  this  city. 

Q.  I  asked  you  the  question  whether,  after  you  had  the  8uggesti(«* 
of  Mr.  Lincoln  and  Mr.  Bryant,  you  did  not  then  go  and  get  the  opini<» 
of  Gen.  Bussey  in  the  matter,  and  whether  it  was  not  Gen.  Bussey  who 
got  up  this  151  schema"! — A.  I  had  been  in  the  office  a  month,  not  quitea 
month,  when  this  l^Uttc  ot'i&x^liftKasya.  ^^^\<5s««>.\fc^  ^widL  I  referred  it 
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to  Col.  Lincoln.  Some  persons  in  the  oflBce  got  the  letter  of  Mr.  Bry- 
ant and  bronght  it  in,  and  I  approved  all  of  his  action.  During  the 
month  later,  I  had  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  the  system  by  which 
the  files  were  handled,  and  then  I  reached  the  conclusion  that  cases 
were  not  being  taken  up  in  the  order  in  which  they  were  completed, 
and  that  I  purpose  demonstrating  before  we  get  through  with  this  mat- 
ter, by  illustrating  the  old  and  new  systems.  Where  you  run  the  files 
through  for  six  months  and  then  comeback,  of  course,  the  cases  are  not 
taken  up  in  the  order  of  their  completion.  This  system  takes  the 
cases  up  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  completed.  Twenty-five  per 
cent  of  the  cases  go  upon  the  completed  files  upon  the  certificate  of  the 
attorneys,  and  few  upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimants. 

Q.  Was  it  not  shown  in  the  practice  that  from  50  to  80  per  cent  of 
the  cases  placed  upon  the  files  as  completed  were  not  completed! — A. 
The  experience  in  the  divisions  was  not  all  alike;  the  percentage  was 
greater  in  some  than  in  others.  Of  course,  there  was  quite  a  number  of 
cases  certified  as  completed  when  the  cases  were  not  completed. 

Q.  Did  not  that  put  a  large  force  in  the  Bureau  on  cases  that  were 
incomplete  and  stop  the  adjudication  of  cases  that  under  the  former  sys- 
tem were  completed! — ^A.  Under  the  former  they  adjudicated  a  number 
of  claims;  under  the  system  I  adopted  I  adjudicated  25  per  cent  more 
claims  than  were  adjudicated  before. 

Q.  With  what  increase  of  force! — ^A.  I  have  had  no  increase  of  force. 
The  first  eight  months  of  my  administration  I  increased  the  adjudication 
of  claims  as  compared  with  the  preceding  eight  months  of  Gen.  Black's 
administration. 

Q.  Did  not  Capt.  Lemon  tell  you  that  he  wanted  the  completed  files 
system? — A.  I  never  had  a  conversation  with  him  about  it. 

Q.  Did  he  not  testify  on  the  stand  that  he  wanted  that  system! — ^A. 
He  wrote  a  letter.  But  so  far  as  the  completed  files  are  concerned,  it  is 
a  matter  of  my  own. 

Q.  Did  he  not  testify  in  your  presence  that  he  wanted  a  completed 
files  system! — A.  You  have  his  testimony.  I  do  not  recall  the  exaet 
statement  that  he  made.  He  testified  that  he  wanted  a  system  by 
which  completed  cases  could  be  taken  up. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  so!  Has  he  not  expressed  his  satisfaction 
with  order  151 ! — A.  That  is  the  case  with  claimants,  attorneys,  and 
everbody  else  who  understand  the  system. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  he  did! — A.  I  have  had  no  particular  conversation 
with  him,  but  I  know  that  he  is  well  pleased  with  the  work  in  the  oftice. 

Q.  Y(m  have  known  Mr.  Lemon  very  well! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  not  been  associated  with  him  in  business  and  other 
ways! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  not  remember  that  he  expressed  his  satisfaction  to  you 
upon  the  adoption  of  this  order! — A.  Yes;  he  said  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  good  order. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  before  we  conclude,  whether  in  your  judgment 
there  is  any  similarity  between  the  work  of  the  oflice  under  the  com- 
pleted files  system,  as  you  have  it  now,  and  that  mentioned  in  the  corre- 
spondence that  you  had  with  Mr.  Bryant  and  Mr.  Lincoln! — A.  No 
relation  whatever  to  each  other. 

Adjourned,  to  meet  at  10:30  a.  m.,  Thursday,  April  7, 1892. 
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Washington,  D.  O.,  Thursday j  April  7,  laftl 
The  coinniittce  met  at  10:30  a.  m. 

GEH.  EAUM— EecaUed. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Hon,  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Little,  IM 
Dungan,  and  Brosius  of  the  committee,  and  Hosu  B.  A.  Enloe  and  H(Rl 
L.  E.  Payson. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Gen.  Ruum,  did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Lemon  in  Jnly,  1889,  about  yoor 
interests  in  Virginia,  and  stated  that  you  wanted  to  get  money  to  de- 
velop it! — ^A.  I  decliue  to  enter  upon  that  question. 

Q.  Did  he  refuse  to  loan  you  money  or  indorse  for  you  t — A.  I  dedine 
to  enter  upon  that. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  offer  in  evidence  marked  part  of  pa.ges  20  and  21  of  the 
evidence  t^iken  in  the  last  investigation.  (Hands  printed  record  to 
Judge  Payson.) 

Judge  Payson.  Under  the  decision  of  the  committee  as  to  the  re* 
levaiicy  of  the  matter  in  inquiry  and  over  my  objection  it  may  be  con- 
sidered in. 

Copy  of  testimony  as  follows: 

ByMr.  Smyskr: 

Q.  Did  you  disclose  to  Mr.  Lemon  your  enterprise  in  Virginia  f — ^A.  Oh,  yei;  c&- 
tirt^ly  so. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  make  that  known  to  Mr.  Lemon  t — ^A.  It  was  jnst  afttfl 
made  a  trip  down  there;  I  do  not  recoUect  the  month,  but  probably  it  was  in  JoJf. 

Q.  Of  last  yearf — A.  Of  last  year,  June  or  July. 

Q.  You  then  conveyed  to  him  the  progress  you  were  making  there? — A^  Tes^iir; 
from  time  to  time. 

Q.  As  you  were  developing  your  scheme  down  there  yon  spoke  of  this  loan  aodliii 
iiidorsenient ;  you  talked  that  over,  or  how  was  thatf — ^A.  Lmade  known  to  him  thai 
I  wanted  to  get  some  money  to  assist  in  my  business  there,  and  in  that  way  I  msde 
the  loan  I  speak  of. 

Q.  Now,  you  say  you  made  known  the  fact  that  you  wanted  to  get  some  money, 
and  it  finally  resulted  in  the  loan  of  which  you  speak .  Over  what  pe^od  of  time  did 
that  extend  f — A.  I  say  I  first  brought  it  to  his  attention,  I  think  it  w^as,  after  1  bid 
conio  up  from  there  on  a  visit,  looking  the  property  over  in  June  or  July  of  Ust 
year.    It  was  four  or  five  months  before  I  got  the  money,  somewhere  along  there. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  also  offer  evidence  marked  part  of  pages  2S  and  29,  as 
follows : 

ByMr.  Lewis: 

Q.  Let  me  ask  yon,  please,  the  date  of  Mr.  Lemon's  first  written  commnnicatioii  to 
you  on  this  subject  f — A.  November  16;  here  is  the  original  reply  of  Lincoln  to  ma. 

Q.  And  Lincoln's  reply  to  your  letter.is  dated  November  29T — A.  Yes,  sip. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  please  give  me  the  date  when  these  so-called  completed  dsiiDi 
of  l^cmon  were  brought  into  the  ofiicef — ^A.  They  were  with  the  letter  of  Noveaibtf 
the  liith;  thirty  slips. 

Q.  Had  the  communication  between  yon  up  to  this  time  been  verbal f — ^A  Tes,sir. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  Mr.  Raum  requested  that  Mr.  Lemon  should  put  his  views  in  writing 
so  he  seiit  this  letter. 

Mr.  Smxsek.  lie  says  in  the  letter,  ''  I  have  th6  honor  to  inclose  thirty  slips.' 

Mr.  Lawyer.  That  letter  was  referred  to  Mr.  Lincoln. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

ByMr.  Lewis: 

Q.  Had  you  ever,  anterior  to  this  time,  refused  to  advance  claims  on  this  order  or 
to  allow  any  attorneys  who  claimed  that  their  pensions  were  completed  to  file  themf— 
A.  You  will  see  from  that  date,  which  is  the  16th  of  November,  that  I  was  rery  new 
in  the  ofiicc.  I  had  just  taken  charge  less  than  a  month  previous,  on  the  21st  of  Octo- 
ber, and  I  was  feeling m>f  y^tt^s  \iO  «i  ^xin^Yb^^^eik  ol  \X)a ^ft.*^^  of  the  business.    I  think 
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that  probably  severel  attorneys  were  permitted^  as  they  claimed  they  had  previonsly 
been  permitted  to  do,  to  bring  in  a  few  slips  from  time  to  time,  jnst  as  Capt.  Lemon 
broni^t  in  these  at  m^  reque^. 

Q.  Were  they  permitted  under  any  special  agreement  with  you  to  bring  in  these 
completed  slips f — ^A.  Oh;  no;  they  were  insisting  upon  the  privilege  of  calling  np 
cases  for  action  nnder  an  nnderstanding  they  had  had  previously  with  the  office  ana 
of  which  I  was  doubtful  as  to  the  ezx>eaiency. 

Judge  Payson.  I  will  agree  over  my  objection  that  whatever  this 
record  shows  of  the  transaction  between  Gen.  Eamn  and  Mr.  LemoD 
may  be  regarded  in  evidence.  Wherever  it  occurs  in  the  evidence  wher^i 
Gren.  Eaum  answered  a  question  during  the  last  Congress  in  this  mat- 
ter it  may  go  in  over  my  objection. 

The  Witness.  Let  it  be  considered  that  I  decline  to  puswer  in  regard 
to  that,  and  let  it  go  in. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Then  there  is  an  omission  on  p.  29  that  is  immaterial.  Then  I 
wish  to  offer  in  evidence  beginning  at  the  question  of  Mr.  Lewis  on  p. 
29  and  including  pp.  30,  31,  32,  and  33  down  to  order  151,  on  p.  33. 
That  is  all  I  want  to  offer  right  there. 

Testimony  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  Lewis  : 

Q.  But  before  Mr.  Lemon  brought  in  these  slips,  had  not  you  refused  to  allow  at- 
torneys to  bring  claims  of  like  character  and  similar  condition  to  be  preferred? — ^A., 
I  stated  to  you  there  may  have  been  some  slips  aUowed  there  to  a  number  of  attor* 
neys,  but  I  say 

Q.  You  do  not  catch  my  question  f — ^A.  I  wiU  come  to  that.  When  I  became  thor- 
oughly satisfied  that  that  was  not  the  correct  manner  of  running  the  office,  I  refused 
to  file  these  slips  for  Capt.  Lemon,  and  it  was  because  I  refused  him  that  I  finaUy 
said :  ''  Put  your  views  in  writing  and  prepare  a  few  slips  and  I  wiU  have  the  matter 
looked  into." 

Q.  Did  he  embody  any  views  in  thilt  writing  that  he  did  not  present  in  that  con- 
versation with  you,  which  caused  yon  to  change  your  opinion  on  the  subject  f — ^A.  I 
bad  refused  him  at  the  time. 

Q.  And  after  that  hebroughtin  thirty  slips  f — ^A.  I  stated  to  him:  '' Bring  in  these 
slips  and  1  will  cause  them  to  be  examined  with  a  view  of  seeing  the  status  of  these 
cases '"  and  1  referred  it  to  Col.  Lincoln,  who  has  charge  of  the  divisions  having  the 
greatest  number  of  cases. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  slips  he  has  brought  in  since  then  f — ^A.  I  have  not  the 
slichtest  idea  in  the  world. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  has  not  brought  in  a  larger  proportion  than  any  other 
pension  attorney  in  the  city  f — A.  Under  the  orders  which  I  issued  after  that,  in  De- 
cember and  January,  and  which  1  win  explain  presently,  no  man  was  given  prefer- 
ence, and  every  attorney  was  placed  absolutely  upon  an  equality  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  office.  If  an  attorney  happened  to  have  more  cases  on  his  docKet,  and 
they  were  in  a  better  state  of  forwardness,  in  regard  to  completion,  than  those  of 
other  attorneys,  he  would  be  able  under  these  orders  to  have  a  larger  number  of  cases 
placed  upon  the  completed  file.    That  would  be  the  only  precedence  he  could  have. 

Q.  I  understand  that,  but  I  understand  you  to  say  that  only  nine  cases  out  of 
these  thirty  were  completed  f — ^A.  It  is  whatever  Mr.  Lincoln's  letter  states. 

The  Chairman.  Fifteen  cases  were  completed.  Six  had  already  gone  tol^e  board 
of  review  and  were  completed,  and  nine  more  were  considered  ready  to  go  to  the 
board  of  review. 

By  Mr.  Lkwis: 

(J.  Then  there  were  50  per  cent  completed! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  proportion  is  that  to  the  other  attorneys  who  brought  in  their  claims  f 
Was  as  large  a  proportion  of  their  claims  in  the  same  condition  as  Mr.  Lemon's  f — A. 
After  that  Tetter  nobody  was  permitted  to  bring  in  slips  and  call  up  cases  and  have 
them  adjudicated;  that  closed  that  business. 

Q.  When  the  fact  disclosed  the  condition  of  these  claims  and  showed  50  per  cent 
of  them  were  not  completed  cases,  I  want  to  know  how  it  was  that  Lemon  was  al- 
lowed to  continue  to  bring  in  cases  when  such  a  large  number  were  not  completed  f— 
A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  Lemon  get  in  such  an  extraordinac^  ttDiowiiXt  q»1  ^%2ssa\  ^^^bSQ2<(» 
to  know  that. — A.  Mr.  Lemon  has  never  had  any  order  to  ^xe\^^  ^iadsfi&\^^  ^x^gp^ 
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of  way  OTer  anybody  else's  claims  at  any  time,  and  from  the  29th  or  SOth  of  5fT«- 
l)er,  1889.  to  this  date  no  attorney  has  called  up  a  case  except  nnder  the  ordas  w 
sued  in  December  and  January  last,  and  which  I  propose  to  present  to  the  c&sasi- 
tee.  This  business  of  attorneys  calling  up  cases  for  adjudication  by  filing  slips  vn 
abolished. 

Q.  Then,  allow  me  to  ask  you,  "^hy  did  you  allow  him  to  hring  in  thirty  easa^iB 
the  face  of  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Lincoln! — A.  L^et  me  explain  that  Cafl 
Lemon  brought  in  probably  ten  or  a  dozen  slips  on  a  certain  day  and  wanted  i»  © 
give  them  the  right  of  way.  Well,  I  said  to  him :  "  Now,  capt^n,  I  do  not  tiiik 
that  is  a  proper  practice  for  this  office,"  and  I  went  on  to  tell  Iiim  why  1  thoa*bt:i 
was  not  a  proper  practice.  He  argued  the  matter  and  spoke  of  what  had  been  dnt 
before.  Fmally  it  ended  with  my  saying  to  him;  "  Suppose  you  put  in  writing  tab 
views  upon  tliis  subject  and  bring  in  twenty -five  or  thirty  slips,  and  I  will  hare  tie 
matter  considered  and  have  these  cases  examined  as  to  their  status,  and  we  will  tbes 
see  about  it.''  So,  on  the  16th  of  November  he  came  in  with  the  letter  and  bronsbl 
in  the  thirty  slips,  of  which  the  letter  speaks,  and  I  referred  the  letter  anddipete 
Col.  Lincoln. 

The  Chairman.  And  on  the  29th  of  November  Col.  Lincoln  did  give  the  staia 
of  the  cases  f 

A.  Yes,  sir.  These  slips  were  referred  to  the  proper  adjudicating  divisions  and  A^y 
were  reported  upon,  and  on  the  29th  of  November  Deputy  Commissioner  Lineob 
wrote  the  letter  and  submitted  it  to  me.  Capt.  Lemon  came  in  a  day  or  two  aiUr- 
wards  and  I  sent  for  Mr.  Lincoln,  and  the  letter  was  read  over  to  Capt.  Lcmos 
and  I  approved  it.  From  that  day  forward  no  attorney,  or  rather  no  claim,  has  eTtf 
been  called  up  and  adjudicated  out  of  its  order  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Mr.  Smtser.  Was  your  request  to  Lemon  to  bring  in  thirty  slips  and  your  n»f€f- 
ence  of  that  to  Mr.  Lincoln  with  the  object  to  expedite  Lemon's  claims,  or  witi  i 
view  of  establishing  a  practice  in  the  Department* 

A.  It  was  to  establish  a  practice  in  the  Department.  I  told  him  to  bring  in  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  cases  so  I  could  see  how  they  looked,  and  asked  him  to  put  his  viewi 
in  writing.    He  did  it,  and  as  a  result  the  practice  was  stopped. 

By  Mr.  Lewis  : 

Q.  You  state,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  then,  since  the  16th  day  of  November  Mr.  LeiiKni 
has  not  brought  into  this  office  any  claims  with  the  idea  that  they  were  completed 
claims  and  should  have  preference. — A.  If  he  has  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it  m  the 
world. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  it  is  not  sot — ^A  I  stated  to  you  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge 
and  belief  that  nothing  was  done  in  violation  of  that  order.  I  know  I  did  not  int^ 
it  should  be  done,  and  I  am  quite  sure  it  was  not  done. 

Mr.  Goodnight.  Suppose  we  let  Gen.  Kaum  state  what  orders  were  issued  after 
that,  so  we  can  get  them  all  in. 

By  Mr.  Lewis  : 

Q.  I  have  forgotten  the  day  of  the  month  on  which  Lemon  went  on  your  note  for 
$12,000;  was  itm  December f — A.  Noj  in  January. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  datef — ^A.  January  the  7th. 

Mr.  Smyser.  The  result  of  Lincoln's  letter  and  your  approval  was  the  iasne  of  the 
order  that  contravened  the  statement  outlined  by  Lemon  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  Has  that  order  been  introduced  f 

A.  No,  sir;  but  I  have  it  here  ready  to  present  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Goodnight.  Was  that  letter  entered  as  an  order  of  the  Departmentf 

A.  No,  sir;  but  I  issued  an  order  dated  the  23d  of  December,  1891,  a  copy  of  which 
I  hand  you. 

Order  No.  149.]  Department  op  the  Interior,  Bureau  op  Pensions, 

Washington,  D,  C,  December  S4, 1SS9. 

The  files  of  pending  claims  in  each  division  shall  at  once  be  examined,  counted, 
and  proper  account  taken  of  the  same. 

Where  a  claim,  upon  inspection  of  the  jacket  and  testimony  strapped  to  the  case. 
seems  to  be  complete,  a  proper  record  shall  be  made  of  the  claim  on  a  card  prcparwi 
for  that  purpose,  and  the  case  shall  be  kept  upon  a  list  known  as  the  *'  completed 
files,"  and  these  cases  shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  the  filing  of  the  last  piect 
of  evidence. 

Upon  examination  of  those  cases,  if  it  is  found  that  another  call  for  evidence  i* 
required,  such  call  shall  be  made,  and  the  case  returned  to  the  files  of  pending  cases 
to  await  the  reply  to  tho  call.  When  the  evidence  in  response  to  that  call  is  fur- 
nished the  claim  .shall  at  once  be  restored  to  the  list  of  '*  completed  files''  and  the 
claimant  notified. 
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Plslcing  a  claim  qb  the  list  of  ''  completed  files  "  shall  not  be  considered  as  a  favor- 
able adjudication  of  the  claim.  This  arrangement  is  intended  simply  to  secure  the 
consideration  of  the  claims  which  are  apparently  completed  at  the  earliest  possible 
date.  The  '^  completed  files'^  shall  also  be  arranged  so  as  to  separate  the  original 
cases  from  the  increase  cases. 

Hereafter  all  calls  for  evidence  shall  be  made  npon  blanks,  which  shall  indicate 
by  number  the  nature  of  the  call,  and  a  record  of  such  call  shall  be  made  upon  a 
card  opposite  the  number  on  the  card  corresponding  with  the  number  of  the  call  in 
the  blank. 

Claimants  and  their  attorneys  are  urgently  requested  to  prepare  their  evidence  in 
resj)onse  to  these  calls  according  to  the  number,  and  to  indorse  on  the  back  of  the 
evidence,  "  Reply  to  call  No. , -,  18 — ." 

These  ^'  calls  for  evidence"  cards  shall  be  strapped  to  the  case,  and  as  the  evidence 
in  reply  to  the  call  is  received  the  file  clerk  shall  immediately  record  the  date  of  the 
receipt  of  the  evidence  at  the  proper  number  of  the  call,  and  this  new  evidence  shall 
be  strapped  to  the  case. 

When  the  last  evidence  called  for  is  received  and  a  record  thereof  made  on  the 
card,  the  case  shall  at  once  be  entered  on  the  list  of  ''completed  files''  in  its  proper 
order  and  the  claimant  notified. 

All  answers  to  applications  for  status  of  cases  on  the  list  of  "completed  files'' 
shall  be  upon  a  blank  informing  the  applicant  that  the  case  is  pending  in  the  ''  com- 
pleted files." 

Hereafter  the  order  of  procedure  in  original  cases  shall  be  as  follows : 

(1)  The  mail  division  shall  deliver  all  applications  for  pension  to  the  record  divis* 
fiion  on  the  day  received. 

(2)  The  record  division  shall  promptly  make  a  record  of  the  case,  give  it  a  number, 
and  acknowledge  receipt  of  it,  and  refer  it  to  the  proper  division. 

(3)  A  call  shiul  be  made  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  report  of  the  military 
service  and  hospital  record  of  the  claimant. 

(4^  An  order  for  the  medical  examination  of  the  claimant  shall  be  made,  and  a  call 
shall  be  made  upon  the  claimant  for  such  evidence  as  seems  necessary  to  complete 
the  case  npon  blanks  which  shall  habitually  use  the  same  number  for  the  same  caU. 
A  proper  record-card  shall  be  made  for  the  case  and  the  case  put  upon  the  files  of 
pending  claims.  When  the  last  piece  of  evidence  called  for  has  been  received  and  a 
record  made  of  the  same  upon  tne  card,  the  case  shall  be  placed  upon  the  list  of 
''completed  files"  to  be  considered  in  its  order. 

Chiefs  of  divisions  shall  require  examiners  to  devote  their  entire  time  durine  five 
days  of  the  week  to  the  cansideration  of  cases  borne  upon  the  list  of  "  completed 
files." 

On  Saturday  of  each  week  the  entire  force  of  examiners  shall  devote  themselves  to 
the  examination  of  cases  borne  upon  the  pending  files  and  in  the  preparation  of  the 
necessary  calls  for  evidence  in  those  cases.  On  Friday  afternoon  of  each  week  the 
file  clerks  shall  withdraw  from  the  pending  files  fifteen  cases  for  each  examiner,  and 
have  them  placed  upon  the  desks  of  the  examiners  before  4  o'clock  on  Friday  after- 
noon. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUsioner, 

Having  abolished  the  system  of  allowing  attorneys  and  others  to  call  up  cases  for 
adjudication  by  slips,  I  continued  my  examination  of  the  manner  of  doing  business 
in  the  office.  I  visited  several  of  the  divisions.  I  would  call  the  head  of  a  division, 
an  assistant  chief,  and  one  of  the  principal  examiners,  and  consult  with  them  to  find 
out  the  exact  state  of  business  in  their  divisions  and  the  method  of  transacting  the 
business.  For  example,  I  visited  Mr.  Dnman's  division  and  had  an  interview  with 
him  and  one  of  his  assistant  chiefs,  and  an  examiner.  You  will  understand  I  do  not 
reflect  upon  any  one  in  the  office  when  I  criticise  the  system  of  doing  business.  I 
have  no  doubt  of  their  integrity  and  good  faith.  I  found  that  the  file  clerks  had  the 
supervision  of  selecting  the  cases  from  the  files  which  were  to  be  adjudicated.  The 
file  clerks  drew  the  cases  and  placed  them  upon  the  desks  of  the  aifferent  officers 
who  were  to  adjudicate  them.  I  asked  the  examiner,  ''Do  you  call  these  cases  up; 
do  jon  know  they  are  coming  to  youf"  The  answer  was  '•!  do  not."  I  asked  the 
assistant  chief,  "Do  you  know  that  these  cases  are  coming f"  He  replied,  "I  do 
not."  I  asked  Mr.  Duman,  the  chief  of  the  division,  the  same  question,  and  he  con- 
curred with  1  he  rest,  and  said  that  tlie  matter  was  left  to  the  file  clerks,  who,  accord- 
ing to  the  custom  which  had  long  prevailed,  drew  the  cases  which  they  thought  were 
ready  and  ought  to  be  taken  down  to  the  adjudicating  officers  for  action. 

The  Chairman.  That  the  committee  may  fully  understand  it,  please  explain  the 
duties  of  these  file  clerks  and  of  the  examiners  and  adjudicating  division. 

A.  You  will  understand  we  have  five  adjudicating  divisioiift*,  «^t)b(^V  vv^xvs^^'aJCvcv^^- 
vision  has  separate  file  <clerks,  with  a  chief.    We  liave  ai'bowt.  ^V^^Vj  \i\es^  ^Rwwgasi^^j^ 
file  clerks. 
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Q.  How  many  examiners  t— A.  They  are  called  file  olerka.  Yoa  can  Beefba  At 
number  required  that  it  is  a  very  large  and  laboriouB  buaineBa.  Each  divisffii  ki 
its  chief  of  files,  who  is  selected  for  his  intelligence,  sobriety,  and  character.  He  k 
intrusted  with  the  duty,  as  Just  stated,  of  culling  oat  hia  files  and  keepinfthe  to 
of  cases  Which,  in  his  judgment,  ought  to  be  sent  doivm  for  a^jndication.  llist  wu 
the  case  in  all  of  the  divisions.  I  gave  the  subject  a  great  deal  of  thought,  i&41 
brought  it  particularly  to  the  attention  of  Gen.  Buasey,  Assistant  Secret^  of  tbi 
Interior.  I  said  to  him  **  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  some  mk  bf 
which  the  claimant  shall  have  a  voice  in  this  question  of  liavine  his  case  adji& 
cated."  So  I  outlined  an  order  which  I  proposed  should  cover  this  tlung .  I  tim 
visited  Capt.  Ainsworth's  office  and  studied  his  card  system,  so  as  to  introdoeeit 
into  the  Pension  Office.  This  I  did  to  a  limited  extent.  After  submitting  the  natts 
to  the  Secretary's  office  and  receiving  an  approval  of  the  scheme  in  advance  1  isemi 
ordei*No.  149,  and  I  will  say  that  no  attorney  knew  of  that  order  before  it  came  oil 
or  suggested  it,  or  had  anything  to  do  with  it  whatever.  The  plan  origiEited 
wholly  with  myself. 

I  will  state  that  this  order  149  was  the  first  of  the  new  orders  which  were  prepued 
to  carry  out  this  system,  the  second  order,  151,  being  supplementary  to  tlM  o^ta. 
This  order  was  timed  in  its  issuance  to  commence  the  work  of  counting  and  exaBi&- 
ing  the  files  about  the  time  that  members  of  Congress  took  their  reo<aBS,  so  tiiat  the 
office  would  have  an  opportunity  to  examine  the  records  in  the  absence  of  ConfreM. 
Under  this  order  obout  300  persons  were  put  upon  these  files  under  the  general  aint- 
tion  of  the  chief  clerk,  but  under  the  immediate  direction  of  the  heads  of  the  diti*- 
iocs.    They  selected  out  35,240,  was  it  not,  Mr.  Bailey  t 

Mr.  Bauj£T.  I  think  so. 

The  Witness.  The  gentleman  who  answered  is  chief  of  the  law  division. 

Those  35,240  claims  were  placed  upon  the  completed  files.  They  w^ere  selected  be- 
cause from  their  appearance  and  the  indorsements  on  the  jacket  and  evident 
strapped  to  the  cases  they  appeared  to  be  complete.  The  claimants -were  immediateiT 
notified  that  their  claims  were  placed  on  the  completed  files.  Als  soon  as  this  wort 
was  done  order  No.  151  was  issued,  dated  January  6, 1890. 

Q.  Gen.  Eaum,  I  will  apSk  you  if  there  was  an  order  in  between  149 
and  151;  was  there  an  order  Ko.  150  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  as  to  that; 
my  impression  is  that  there  was  ft  hiatus  there.  I  will  examine  the 
books,  but  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  Order  150. 

Q.  Do  you  number  the  orders  numerically  f — ^A.  Yes,  sirj-  but  I  leave 
that  to  the  chief  clerk,  of  course;  I  do  not  know  the  numbers,  they  re- 
ceive them  in  their  proper  order,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Will  you  ascertain  if  there  is  an  order  Ne.  150,  and  what  that 
order  isf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  make  a  memorandum  of  it  so  you  will  not  omit 
to  do  it. — ^A.  My  recollection  now  is  there  is  a  hiatus  there. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  public  attention  was  called  to  order  Ifo. 
151  after  its  issuance! — ^A.  Oh,  inunediately. 

Q.  Immediately? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  sent  out  through  the  country  to  the  newspapers  and  in 
circular  forms  to  the  attorneys  all  over  the  country  immediately?— A 
It  was  sent  out  through  the  newspapers;  yes,  sir;  at  once. 

Q.  When  were  the  attorneys  notified  of  it? — A.  The  fiii'st  information 
was,  of  course,  through  the  newspapers,  and  then  they  were  notified 
Just  as  soon  as  the  order  was  printed. 

Q.  They  could  not  undefrstand  what  the  terms  of  the  order  were  from 
the  newspapers;  they  would  get  the  substance  but  not  the  form  of  it! 
A.  My  impression  was  it  was  given  out  so  that  it  was  produced  in  all 
of  the  Grand  Army  papers  through  the  United  States ;  ttiere  are  a  niun- 
ber  of  them,  and  I  think  it  was  probably  produced  in  full  in  these. 

Q.  But  it  was  not  in  the  ordinary  daily  newspai)er8  t — A.  I  can  not 
tell  you  that;  but  it  was  given  out  full  to  the  newspapers. 

Q.  Some  of  those  Grand  Army  papers  are  monthly  pax>erst — A.  I  do 
not  take  them  all,  but  I  presume  some  of  them  are. 

Q.  !Noneof  them  are  issued  oftener  than  once  a  week? — ^A.  No;  I 
think  not. 
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Q.  Some  of  them  issued  montMyt — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  those  who  relied  on  the  Grand  Army  papers  before  that 
w^oold  not  get  the  news  about  the  order  until  about  a  week  or  ten  days 
after  the  issuance  of  it.  Would  not  that  be  sot — A*.  Yes,  sir;  probably 
so. 

Q.  And  those  who  relied  on  the  monthly  papers  would  not  get  it  until 
somewhere  in  four  or  five  weeks  t — A.  WeU,  you  can  judge  of  that. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  you  began  to  see  evidence  that  attorneys 
and  claimants  throughout  the  country  had  begun  to  avail  themselves 
of  it? — ^A.  Now,  in  regard  to  that,  I  will  state  that  there  is  a  record  in 
the  office  in  regard  to  when  the  first  application  of  any  case  was  placed 
on  the  completed  files,  which  has  been  kept  right  along,  so  that  is  a 
matter  of  record,  and  I  would  not  venture  to  stote  from  my  recollec- 
tion about  it. 

Q.  Did  not  you  state  in  the  former  investigation  that  it  was  a  month, 
or  perhaps  five  weeks  t — ^A.  Whatever  I  stated  there  can  be  found. 

Q.  Before  any  attorneys  or  claimants  began  to  avail  themselves  of 
this  privilege! — ^A.  Kow,  Mr.  Bailey's  testimony  shows  quite  ftdly  how 
the  matter  was  availed  of  by  attorneys. 

Q.  You  still  adhere  to  the  statement  you  gave  at  that  timet — ^A.  If 
you  want  an  exact  statement  I  can  fiirnish  that  from  the  record.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  is  substantially  true. 

Judge  Payson.  He  wants  your  opinion;  the  record  will  show  for  it- 
self. He  wants  your  opinion  as  to  whether  you  think  it  is  accurate  or 
not? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mb.  Enloe: 

Q.  Were  not  there  a  good  many  applications  received  soon  after  this 
order  was  promulgated  from  attorneys  residing  here  in  the  city! — A.  I 
will  have  to  go  to  the  record  for  that;  I  do  not  remember  myself. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that  record  t — ^A.  Mr.  BaUey  testi- 
fied about  that  in  that  record  and  you  can  find  it  there.  These  applica- 
tions do  not  come  to  my  desk;  they  were  sent  to  the  law  division  and 
acted  upon  there. 

Q.  There  is  the  statement  which  Mr.  Bailey  furnished  before,  which 
you  introduced  in  your  evidence  on  pages  68  and  59  of  the  printed  record. 

t Hands  printed  record  to  witness]  What  does  that  say  theret — A.  I 
lave  no  doubt  that  this  on  pages  58  of  this  record,  which  is  what  you 
refer  to — this  abstract  that  Mr.  Bailey  signed,  is  correct,  as  follows: 

Department  of  thb  Interior,  Bureau  of  Pensions, 

Waahingion,  D.  C,  August  gfS,  1890. 

Sir  :  I  submit  herewith  a  statement  showing  the  number  of  cases  placed  on  the 
'*  completed  files"  since  Order  151  was  issued,  and  various  details  connected  there- 
with. 

Total  number  of  cases  placed  on  ''  completed  files"  from  February  3  to  August  16, 
1890,  115,564. 

The  five  firms  who  have  filed  the  largest  number  of  cases  are : 

George  E.  Lemon 8,110 

J.  B.  Cralle  &  Co 4,568 

P.J.Lockwood 4,101 

M.  R.  Stevens  &  Co 3,253 

J.W.Morris 1,675 

Total 21,707 
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Cases  filed  in  Febmaryy  14,011. 

George  E.  Lemon --. — 1,58 

J.B.CraUe&Co 1,«0 

Cases  filed  in  July,  11,518. 

George  E.  Leraon  ...• — - SJ 

John  W.  Morris ^4 

Cases  filed  in  Augnst.  5,947. 

George  £.  Lemon ® 

Maring,  Slusher  &  Co - 1^ 

Very  respectfully, 

M.  B.  Bailet, 
Chief,  Law  Bivinn. 
The  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 


Condition  of  "  completed  filea"  a$  ah4nDn  hy  applications  filed  in  Ike  lavs  diviiiotL 

August  18,  IfSfL 

Applications  received  during  the  week  ending  Angast  16,  1890 2,(n5 

Brought  forward  from  last  report 380 

Acknowledged  to  attorneys  or  claimants  and  sent  to  the  proper  adjudicating 

divisions 2,  MS 

Returned  to  attorneys  or  claimants  as  not  complying  with  order  151 21 

Applications  on  hand  awaiting  action 171 

TotaU  to  date. 


Adjudicating  division. 


Ea«tom 

Middle 

Southern 

Western 

Old  War  and  Novy 


Total 

Nnmbei  of  cases  as  shown  by  report  of 
June  30, 1890 


Invalid.    Increaae. 


1,057 
2,106 
1,174 
1,706 
263 


6,308 


1,080 
2,410 
1,388 
2,725 
2U2 


7,811 


Widow. 


213 
876 
265 
838) 
45 


1,237 


^^'-    I  ^^'^' 


13 
48 
33 
58 
5 


48 
84 
79 
80 
7 


Totdi. 


167 


2:99< 
4.»r 

SS 


115,  SH 


The  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 


M.  B.  Bait^et, 

Law  Clerk, 


Q.  How  was  it,  Gen.  Eaum,  tbat  no  record  was  kept  of  the  applica- 
tions under  this  completed  files  order  between  its  issuance  on  the  6th 
day  of  January  and  the  3d  day  of  February,  1890 1 — A,  If  there  was 
no  record  kept  of  it,  I  was  not  aware  of  it. 

Q.  You  introduced  that  as  the  part  of  your  evidence  in  your  former 
examination? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  assume  from  this  that  the  first  thatap- 
I)eared  was  on  the  3d  of  February. 

Q.  Howcamethisrecordtobekepttheref  Whoordered  this  record  to 
be  kept!  Did  anybody  order  it,  or  was  it  voluntary  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Bailey? — ^A.  It  was  a  proper  record  to  keep. 

Q.  It  ought  to  have  been  kept  from  the  time  they  began  to  make  ap- 
plications!— ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  necessary  that  you  should  issue  any  order  about  the  keep- 
ing of  this  record  ! — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  really  now  whether  ]Mi.  Bailey 
failed  to  keep  it  or  not,  but  it  did  not  occur  to  me  at  the  time  that  it 
was  necessary  to  direct  him  to  keep  it. 

Q.  You  did  not  issue  any  order  directing  him  to  keep  itt — ^A.  No, 
sir;  I  do  not  think  I  did.  Unless  there  was  a  verbal  order,  I  do  not 
recollect  any  such  thing. 

Q.  You  do  not  kno^  \j\ifc\JtkfcT  ^wsi  ^^^n^V^mbx  ^^-^^t^hial  order  or  noti— 
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A>  I  do  not  recall  as  to  that;  but  the  record  was  kept  and  it  was  proper 
to  keep  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  cases  Mr.  Lemon  had  in  the  35^240  cases 
wliich  was  selected  under  your  order! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  he  filed  from  February  3  to  August  16, 
1890? 

Judge  Payson.  -This  report  shows  that,  Mr.  Chairman.  Would  this 
question  strengthen  it! 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  ask  him  some  questions  about  it. 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Bailey  stated  in  this  report  that  from  February  3  to 
August  16, 1890,115,564  claims  were  placed  upon  the  complete  files 

Q.  I  asked  you  how  many  Mr.  Lemon  filed.  I  did  not  ask  you  to 
read  that  report,  I  asked  simply  the  question  how  many  cases  did  Mr. 
Lemon  file! — A.  I  see  that  out  of  that  number  Mr.  Lemon  filed  8,110 
cases. 

Q.  What  were  the  contract  fee  for  cases  under  the  general  law  at 
that  time! — A.  Twenty-five  dollars. 

Q.  And  where  there  was  no  contract,  what  was  the  amount! — ^A. 
Ten  dollars. 

Q.  Did  you  know  whether  Mr.  Lemon  generally  had  contracts  with 
his  clients! — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

-  Q.  You  have  not  paid  any  attention  as  to  the  amount  that  was  paid 
him  in  fees  when  the  cases  were  adjudicated! — ^A.  !No,  sirj  it  never 
came  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  he  had  10,000  cases  adjudicated  under  that 
order,  that  fees  accruing  to  him  of  $250,000! — ^A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  order  put  $250,000  in  his  pockets  inside  of  six 
months! — A.  ]No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Where  is  Mr.  Lemon  now! — ^A.  I  can  not  tell  yoiL 

(J.  Do  you  know  where  ho  is! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  where  he  is!  Have  not  you  heard  where  he 
is! — A.  I  understood  that  he  and  a  party  of  people  went  abroad. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  he  left! — A.  I  knew  about  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Abcjut  what  time  was  it! — A.  I  can  not  tell  you  that  now. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 
Q.  Was  it  anything  more  than  a  newspaper  report! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  of  Mr.  Lemon's  friends  or  his  clerks,  or  any 
one  acquainted  with  him,  or  having  business  from  his  office,  say  that 
Mr.  Lemon  wiis  in  Europe  and  when  he  left! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  have  had 
no  occasion  to  talk  about  it.  I  know  it  was  stated  that  Capt.  Lemon 
and  a  party  of  people  went  abroad. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  he  left  here  immediately  after  this  inves- 
tigati<m  was  ordered! — ^A.  I  think  it  was  after. 

Q.  Was  it  immediately  after! — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  how  long  it  was 
after  that  he  left. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  he  left  without  even  giving  notice  to  his  clerks  that 
he  intended  to  leave,  except  to  walk  in  and  leave  a  note  on  his  desk 
that  he  wa^s  going! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it  at  all. 

Q.  Could  Mr.  Lemon's  cases  be  advanced  without  the  file  clerks  or 
examiners  knowing  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Could  a  clerk,  or  any  one  having  access  to  the  office  after  office 
hours,  knowing  the  names  of  the  soldiers  and  the  number  of  their 
claims  which  were  kept  by  Mr.  Lemon,  advavi^^  IjfcTsvsys^^  ^'^^fcsX — fe^-* 
The  only  way  th'dt  a  case  could  be  advauc^  uh'Ol'Sl  \!!Q^\t  ^»\K^^^fc^-'^^^ 
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system  was  for  an  applicant  to  place  the  case  on  the  completed  files  to 
be  fQed  in  the  office  and  to  go  to  the  law  division  and  get  stuoped 
there  as  placing  it  on  the  completed  files,  and  sending  the  cases  to  ^ 
prox>er  file  clerk;  a  mere  shifting  of  those  cases  from  place  to  place bn 
no  effect  npon  them  whatever. 

Q.  Yon  have  piles  of  cases  arranged  alphabetically,  dont  yoo,  tbgt 
do  not  contain  names  of  the  attorneys t — A.  Kot  at  alL  They  are  sb- 
ply  placed  in  the  completed  files  in  their  order. 

Q.  How  are  they  placed  on  the  examiner's  desk  t — ^A*  The  cases  tint 
he  has  been  acting  npon  are  drawn  and  given  to  him. 

Q.  They  are  placed  there  in  a  pile,  and,  if  a  man  knew  the  nmnbcfs 
of  Mr.  Lemon's  cases  and  the  name  of  the  soldier,  oonid  not  he  g^ii 
there  after  office  honrs  and  put  these  cases  on  top  of  the  piles,  so  th^ 
would  be  t^en  up  and  acted  upon  before  other  cases? — A^  They  are 
not  thrown  in  piles:  they  are  kept  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Judge  Payson.  xou  can  answer  that  yes  or  no. 

A.  I  will  say  no;  the  proposition  is  simply  ridicnlons. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  The  claims  are  charged  to  the  examiner  by  8lii>s,  are  they  notf- 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  the  file  clerk  places  in  the  files  alphabetically  arranged 
according  to  the  name  of  the  examiner  t — ^A.  The  cases  are  charged  to 
the  examiner  on  cards,  each  card  is  strapped  to  the  case  and  the  cases 
are  arranged  in  numerical  order,  running  from  the  lowest  numbered 
cases  to  whatever  number  the  desk  mU  hold,  bnt  the  cases  are 
not  arranged  alphabetically  or  numerically. 

Q.  The  slips  contain  the  number  and  name  of  the  soldier  and  name 
of  the  examiner  to  whom  charged! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  any  one  take  some  of  the  bottom  slips  and  place  them  os 
top! — ^A.  The  slip  which  I  describe  is  a  slip  that  is  s&apped  to  the 
case. 

Q.  Are  not  these  cases  laid  on  the  desk  of  the  examiner  when  he  i^ 
directed  to  examine  themf — ^A.  Under  the  orders  thirty  cases  are 
drawn  from  the  files  for  each  examiner,  and  they  are  placed  for  him  to 
take  up  as  he  pleases.  Of  course,  he  is  not  obliged  to  begin  work  at  aoy 
particular  end;  he  can  commence  work  at  that  end  or  this  end,  but  tk^ 
is  supposed  to  be  about  a  day's  work. 

Q.  If  a  clerk  was  getting  along  doing  this  work  he  would  naturally 
handle  the  papers  on  top  f^st  if  arrang^  in  a  pile! — ^A.  I  really  do  not 
know  how  the  cases  are  placed  on  the  desk,  I  supx>osed  that  they  w&e 
laid  edgewise. 

Q.  Yes;  and  if  there  was  more  than  enough  for  one  row  then  c^ne 
another? — A.  Yes,  sir;  perhaps  there  may  be  thirty  cases  on  the  desk, 
and  it  is  left  to  his  discretion  as  to  which  end  he  will  begin  at. 

Q.  If  some  one  arranged  so  his  hand  would  naturally  fall  on  the  cases 
of  a  certain  attorney  without  his  knowledge  it  would  be  natural  that 
he  would  take  these  first! — ^A.  If  some  person  should  slip  into  the 
office  and  should  escape  the  notice  of  the  watchman  and  go  and  arrange 
the  cases  as  you  suggest  it  might  be  done,  and  the  examiner  might 
take  the  cases  from  the  top,  as  you  suggest.  I  do  not  know  that^  but  I 
think  it  might  be  done. 

By  Mr.  Bbosius  : 
Q.  Anybody's  else  case  might  b^  done  in  the  same  way  t-r-A«  Yes, 
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By  Judge  Payson  : 
Q.  That  would  be  all  in  violation  of  the  orders  f — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  There  are  persons  who  remain  in  the  Pension  Office  after  office 
hours? — ^A.  Very  few.  They  are  admitted,  if  at  all,  by  an  order  from 
the  chief  clerk,  but  very  few  persons  go  to  the  office  after  office  hours. 
Sometimes  some  special  work  has  to  be  done  and  they  are  permitted  to 

go. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  the  $12,000  note  which  Mr.  Lemon  indorsed  for 

you? — ^A.  I  do  not  know  as  that  is  a  matter  of  special  interest  to  this 

committee  or  to  the  country. 

Q.  Will  you  answer  the  question? — ^A.  Ko,  I  will  not  answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  offer  as  evidence,  Mr.  ChairmaD,  the  following: 

Judge  Payson.  Let  it  be  considered  as  in  evidence  over  my  objec- 
tion in  any  that  was  given  in  the  last  examination. 

Mr.  Enloe.  That  part  of  the  testimony  which  is  marked  on  page  10. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer: 

Q.  Ib  Mr.  George  E.  Lemon  an  indorser  on  any  notee  for  yonf— A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  amount  f — A.  I  borrowed  $12,000  from  the  National  Bank  of  the  Re- 
public upon  the  indorsements  of  George  £.  Lemon.  When  the  pap^r  foil  due  (that 
-was  before  this  matter  came  up),  I  renewed  it  for  $10,000,  paying  ^,000  and  the  in- 
terest. In  the  course  of  time  it  came  around  again,  and  in  the  meantime  this  reso- 
lution of  investigation  had  been  offered,  and  I  renewed  the  note  for  $9,000,  paying 
$1,000.  The  National  Bank  of  the  Republic  holds  my  note  for  $9,000  with  Georjge 
£.  Lemon  as  an  indorser,  and  George  £.  Lemon  holds  the  collateral  which  I  ^ave  him 
at  the  time  I  made  the  negotiations  for  the  money.  It  is  worth  three  times  the 
amount  of  his  indorsement. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  farther  in  reference  to  this  matter,  Gen.  Eanm- 
Before  Order  'No,  161  went  into  effect,  did  you  direct  the  chief  clerk  to 
select  from  the  files  a  number  of  cases  which  were  deemed  complete! — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  Ko.  149  required  that  that  should  be  done,  that  the  files 
should  be  examined  and  counted,  and  that  such  cases  as  from  the  in- 
dorsement upon  the  jacket  and  the  appearance  of  the  testimony  strapped 
to  the  case  appeared  to  be  complete  should  be  selected,  and  the  par^ 
should  be  notified  that  they  were  put  upon  the  completed  files.  That  is 
the  first  paragraph  of  Order  Ko.  149. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  these  35,240  cases  the  cases f — A.  Yes,  sir;  those  are  the 
cases,  a  little  over  35,000. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  And  they  came  the  first  under  the  completed-files  system? — A. 
Yes,  sir;  that  work  was  done  by  the  chiefs  of  division  and  examiners. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  many  men  were  employed  on  themf  The  statements  on  the 
former  examination  show  some  conflict  on  that  question. — ^A.  I  think 
the  statement  shows  there  were  about  300. 

Judge  Payson.  That  is  what  the  statement  on  page  33,  in  the  first 
long  paragraph,  shows. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  those  the  cases  about  which  you  inquired  if 
there  had  been  any  record  keptt 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  inquired  if  there  had  been  any  record  kept  of  th.<^ 
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namber  of  claims  filed  between  the  6th  day  of  Jannary  and  SAizjd 
February. 
A.  I  have  no  information  beyond  what  I  tell  yon  of  that  period  d 

time. 
Judge  Payson.  You  understand,  Mr.  Ghainnan,  this  question  in- 
j  eludes  a  period  of  time  after  the  Order  N'o.  151  went  into  operation. 

The  Chairman.  That  would  be  from  the  6th  of  January  down  to  tk 
3d  of  February. 
Judge  Payson.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  much  time  was  taken  up  in  the  selection  of  these  cases,  gen- 
eral! — ^A.  In  selecting  them  and  giving  the  notices  it  took  up  to  tk 
afternoon  of  the  5th  of  January,  to  my  recollection. 
}  Q.  That  was  from  what  date! — ^A.  WeU,  the  order  was  issued  on  tk 

23d  of  December  and  I  presume  they  commenced  on  the  cases  at  once. 
I  think  so,  about  that  time.     - 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  Order  No.  149?— A.  Yes,  sir;  just  as  soon  as  they  made  ar- 
rangements. They  probably  prepared  some  forms  or  other,  but  tk 
work  was  entered  upon  at  once. 

■ 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  don't  know  what  time  they  did  commence  t — ^A.  It  was  in  a 
day  or  two  from  the  23d  of  December. 

Q.  And  lasted  until  the  6th  of  Januaryt — ^A.  Yes,   sir.    I  hurried 

the  work  up  so  the  second  order  could  be  issued  as  soon  as  the  woit 

was  done.    The  notification  that  these  cases  had  been  placed  on  tie 

,1  completed  files  had  been  sent  out  and  then  the  next  order  was  issued. 

;  j  The  order  was  issued  December  23,  the  first  order. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 
Q.  About  two  weeks'  workt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Don't  you  know  that  the  chiefs  of  divisions  testified  on  the  fi)rmer 
examiuatioii  that  it  took  from  two  to  three  days  in  selecting  these 
cases! — A.  The  additional  work  was  the  giving  of  the  notices;  they 
had  to  give  35,000  and  some  odd  notices  before  the  work  was  finished. 

Q.  Those  are  printed  notices,  I  suppose,  sent  out  to  claimants  and 
attorneys,  were  theyt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  that  force  of  300  clerks  doing  the  balance  of  tiiat 
time;  it  didu't  take  300  clerks  the  balance  of  that  time  to  send  out  the 
notices,  did  itf — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  What  was  the  force  of  the  office  doing  the  balance  of  that  time!— 
A.  They  were  at  work  at  various  things. 

Q.  Were  they  adjudicating  claims;  was  the  work  of  adjudicating 
claims  going  on  at  this  timet — ^A.  I  have  no  doubt  some  of  the  claims 
were  sent  forward  from  the  adjudicating  division  and  board  of  review. 
I  can  give  you  a  record  of  that  if  you  want  it,  because  we  have  it  in  the 
oflice  there,  every  day's  work;  no  trouble  about  that,  of  each  class. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

I  Q.  I  understood  you,  general,  to  say  that  you  did  not  know  whether 

1  there  was  a  record  of  the  35,240  cases  kept  m  the  office  or  nott — A.  I 

j  don't  think  there  was  a  list  kept  of  those  cases  at  all.    The  proper 

f  sUps  were  made  to  p\a/(^^  tYi^m  o\^  Wiv^  <:^\(i^V^\ft4.  fitea  and  the  report  was 

made  up  about  the  coxxiit^  e^x^u 
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Mr.  Enloe.  Have  you  issued  an  order  recently,  general,  which  pro- 
hibits the  attorneys  in  claims  from  examining  the  records  or  any  ad> 
verse  testimony  that  may  have  been  filed,  that  prohibited  them  from 
examining  the  records  in  the  War  Department,  the  record  of  the  medical 
examinations,  and  the  special  examiners'  reports! 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Is  that  law  a  late  one! 

A.  It  was  issued  some  months  ago. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  long! — A.  I  don't  remember  the  date. 

Q.  Can't  you  tell! — ^A.  The  order  that  I  made  was  made  six  or  eight 
months  ago;  that  is,  I  made  a  decision  in  a  particular  case,  that  case 
was  appealed  to  the  Secretary,  and  he  affirmed  the  action  of  the  Bureau 
and  issued  an  order,  and  then  I  promulgated  his  order. 

Q.  When  was  that  ruling  or  oder  made  public! — ^A.  I  will  give  you 
the  date  of  that  and  give  you  the  order  and  put  it  in  at  that  point  if 
you  wish. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  do  that. 

The  order  is  as  follows: 

Order  Xo.  174. — In  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
December  19, 1891,  S.  E.  Adler,  attorney,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  no  examination  of 
pajiers  relating  to  claims  for  pension  or  bounty  land  by  attorneys,  counsel,  or  agents, 
shall  extend  to  reports  from  the  War  Dex)artment,  coniideutial  communications,  cer- 
tificates of  examining  surgeons,  or  reports  of  special  examiners  relating  to  criminal 
chargei)  and  investigations. 

The  papers  herein  designated  shaU  be  taken  ont  by  the  file  clerk  and  placed  in  an 
envelope  properly  briefed  and  retained  until  the  return  of  the  papers. 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner. 

By  Judge  Payson: 

Q.  That  order  of  the  Secretary's  is  in  force  still t — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
found  a  certain  condition  of  things  in  the  of&ce,  and  I  made  a  decision 
which  raised  the  question. 

Q.  You  found  that  question  pending  before  you? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  and 
that  was  appealed  to  the  Secretary,  and  he  affirmed  it  and  I  promul- 
gated the  order. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  On  what  grounds  did  you  issue  that  order  or  base  that  decision! — 
A.  I  think  the  order  shows  on  what  grounds  it  was  issued,  and  I  would 
prefer  to  have  it  show  for  itself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  We  will  consider  the  order  in,  then,  at  that  point  t 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  furnish  it  to  you. 

Q.  Can  an  attorney  look  after  the  interests  of  his  client  properly  if 
he  is  not  allowed  to  see  the  evidence  in  the  casef — ^A.  I  think  so  and 
the  Secretary  thinks  so. 

Q.  Is  there  any  reason  why  you  should  allow  an  attorney,  against 
whom  criminal  charges  have  been  filed  for  the  purpose  of  disbarring  him, 
examine  the  special  examiner's  report  and  all  the  testimony  filed  against 
him,  in  order  to  make  his  defense,  and  then  not  allow  a  pensioner  the 
same  privilege  who  has  a  claim  pending  for  a  pension  f — ^A.  I  will  say 
this  in  reply  to  that  question,  that  under  the  rule  of  the  office  a  claimant 
has  the  right  to  be  present  and  cross  examine  the  witnesses  where  a 
special  examiner  is  examining  witnesses;  so  if  he  chooses  to  he  can  know 
all  that  is  going  on  at  the  time. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  usually  when  special  examiners  are  out  taking 
testimony  in  a  case  that  the  claimant  is  not  present  when  the  tes  timou^ 
is  taken! — ^A.  Well,  a  great  many  times  they  ar^  uoV 
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Q.  Is  that  testimony  sometimes  taken  quite  remote  from  where  daiB> 
ant  lives,  so  that  it  would  be  very  expensive  and  inconvenient  for  bk 
to  be  there! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  that  sometimes  happens.  In  themajoiifyd 
cases  where  special  examiners  examine  oases  it  is  in  the  interest  of  tk 
claimants. 

Q.  You  stated  as  a  reason  the  other  day  why  yoa  allowed  attomep 
under  charges  to  examine  testimony,  papers,  and  evidence  filed  agaiik 
them  was  because  you  wanted  to  give  them  a  fair  chaneef — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Don't  you  think  in  many  of  those  cases,  in  making  this  niliii» 
you  make  a  ruling  in  favor  of  the  pension  attorney  who  is  nndff 
charges,  and  put  him  on  a  better  footing  when  he  is  imder  mminal 
charges  than  a  pensioner  who  is  applying  for  a  pension  and  is  not  un- 
der charges! — ^A.  We  call  upon  the  pensioners  and  give  them  instrae- 
tions  as  to  what  is  necessary  to  prove  their  cases,  and  a  sx)ecia]  examiner 
under  the  orders  of  the  oflBce  to  assistthem  whenever  they  should  hay* 
assistance,  and  the  oflfice  I  think  treats  claimants  with  every  possibk 
consideration  and  coui'tesy  in  assisting  them  in  disposing  of  their  clam 

Q.  Is  there  any  method  by  which  this  information  can  be  obtained 
which  you  deny  the  attorneys! — ^A.  If  a  member  of  Congress  comes  to 
the  office,  on  a  common  understanding  of  courtesy  to  a  member  of  Cot- 
gress,  he  would  be  permitted  to  see  the  pension  claim  that  he  wished  to 
look  at. 

y.  When  he  could  inform  the  claimant  of  what  evidence  was  there 
and  what  he  should  fui*nish  to  complete  his  caset — ^A.  I  presume  he 
could  do  that. 

Q.  Do  you  allow  anybody  else  representing  the    member  of  Cob- 

gress,  as  a  clerk,  to  come  over  and  make  such  examinations? ^A-  Tbe 

l>rivate  secretary  of  a  member  of  Congress  who  claims  to  have  an 
thority  from  a  member  of  Congress  or  a  Senator,  and  is  accorded  as 
his  private  secretary  to  do  his  work  there  in  the  offlce,  he  is  accorded 
tbe  same  courtesy  there  as  a  member  or  Senator  would  have- 

Q.  Might  not  that  information  be,  as  the  attorney  himself  can  not 
obtain  it,  he  residing  in  the  city  here  or  in  a  distant  part  of  the  coon- 
try,  might  not  that  be  very  valuable  information  for  him,  and  couldn^ 
he  afl'ord  to  pay  a  little  something  for  that  information? 

Judge  Payson.  These  are  all  matters  of  inference,  Mr.  Chaimuui, 
and  I  will  object  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  It  strikes  me  that  it  is  a  matter  to  be  drawn  more 
from  the  facts  than  to  be  sworn  to. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  clerk  of  a  member  of  Congress,  or  any  attor- 
ney claiming  to  represent  a  member  of  Congress,  who  has  been  in  the 
habit  of  giving  information  in  that  way,  getting  the  information  and 
then  furnishing  it  to  attorneys  throughout  the  country  and  receiving 
compensation  for  it? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  know  anything  about  it  state  what  you  know  about  it.— A. 
Well,  I  can  state  that. 

(J.  Go  ahead  and  state  it. — ^A.  I  will  lay  the  matter  before  the  com- 
mittee if  you  want  it. 

Judge  Payson.  Lay  it  before  the  committee;  you  have  the  papers 
in  front  of  you. 

(Witness  refers  to  pfipers.) 

The  Witness.  I  will  read  this  letter. 

Judgfe  Payson.  As  Gen.  Kaum's  attorney,  I  know  the  contents  of 
these  voluminous  papers  here,  and  they  relate  precisely  to  the  case  Mr. 
Enloe  asks  about. 
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'  Mr.  DuNOAN.  One  caset 

Judge  Payson.  Yes,  sir;  one  individual  man,  a  pension  lawj'er  in 
this  city,  and  assuming  to  be  the  confidential  secretary  of  a  member  of 
Congress.  His  name  is  Samuel  K.  Hersey;  he  is  the  private  secretary 
of  Mr.  Cooper.  These  are  the  papers  in  reference  to  it,  and  I  suggest 
to  Gen.  Eaum  that  he  place  these  papers  in  evidence  as  the  result  of  an 
investigation  which  has  developed  such  a  case  as  you  refer  to.  Let 
them  go  in  and  you  can  examine  him  in  regard  to  it.  It  is  in  reference 
to  Hersey's  i)erformance  all  over  the  Northwest,  and  that  is  the  matter 
which  Mr.  Lineaweaver  was  engaged  in,  and  1  did  not  think  it  ought 
to  be  divulged  to  the  committee  until  we  got  what  information  we 
wanted. 

The  Witness.  There  is  a  letter  from  the  Department  approving  my 
action. 

By  Mr.  DuNaAN : 

Q.  What  have  you  done  as  to  Herseyt — ^A.  I  have  recommended 
that  he  be  disbarred. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  that  Mr.  Hersey  has  been  doing  this  t — 
A.  I  simply  got  the  facts  within  the  last  few  days. 

Q,  How  long  have  you  known  that  he  was  famishing  this  informa- 
tion!— ^A.  I  could  only  know  that  Mr.  Hersey  wag  furnishing  this  in- 
formation for  money  and  in  violation  of  the  courtesy  extended  to  mem- 
bers of  Congress  when  I  got  the  evidence.  If  you  will  let  me  read  this 
letter,  that  will  show  you — ^that  gives  me  the  dates,  if  you  please. 

Q.  The  dates  when  you  knewt — ^A.  It  will  give  me  the  dates  that  I 
got  on  to  it. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  one  other  question  before  you  come  to  thatf 

The  CHADftMAN.  That  paper  will  show  pretty  much  everything! 

A.  That  is  simply  a  letter  which  summarizes  this  evidence. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  that  this  man  Hersey  was  furnishing 
this  evidence! — ^A.  About  the  26th  of  February. 

Q.  This  year! — A.  Yes,  sir;  this  year.  That  matter  was  brought 
substantially  home  to  me,  but  the  examination  had  not  extended  suffi- 
ciently far  down  there  to  develop  it. 

Q.  Who  made  this  examination! — ^A.  Mr.  Greenawalt. 

Q.  When  did  he  get  orders  to  make  this  examination! — ^A.  In  Feb- 
ruary. 

Q.  What  date  in  February! — ^A.  In  the  early  part  of  February. 

Q.  See  what  date. — A.  His  report  will  show;  it  is  made  on  the  25th. 

Q.  See  what  date  the  order  was  given  him  to  make  this  inves- 
tigation.— ^A.  He  says  "recent  date.'' 

Q.  Can't  you  fiirnish  the  date! — ^A.  Yes,  sir:  I  will  furnish  the  date, 

Q.  You  will  furnish  the  order! — A.  I  haven't  the  date  here. 

Q.  Is  he  a  supervising  examiner! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  put  a  supervising  examiner  out  hunting  up  evidence  of 
that  character  you  have  to  make  an  order  and  make  it  of  record,  don't 
you! — ^A.  I  can  give  him  verbal  instructions. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  verbal  instructions! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  he  get  that! — ^A.  His  report 

Q.  Don't  he  have  to  make  a  daily  report  to  the  office! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Those  daily  reports  are  filed  there! — A.  I  presume  they  ax^^^^^iL 
there. 

Q.  Are  thej  on  61e  t—A.  I  have  not  seen  tUenu 
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Q.  Ought  not  they  to  be;  don^tyouhavetoinaikearei)orteveryda7l- 
A.  As  a  supervising  special  examiner  I  shoald  say  no. 

Q.  He  is  exempt  from  the  rules  of  the  Government  f — ^A.  If  hem^ 
a  report  I  will  show  it  to  you. 

Q.  Is  he  exempt t — A.  Supervising  examiner  has  a  certain  territory; 
he  examines  it  when  he  can  best  do  it,  when  he  wishes  to. 

Q.  What  is  thatt  JHands  paper  to  witness.] — A^  That  is  a  copy  of  a 
daily  report  of  a  special  examiner. 

Judge  Payson.  In  blank! 

A.  Yes,  sir;  in  blank. 

•By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Now,  that  is  requu*ed  to  be  filled  out  dafly  by  a  8i)ecial  examinei 
and  returned  to  the  office t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  a  special  examiner  exempt  from  that  rolef — ^A.  I  dont  knot 
what  the  practice  has  been,  but  I  presume  he  made  a  daily  report 
'  Q.  You  think  so! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Since  the  beginning  of  this  matter! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  see  if  it  is  so. — ^A.  Here  is  his  official  report. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  another  thing  about  Hersey.  Do  you  know  whe^ 
he  represented  himself  as  the  clerk  or  authorized  representative  of  any 
other  Representative  of  Congress  besides  Mr.  Cooi>erf — ^A.  I  think  k 
did. 

Q.  Don't  you  know! — A.  Yes,  sir:  I  think  he  represented  him^self as 
the  private  secretary  of  a  number  of  other  gentlemen. 

Q.  Who  were  they! — ^A.  I  think  Mr.  BroOkshire. 

Q.  Look  at  that  record  and  get  all  the  parties  that  he  claimed  he 
represented. — ^A.  Of  course  we  have  a  record  of  that.  I  think  he  repre- 
resented  Mr.  Gantz,  of  Ohio,  also. 

Q.  Is  this  record  which  you  offer  here  this  morning — ^will  it  show  all 
the  people  he  claimed  to  represent! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  don't  it! — ^A.  Because  the  evidence  relates  to  particular 
cases  that  the  office  has  information  upon. 

Q.  j^ow,  why  is  it  the  office  hasn't  information  as  to  the  other  cases t— 
A.  We  have  not  had  time  to  investigate  those. 

Q.  You  only  had  time  to  investigate  Mr.  Cooper's  f — ^A.  The  cases 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  office. 

Q.  You  didn't  have  time  to  send  these  officers  into  any  other  part  of 
the  country  to  see  what  there  was  in  the  cases  which  he  was  represent- 
in  g  of  other  Congressmen  besides  Mr.  Cooper! — ^A.  The  attention  of 
the  office  was  called  to  the  fact  that  this  abuse  was  being  carried  on  bj 
two  letters,  one  Irom  J.  E.  Whittinghill  and  one  from  ex-RepresentAtive 
Williams,  of  Ohio,  and  the  necessary  stex>s  wepe  taken  to  see  whether 
or  not  there  was  any  truth  in  the  report :  we  got  the  names  of  the  parties 
from  Mr.  Whittinghill,  and  the  names  or  other  parties  who  Mr.  Williams 
gave  us,  and  so  the  investigation  was  put  in  motion* 

By  Judge  Payson: 

Q.  And  it  happened  that  what  was  being  done  was  on  the  slips  of 
Mr.  Cooper! — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  will  sttite  that  when  this  thing  started  I 
didn't  have  any  idea  where  it  would  land,  because  Mr.  WliittinghiU 
didn't  know  that  Hersey  had  anything  to  do  with  it,  but  he  knew  that 
a  man  by  the  name  of  Eagan  &  Co.,  and  he  put  him  on  the  track  of 
some  of  the  same  sort  of  a  thing. 

By  Mr.  DUNOAN : 
Q.  Kagau  &  O0.I — i^.  Ci\iv!a\%«»  li,"Ra.^^u*    The  man  lived  in  Ken- 
ton, Ohio, 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  If  you  knew  that  that  was  being  done  on  slips  of  Mr.  Cooper,  and 
this  man  was  representing  probably  a  half  dozen  other  Congressmen, 
why  didn't  you  have  the  matter  looked  to  in  the  office  and  see  where  he 
was  getting  this  work  done  and  investigate  all  of  them^ — A.  I  propose 
to  have  a  proper  investigation,  to  see  if  his  work  has  extended  anywhere 
else.  I  will  see  in  regard  to  those  other  matters,  because  I  think  it  is 
due  to  them  all.  I  will  say  in  regard  to  Mr.  Gantz  and  Mr.  Brookshire 
that  there  has  no  evidence  come  to  my  knowledge  that  indicates  that 
they  had  any  improper  relations  with  Mr.  Hersey  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  If  this  investigation  shows  that  a  pension  attorney,  claiming  to 
be  the  clerk  of  a  Congressman,  went  down  there  and  called  up  these 
cases  on  the  slips  of  these  Congressmen,  and  that  he  got  information 
which  he  furnished  to  attorneys  residing  here  or  elsewhere  and  sold  it 
to  those  attorneys,  is  that  any  reflection  on  those  gentlemen  who  trusted 
him  as  a  clerk;  is  that  any  more  of  a  reflection  on  Mr.  Cooper  than  on 
Mr.  Gantz  or  Mr.  Brookshire?  Do  you  want  to  reflect  on  Mr.  Cooper 
and  not  on  the  other  gentlemen? — A.  I  simply  show  you  the  evidence 
in  Mr.  Cooper's  case. 

Q.  If  he  got  the  information  on  one  man's  slips  and  sold  it,  don't  you 
think  he  would  do  it  on  another  man's  slips? — ^A.  I  don't  see  as  it  would 
make  any  difference  as  to  that. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  I  understood  Gen.  Eaum  to  say  in  answer  to  several 
questions,  or  at  least  insinuate,  that  Mr.  Cooper  had  knowledge  of  this 
all  the  time. 

Judge  Payson.  Here  is  the  record,  and  you  can  see  for  yourself. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  you  take  any  steps  to  stop  this  when  it  was  first 
called  to  your  attention?  . 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  had  better  take  a  little  time  and  go  over 
this  and  see  what  part  of  it  ought  to  go  into  the  record,  if  any  of  it. 

Judge  Payson.  I  want  it  aU  to  go  in. 

The  following  papers  and  reports  were  here  offered  in  evidence: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

WoBhington,  April  6ih,  189B, 
Tlie  Commissioner  of  Pensions: 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  A.pril  5,  1892, 
transmitting  reports  of  J.  G.Greenawalt,  esq.,  supervising  special  examiner,  under 
your  directions,  of  certain  irregular  practices  of  Samuel  R.  Hersey,  an  attorney  prac- 
ticing before  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  other  persons,  which  will  be  placed  on  file 
and  receive  the  proper  action  of  the  Department. 

I  transmit  herewith  a  certified  copy  of  all  these  papers  for  use  in  your  office.   Your 
action  in  directing  this  investigation  under  Mr.  Greenawalt,  and  detailing  Mr.  Line- 
weaver  to  assist  him  as  a  special  examiner,  is  approved. 
Very  reapectfuny, 

Cyrus  Bussey, 

Assistant  Secretary, 


united,  states  of  AMERICA. 

Department  op  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D,  C,  April  6th,  1892. 

Pursuant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed 
paper  is  a  true  copy  of  the  original  as  it  appears  upon  the  records  of  the  Depurtment. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name,  and  caused  the  sonl  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  be  affixed,  the  day  and  year  first  above  written. 

[SEAX,.]  Geo.  Chandler, 

Aciinq  iSecretor^  o{  \\vAliw\«tVyt« 


•'} 


n>^ 


\^ 
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proposed  to  Mr.  AVhittiii^'liill  that,  for  the  sum  of  $3.00  they  "would  furnbbhiiLT: 
the  oxsict  Ktatus  of  his  claiin  and  show  to  him  what  wae  necessary  and  get  himii'i,;- 
of  the  rc])ort  ma<U3  by  tlio  hoard  of  surgeons  before  "whom  he  was  last  exainiii«|  i 
Nortli  Vernon,  Ind.,  July  lOtli,  1HS9,  in  which  letter  Ragan  &.  Co.  gave  the  certiii:i> 
uuinl>er — i2r>()r»il — of  Mr." Whittinjfli ill's  claim. 

Mr.  Wliittinirhill  ex]»r»'s.sod  surprise  at  receiving  such  a  letter  and  asked  an  err-i 
nation,  liow  tliis  man  could  do  what  he  proposed  to  do.     On  the  16th  of  Sept. I ttic 
Mr.  Wliittin'jliill  anothrial  h'ttrr,  arknowledgmg  the  receipt  of  liis  letter,  asin 
questtMl  him  to  forward  $8.00  to  Kagan  &  Co.,  with   the  request  that  they  s^Lr-rL,; 
furuisli  liini  Iho  status  of  his  claim.    This  be  did,  and  on  the  8tli  of  Oct.,  Ra^su 
Co.  acknowli'do(.(i  the  riMu»ipt  of  the  post-office  order,  and  on  the  19th  of  Xnv.  tlsr. 
wrote  Mr.  Wliil tiuirhill  a  letter  on  foolscap  paper,  two  pages   and  a  half  inknri 
giving  him  a  full  account  of  his  pension  claim.    The  information  given  wa^  qQiii-^. 
accurate  as  though  Mr.  Kagan  had  had  the  papers  before  him   at  the  time  ii«» 
the  letter.     These  original  letters  wore  forwarded  to  this  oftice  by  Mr.  \Vhittii!i;h 

It  is  pro]»cr  to  state  that  on  the  day  of  the  date  of  my  letter  to  Mr.  Whitt:i!:ti\. 
aV)ovc-mcntioncd  1  caiiKcd  the  papers  in  his  case  to  be  put  aside  so  that  if  called  © 
by  anyone  my  attention  would  be  immediately  attracted  to  it.  It  turned  out  that  >« 
tlu^  11th  of  Nov.,  ISSJI,  these  papers  were  called  for  in  the  room  of  the  First  IVpati 
Commissioner  by  Mr.  Mersey  u])on  a  Congressional  slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Ccw>p»:r.  : 
Incliana.  Of  course  I  was  unable  to  determine  whether  there  "was  any  conupctia 
between  Chas.  L.  Kagan  »fc  Co.  and  the  Cooj)er  slip.  The  facts  that  Mr.  Rairan  tv 
)»n)posing  to  give  intormation  in  regard  to  the  case  and  that  Mr.  Cooper  washavh? 
the  case  called  u]»  by  his  private  secretary  might  simply  be  a  coincidence  and  biTt 
no  connection  with  each  other. 

To  test  this  matter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Whittinghill  on  the  28th  of  Nov.  acknowlrd? 
ing  the  rt^ceipt  of  the  papers  in  question,  and  requested  him  to  correspond  ^iD 
Ch;is.  L.  Kagan  tV  ('o.  in  reference  to  the  claim  of  Henry  Behrens,  Co.  K,  V»th  Obb. 
Int.,  claim  No.  5^iM)ril.     This  claim  I  had  selected  at  random  from  the  files,  and  pa: 
it  in  a  secure  j)lace  to  await  (bivelopments. 

On  the  .5th  of  Dec.  K.'igau  iV  Co.  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  $3.00  in  payitirtt 
for  Ktiitus  of  the  claim  of  Henry  Itehrens,  aud  on  Dec.  22a  this  claim  was  caliKnp 
by  Mr.  Horsey  upcui  tlu^  ('(uigrensional  slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  in  the  oi£rt  'i 
the  Second  l)e]»uly  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  aud  was  there  carefully  examined  k 
him.  On  the  (Jth  ol*  Feb.,  I)s92,  Chas.  L.  Kagan  «&  Co.,  "writing  from  Chicairo,  III.. 
to  Mr.  Whittinghill.  forwarded  a  rcj)ort  of  the  status  of  the  claim  of  Henry  Btbi^iis. 
the  letter  and  report  having  been  forwarded  to  this  office  by  Mr.  Whittinghill  QMcr 
cover  of  his  letter  of  Feb.  ir)th,  \mi. 

In  the  meantime  1  had  received  a  letter  from  Hon.  E.  S.  Williams,  dated  Dec.22d. 
isin',  calling  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  understood  that  certain  peDsion 
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« 

These  letters  relate  to  the  pension  business  in  which  Mr.  Chas.  L.  Ragan  was  en« 

faeed.  Amongst  them  is  the  press-copy  of  the  original  letter  to  John  R.  Whitting- 
iU,  and  also  a  letter  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Mofifatt,  of  Elizabeth  to  wn,  Ind.,  dated  Oct. 
12,  1891,  inclosing  "A  complete  status  of  your  (her)  pension  Claim."  Upon  an  ex- 
amination of  the  records  oi  this  case  it  was  found  that  the  claim  had  been  called  up 
Oct.  7^  1891,  in  the  office  of  the  Second  Deputy  Commissioner,  by  the  Congressional 
slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper. 

I  directed  Mr.  Greenawalt  to  continue  the  investigation,  and  at  his  request  I  de- 
tailed Mr.  H.  £.  Lineaweaver  as  a  special  examiner  in  the  field  to  report  to  Mr. 
Greenawalt  and  assist  him  in  the  investigation.  Those  gentlemen  proceeded  to  Ohio 
and  took  the  depositions  of  Messrs.  F.  P.  Cunningham,  George  C.  Canfield,  Jno.  F. 
Armstrong,  and  B.  F.  Darst,  and  also  the  State  of  Indiana,  where  they  took  the 
depositions  of  Mr.  Jno.  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloomington,  Ind.,  and  H.  Clay  Peet  and  Jno. 
N.  Maring,  of  Columbus,  Ind. 

From  these  depositions  it  will  be  seen  that  Kagan  &  Co.  secured  their  information 
in  yonsion  claims  through  U.  Clay  Peet,  of  Columbus,  Ind.,  and  that  Mr.  Peet  cor- 
responded with  Mr.  Hersey.  It  also  appears  that  Mr.  Hersey  and  Mr.  Peet  were 
brought  into  communication  through  their  mutual  friend,  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  who, 
before  being  elected  to  Congress,  was  postmaster  at  Columbus,  Ind.,  and  Mr.  H. 
Clay  Peet  was  a  clerk  in  the  office,  Mr.  Coopers  brother,  Cassius  Cooper,  having 
married  Mr.  Pectus  sister,  and  that  Mr.  Peet  at  the  time  of  his  deposition  was  the 
chief  clerk  and  confidential  man  of  Messrs.  Maring  &  Slusher,  of  Columbus,  Ind., 
pension  attorneys.  Mr.  Peet  furnished  to  Mr.  Greenawalt  several  original  letters 
received  from  Mr.  Hersey  and  a  number  of  reports  of  the  status  of  cases  which  had 
been  called  for  by  him.  The  plan  adopted  was  for  Mr.  Ragan  to  write  to  pension 
attorneys  and  to  claimants  and  secure  the  business  and  forward  the  same  to  Mr  Peet, 
at  Columbus,  Ind.,  who,  in  turn,  corresponded  with  Mr.  Hersey,  who,  using  the  Con- 
gressional slips  of  Mr.  Cooper  and  other  members  of  Congress  whom  he  represented, 
would  draw  the  cases  and  obtain  the  information,  the  fees  arising  from  this  work 
being  divided  between  Mr.  Hersey,  Mr.  I*eet,  and  Mr.  Ragan. 

It  also  appears  from  the  depositions  of  Mr.  F.  P.  Cunningham,  Geo.  C.  Canfield, 
and  Jas.  S.  Armstrong,  of  Xenia,  Ohio,  of  B.  F.  Darst,  of  Alpha,  Ohio,  and  Calvin  R. 
Worrelland  Jas.  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloomington,  Ind.,  that  all  these  parties,  acting  as 
pension  attoi^ieys  for  others,  had  had  quite  a  number  of  claims  called  up  by  Mr.  Her- 
sey upon  Congressional  call  slips  and  fully  reported  upon  as  to  the  status,  for  which 
they  nad  paid  Mr.  Hersey,  or  agreed  to  pay  him,  a  dollar  apiece  for  his  reports. 

The  deposition  of  Mr.  Morgan  sho^s  that  he  was  taken  to  Mr.  Hersey's  office  at 
the  Atlantic  Building  by  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  and  introduced  to  Mr.  Hersey,  and 
informed  that  if  he  "  had  anything  worth  paying  for  Mr.  Hersey  will  attend  to  it  for 
yon. "  Mr.  Morgan  testifies  that  after  his  return  home  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Cooper 
forwarding  a  list  of  twenty-five  cases  that  he  desired  status  in,  closing  his  letter 
-with  the  postscript:  "I  will  pay  such  compensation  as  is  proper  for  the  status  of 
these  claims.    I  would  have  written  to  Mr.  Hersey  but  I  did  not  get  his  address." 

The  evidence  shows  that  tliis  letter  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Hersey,  who  acknowl- 
edged the  receipt  of  it  on  Feb.  18.  1892,  and  forwarded  a  statement  of  the  status  of 
a  number  of  claims,  and  stated,  "If  you  can  state  what  you  consider  a  reasonable 
amount  per  claim  for  such  service  1  shall  be  glad  to  correspond  with  you  further 
with  a  view  to  our  mutual  interest.  For  the  statements  I  now  send  you  can  remit 
what  you  think  is  a  fair  compensation  for  the  labor  involved."  In  a  Bubse(]^uent 
letter,  bearing  date  Feb.  27,  Mr.  Hersey  fixed  the  compensation  at  $1.00  per  claim. 

Mr.  Morgan  states  that  after  he  received  Mr.  Hersey's  letter  of  the  19tn  of  Feb.  he 
wrote  to  Mr.  Cooper  (on  the  22d  of  Feb. )  and  remitted  the  sum  of  $25.00  in  a  registered 
letter.  He  also  states  that  on  the  5th  of  March  Mr.  Hersey  wrote  him,  amongst 
other  things,  as  follows :  "  1  will  say  that  it  will  be  more  convenient  to  me,  and  I 
trust  to  you,  to  have  a  settlement  made  after  each  batch  of  ten  cases  have  been  sent 
to  you.  The  status  of  twenty-four  claims  I  have  already  given  you,  and  I  would 
like  to  have  you  remit  the  amount  due  on  said  twenty-four  claims  as  early  as  you 
can  conveniently."  Mr.  Hersey  closed  this  letter  in  the  following  language:  "I 
wish  furthermore  to  impress  the  fact  that  the  information  I  give  you  is  to  be  treated 
as  confidentially,  for  reasons  which  I  have  heretofore  made  Known  to  you." 

Mr.  Morgan  testifies  that  on  tlie  11th  of  March  Mr.  Cooper  wrote  him,  returning 
the  $25.00  which  had  been  remitted  in  a  registered  letter,  and  stated,  among  other 
things :  "  From  your  letter  it  seems  you  have  sent  the  money  to  pay  him  for  calling 
up  cases.  Of  course,  Jim,  I  can  not  allow  you  to  pay  Mr. Hersey  for  that  kind  of 
work.  He  is  in  my  service,  and  it  is  only  us  my  secretary  that  the  work  could  be 
done  for  you." 

I  also  invite  your  attention  t^  the  communication  of  Mr.  C.  E.  Foote,  of  Kalamor 
zoo,  Michigan,  of  March  5th,  1802,  with  the  enclosures,  from  which  it  will  \iQi  ^^"c^, 
in  connection  with  the  do])<>8ition  of  Mr.  Poet,  WawI  \\\Ci  i^\w^  c>^  \Jfii\%  ^^^Jv^r^^NsKv^^i* 
combination  had  reached  Kai.iniazoo,  and  that  for  ^YV^.^^Vt.  Yoo\,<^^fe^xvTAy^^^^fc^«vsv- 
/>7e^fltoiu«  ofUvepeusiou  claims  through  Chvis.L..\la^vu\  &  Oo.^ol  ^Vviswsyi^^^^'*^^^ 
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Clay  Pcct,  of  Columbus,  Ind.,  and  Samuel  R.   Hersey,  ofWiMnliingtoii,  D.  C^  utiA 
latter-named  gentleman  called  the  five  case8  np  -vrith  Cong^reasional  slip*. 

It  is  proper  to  state  that  Mr.  Foote  patronizcwi  these  men  for  the  purpose  of  aid- 
ing them.  Mr.  Foote  also  encloses  a  letter  from  Messrs.  Chas.  L.  R&gask  &.  Co.,^ 
March  10th.  1892,  announcing  their  retirement  from  the  pension  business. 

From  all  of  this  evidence  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  privileges  extended  ncaitaR 
of  Congress  under  the  rules  of  the  Pension  Office  have  been  grossly  violated,  lad. » 
Mr.  liersey,  an  attorney  practicing  before  this  Bureau,  has  been  a  party  to  this  te- 
ncsH  and  has  improperly  secured  information  and  charged,  a  fee  for  the  same,  I  tki^ 
he  is  not  a  suitable  person  to  be  permitted  to  practice  before  the  Office;  andln- 
Bpectfully  submit  whetlior  he  should  not  at  once  be  disbarred. 

I  invite  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  some  months  ago  I  received  information  &ib 
Mr.  Henry  Holt,  of  Indianapolis,  Ind..  that  Maring,  Slnsher  &  Co.  had  soiiietiwii 
the  early  ])art  of  the  year  1»89  causea  to  be  printed  about  20,000  spnrioos  Coigrw- 
sional  call  slips  in  imitation  of  the  Pension  Office  form  knoi^n  as  **3-n560^*  for  th€» 
of  members  of  Congress  in  calling  for  the  status  of  pension  claims,  which  h»T«  A 
the  bottom  instructions  for  their  use  over  the  signatare  of  the  Commissioner,  ap« 
which  slips  it  was  stated  that  the  fac-simile  signature  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper.  iai» 
ber  of  Congress  from  the  fifth  district  of  Inaiana,  had  been  printed  with  his  ass- 
sent  and  approval. 

Mr.  Greenawalt  took  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Holt  upon  this  subject,  and  abo  tk 
testimony  of  Mr.  John  N.  Maring,  the  principal  and  manager  of  the  firm  of  Mirinfc 
Slusher  &  Co.,  and  Mr.  John  F.  Slitcbell,  printer.  From  those  depositions  it  «RJ«as 
that  a  large  number  of  these  Congressional  call  slips  were  printea  by  Mr.  MiuieB, 
at  Greenhcld,  Ind.,  who  obtained  Mr.  Cooper's  signature  upon  a  genuine  Congr* 
fsional  call  slip  and  authority  from  him  to  procure  a  vrood-cut  fac-simile  of  mi 
signature  to  lie  used  in  printing  the  spurious  slips.  These  -  slips  were  printed  is 
imitation  of  the  genuine  slip,  with  the  name  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  Mitte 
same,  and  with  the  fac-siniile  signatiue  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  member  of  C^ii|?«> 
from  the  iifth  district  of  Indiana,  and  were  delivered  to  the  firm  of  Maring,  Slnsker 
&  Co.  Mr.  Maring  states:  "I  think  there  were  either  forty  or  forty-five  thoosandof 
these  alleged  Congressional  call  slips  printed." 

I  lay  before  you  the  report  of  Mr.  Greenawalt  upon  this  subject,  giving  the  depo- 
sitions of  the  parties  named  and  also  the  deposition  of  Capt.  A.  W.  Fisher,  chief  cleri 
of  the  Pension  Oflice;  of  Martin  S.  Bailey,  law  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office,  and  D.L 
Gitt,  former  chief  of  the  mail  division,  trom  which  it  appears  that  soon  after  Mr. 
Cooper  was  elected  to  Congress,  in  1889,  the  call  slips  for  statns  of  cases  for  Marisf 
&  Slnsher,  with  the  signature  of  Mr.  Cooper  attached  thereto,  became  so  numcroaB 
in  the  office  that  Gen.  Black  directed  that  they  be  thrown  into  the  waste  basket, 
which  was  done  by  Mr.  Gitt,  chief  of  the  mail  division;  that  after\^ards,  when  Hob. 
James  Tanner  became  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  the  use  of  those  spurious  Con§i«»- 
sion.il  call  slips  was  introduced,  and  at  one  time  about  3,000  of  them  were  received 
at  the  Pension  Office  making  calls  for  the  status  of  cases  in  the  name  of  Hon.  Goo- 
\V,  Cooper,  in  which  the  firm  of  Maring  &  Slusher  were  attorneys,  and  Commissioner 
Tanner  declined  to  give  them  any  consideration  and  directed  that  they  should  be 
destroyed,  and  required  that  Maring,  Slusher  &  Co.  should  cease  to  use  theslipA 
remaining  in  their  possession. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  statement  of  Cant.' A.  W.  Fisher,  chief  clerk  of  the  Bnresii, 
a  gentleman  who  hiis  had  experience  in  the  office  since  1871,  and  that  of  Mr.  David 
L.  Gitt,  formerly  chief  of  mail  division,  who  had  a  service  in  the  office  of  twenty 
years,  that  the  introduction  in  the  business  of  the  office  of  these  spurious  Congrw- 
sional  call  slips,  witli  the  fac  simile  signature  of  Congressman  Cooper's  name  printed 
thereon,  is  the  first  time  in  the  history'  of  the  office,  as  far  as  they  Jkno'w,  that  such  ft 
thing  has  been  done. 

Very  respectfully, 

Gbkxk  B.  Raum, 


united  states  of  america. 

Department  op  thk  Interiob, 
Washington,  D,  C,  April  6tky  1892. 

Pursuant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed 
papers  are  true  copies  of  the  originals  as  they  appear  upon  the  files  of  the  Depart- 
ment. 

In  testimony  whereof  1  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of 
the  Department  ot  Ui<i  lulexvoT  \,o\it  ^jAfiLi^e.^  Wvf^  Cwwg  «i!A^«sMt^cwkl«»bove  written. 


a  PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION,  649 

^e         [Office  of  C.  B.  Footers  IT.  S.  pension  claim  agency,  late  special  examiner  XT.  8.  Pension  Bareaix.] 

Eallmazoo,  MiCH.y  March  6, 1892, 


J. 

I*. 


Hon.  Greek  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Washington,  Z).  C, 

Sir  :  I  desire  to  lay  a  matter  before  you  for  y onr  personal  consideration  and  action, 
believing  that  someone,  either  an  employ^  of  the  Pension  Office  or  some  other  per- 
son^ is  having  access  to  the  records  relating  to  pending  claims  for  pension  and  for- 
nishiug  information  which  is  strictly  forbidden.  As  I  was  for  nearly  six  years  em- 
ployed in  the  Pension  Office  as  a  clerk  and  special  examiner,  I  deem  it  my  duty  that 
yon  be  fully  informed  relating  to  the  matter. 

It  having  come  to  my  knowledge  that  a  iirm  styling  itself  C.  L.  Ragan  <&  Co.,  Ken- 
ton, Ohio,  professed  to  be  able  to  furnish  information  relating  to  pension  claims, 
giving  a  complete  status  of  the  cases  for  a  consideration,  on  Feb'y  13, 1892, 1  opened 
correspondence  with  them  by  writing  them  a  letter,  a  true  copy  of  which  I  herewith 
enclose,  marked  Exhibit  A,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining,  if  possible,  what  manner 
of  business  they  were  doing.  About  FeVy  18,  1892,  I  received  their  reply,  which  I 
herewith  enclose,  marked  Exhibit  A.  On  Feb'y  20, 1892, 1  forwarded  them  a  draft  on 
New  York  for  $15.00,  with  the  necessary  data  for  calling  up  the  following-described 
claims  for  pension,  in  all  of  which  I  am  the  recognized  attorney  of  record,  namely: 
John  C.  Casner,  orig.  inv..  No.  362006,  Co.  E,  23rd  Ohio  Vols.,  Custer,  Ohio;  David 
Graves,  inc.  and  adcrl,  No.  cert..  No.  20536,  Co.  G,  5l8t  Ohio  Vols.,  Bryan,  Ohio;  Wil- 
liam W.  Byers,  orig.  inv.  No.  598032,  Co.C.  111th  Ohio  Vols.,  Bryan,  Ohio;  William 
McNary,  orig.  inv.,  No.  782603.  Co.  H,  38th  Ohio  Vols.,  Bryan,  Ohio;  Nehemiah  D. 
Viers,  inc.  and  addlcert.  No.  360729,  Co.  I,  38th  Ohio  Vols.,  Cav.,  Pettisville,  Ohio, 
marked  as  Exhibits  D,  £,  F,  G,  and  H. 

On  March  4,  1892,  I  received  the  official  data  back  from  C.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.,  with 
a  type-written  slip  attached  to  it  giving  what  is  said  to  be  the  comjslete  status  of 
each  claim,  including  records  from  the  War  Department  and  reports  trom  the  board 
of  examining  surgeons,  which  I  herewith  inclose,  attached  to  the  data  exactly  as  re- 
ceived by  me.  Accompanying  these  slips  was  the  inclosed  letter  from  C.  L.  Ra^n 
&  Co.,  marked  Exhibit  I,  which  I  think  will  satisfy  you  that  crooked  work  is  being 
done  by  some  one  inside  the  Pension  Office  through  the  connivance  or  agency  of 
some  one  high  in  authority  not  connected  with  the  Pension  Office.  I  neglected  to 
Btate  that  my  first  letter  from  C.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.  shows  that  they  had  removed  from 
Kenton,  Ohio,  to  No.  156  Jay  street,  Chicago,  Ills. 

I  submit  the  mutter  to  you  without  further  comment,  trusting  that  you  will  give 
it  the  attention  you  deem  it  merits. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  E.  FOOTE. 

P.  S. — I  inclose  also  copy  of  my  second  letter  to  C.  L.  Ragan  Sl  Co.,  inclosing  draft 
for  $15.00,  marked  Exhibit  C. 

Ca  Ea  F* 


Exhibit  A. 

Eaiamazoo,  Mich.,  Feb,  IS,  189$, 

Charles  L.  Ragan  &,  Co.,  Kenton,  Ohio: 

Gentlemen  :  I  have  quite  a  larce  number  of  claims  for  pension  pending  for  sol- 
diers residing  in  Wood  County,  Ohio,  that  have  been  rejected  under  act  of  June  27, 
1890,  through  other  attorneys,  that  I  nave  taken  by  power  of  attorney  and  forwarded 
to  the  Pension  Office,  together  with  affidavits  from  physicians,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  them  reopened  and  the  claimants  afforded  another  examination.  Many  of 
these  powers  ol  attorney  have  been  tiled  nearly  one  year.  I  have  thus  far  been  un- 
able to  obtain  new  orders  for  examination  or  the  status  of  the  claims.  I  have  been 
informed  that  you  have  facilities  by  which  you  can  have  full  and  complete  status  of 
claims  furnished  for  a  consideration.  Will  you  please  advise  me  what  you  will 
charge  me  to  have,  say,  five  or  ten  claims  called  up  and  the  complete  status  sent  me  f 
Of  course  I  can  obtain  the  status  through  a  member  of  Congress  in  many  cases,  but  in 
most  instances  it  is  unsatisfactory,  the  reply  being  that  the  claim  is  receiving  con- 
sideration. I  should  be  glad  to  enter  into  some  arrangement  with  you  whereby  I 
can  obtain  information,  frill  and  complete.  An  early  reply  will  be  appreclateid. 
Very  respectfully. 
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Exhibit  B. 


Chicago,  III.,  FA,l%lS3t 
C.  E.  FoOTK,  Esq., 

Kalamazoo,  Mich, : 

Dbar  Sir  :  Your  favor  13tli  inst.  directed  to  ns  at  Kenton,  O.,  hu  been  fonm^ 
to  us  here.  We  have  moved  our  quarters  to  Chicago.  In  reply  to  yours  will  syfr 
can  furnish  you  status  of  claims  in  question  and  will  do  so  on  receipt  of  uuaa  4. 
applicants,  together  with  particulars  in  each  case.  'Will  fhrnish  them  to  tm  kr 
j^.OO  each  case,  in  iUivance,  We  will  give  you  Just  what  we  say  we  will  and  gun& 
tee  satisfaction  in  every  case.  At  least  we  have  more  than  satisfied  some  tim 
patrons.  Will  take  any  claims  you  may  have  pending  and  place  you  in  poatnot* 
act  on  them  in  very  short  time. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

C  li.  Raoah  a  Ca, 
2fb.  156  Jay  iSX.,  CA<m^  JH 


•J 

(I 


Exhibit  C. 

KALAMAZOO,  Mich.,  FA,  to,  28St 
C.  L.  Raqak  St  Co., 

166  Jay  SL,  Chicago,  lU. : 

Gentlemen  :  Your  letter  of^the  16th  inst.,  at  hand,  in  which  von  state  you  wiDfiff- 
niBh  me  status  of  claims  for  pension  at  three  dollars  each,  in  advance,  and  thitjva 
will  guarantee  satisfaction. 

Enclosed  find  draft  on  New  York  for  $15.00;  also,  memoranda  in  hve  claims  biC 
of  which  I  have  heen  recognized  as  the  attorney  of  record  by  the  CommissioDertf 
Pensions.  Please  cause  them  to  he  called  up  and  a  full  and  complete  status  forwirdtd 
to  me.  I  believe  all  the  claims  to  be  complete,  with  the  possible  exception  of  that  c 
John  C.  Casner.  While  your  rates  are  a  little  steep,  yet  I  am  anxious  to  hav«ike 
claims  brought  te  the  front  as  soon  as  possible,  as  tne  claimants  are  very  impstiat 
Please  acknowledge  receipt  of  this  letter  and  draft.  If  yonr  action  proves  satisfu- 
tory  I  may  forward  you  a  larger  list. 
Very  respectfully, 

O.  £.  Foom 


I 


Exhibit  D. 

CmcAGO,  ILU,  March  £,1SSS. 
C.  E.  Foote,  Esq., 

Kalamaeoo,  Mieh, 
Dear  Sir  :  I  take  pleasure  in  handing  you  herewith  complete  status  of  the  fire 
(5)  claims  you  sent  us.  You  can  rely  on  their  being 'perfectly  correct  in  every  psr* 
ticular.  We  will  consider  it  a  favor  if  you  will  say  nothing  about  this  busineas,  u 
it  is  not  now  allowable  for  an  attorney  to  have  access  to  the  reports  made  by  tbe 
difierent  boards  of  surgeons  or  to  the  adverse  reports  made  in  cases  by  the  post- 
masters at  difierent  towns,  so  we  have  to  use  the  utmost  precaution  in  doing  tlii» 
work,  and  it  is  only  by  the  request  of  a  Congressman  that  it  is  allowable,  so  we  osTe 
to  do  it  over  a  Congressman's  signature.  Should  you  have  any  more  claims  yon 
would  like  to  put  in  our  hands  we  will  give  you  the  best  service  wo  possiblv  can. 
We  may  be  able  to  throw  some  business  into  your  hands  if  you  care  to  aid  us  in  th« 
matter.  We  have  letters  from  two  parties  in  Greencastle,  Ind.,  that  have  claimi 
pending  that  are  in  bad  shape,  and  they  asked  that  we  get  status  of  claims  for  them. 
We  gave  them  our  price  and  told  them  on  receipt  of  same  we  would  take  the  matter 
up  and  inform  them  the  situation  of  the  claims.  Our  charges  in  such  cases  as  th^v 
have  are  more  than  in  some  other  cases,  and  they  probably  think  thorn  excessive; 
however,  if  you  will  write  them  and  refer  them  to  us  and  tell  them  we  will  ffiv« 
them  what  they  want,  we  will  (on  advising  them  the  status  of  the  claims)  refer  them 
to  you  as  the  proper  attorney  to  do  their  business,  and  this  will  give  yon  the  claims, 
as  we  do  not  do  anything  in  that  line.  The  names  of  these  parties  are:  F.  A.  Haye» 
and  Louis  Weike  (Wcike),  Greencastle,  lud.  An' early  reply  will  oblige. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

,  C.  li.  Baoan  ^  Co., 

,    K<k.  ise  J«.H  Strtti. 
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Exhibit  D. 

John  C.  Caener,  Co.  E,  23d  Ohio  Vols.,  No.  362006,  orig.  inv.  Cufcter,  Ohio, 
Orig.  inv..  No  362006.    John  C.  Casner,  Co.  E,  23d  O.  V.  I.    Claim  filed  April  19th, 
80  (wliich  admits  it  for  arrears  if  allowed),  C.  E.  Foote,  attorney  of  record.    Basis 
■e.  3f  claim,  catarrh  and  rheumatism. 

J:^-    The  records  of  the  War  Department  affords  no  evidence  of  disahility. 
:::^<.     The  Defiance  board  in  its  report  of  May  27th,  '85  recommends  ^  for  catarrh;  i  for 
*^ .  irbenmatism. 
hi     The  Bowling  Green  board,  Dec.  16,  '91,  recommended  $4  for  catarrh  and  nothing 
ii,  for  rheumatism.    The  testimony  as  to  origin  of  rheumatism  and  continuance  appears 
S5£i^  to  V®  all  right,  but  the  fact  that  the  latest  examination  discloses  no  evid<Hice  of 
rheumatism  at  that  period  is  deemed  sufficient  to  warrant  the  filing  of  the  best  ob- 
tainable evidence  showing  his  present  disability  therefrom. 
^    :      Exhibit  (D),  Mar.  5,  '92,  C.  E.  F. 


Exhibit  E. 

David  Graves,  Co.  G.,  51st  Ohio  Vols.,  inc.  and  addl  cert.  No.  20536,  Bryan, 
i~     Ohio. 

Ctf.  No.  20536.    David  Graves,  Co.   "G,"  Ohio  Vol.  lufty. 

This  applicant  is  now  drawing  a  pension  on  gunshot  wound  of  left  leg  at  the  rate 
of  $10.    Application  for  increase  and  new  disability  filed  May  20,  '87. 

The  records  shows  sunshot  wound  of  left  leg,  for  wLich  discharged  April  14, 63. 
The  rates  allowed  on  his  original  and  also  subsequent  increase  claims  were  all  in 
accordance  with  the  reports  made  by  the  various  boards. 

Under  the  present  claim  he  was  exatnined  by  the  Montpelier  board  January  26, 
'88.  The  recommeudation  being  $8  for  disease  of  rectum,  $6  for  gunshot  wound  of 
left  leg,  $4  for  chronic  diarrhea,  and  nothing  for  pleurisy ;  notliiug  for  deafness, 
nothing  for  wound  of  left  side  of  head,  and  nothing  for  disease  of  eyes.  The  same 
board  reported  March  25.  '91,  $8  for  wound  of  leg;  $4  for  chronic  diarrhea;  $4  for 
piles,  and  $6  for  disease  or  heart 

Application  under  the  act  of  June  27,  '90,  was  made  and  appears  to  be  ready  for 
adjustment. 

The  claim  filed  May  20,  '87,  for  increase  and  new  disabilities  needs  the  testimony 
of  one  more  comrade  showing  the  ori^n,  and  also  evidence  showing  the  existence  at 
date  of  discharge  of  the  said  disabilities. 

Congressman  Donovan  also  has  a  slip  calling  for  status  in  this  case. 

Exhibit  (E),  C.  E.  F.  .  Mar.  5,  '92. 


Exhibit  F. 

Wm.  W.  Byers,  Co.  C,  111th  Ohio  Vols.  No.  398032.  Bryan,  Ohio.  Claim  thought 
to  be  complete. 

Orig.  inv.,  No.  598032.    Wm.  W.  Byers,  Co.  *'  C,"  111th  O.  V.  I. 

This  claim  was  filed  February  15,  '87.  Basis,  boils  and  carbuncles,  at  Covington, 
Ky. ;  also  malarial  fever  resulting  in  ulcers  and  eczema. 

The  records  show  enlistment  August  15,  '64 ;  discharged  June  27,  '65. 

Reported  ''sick''  in  June,  1862;  the  nature  of  sickness  not  stated.  This  is  all  the 
war  records  show  of  any  benefit. 

The  Montpelier  board,  in  its  examination  of  April  20,  '87,  recommended  |  for  general 
debility. 

The  claim  was  rejected  June  18,  '89,  on  the  grounds  that  there  was  no  record  of 
the  said  disability,  and  the  claimant's  inability  to  prove  origin  in  the  service  and 
line  of  duty  or  show  that  the  present  disability  as  a  result  of  the  said  disease. 

The  claim  was  re-opened  and  the  claimant  was  sent  to  the  board  at  Montpelier, 
and  on  which  examination  they  rccomnieuded  $4  for  chronic  diarrhea,  malarial 
poisoning  and  results;  for  eczema,  $2;  for  disease  of  anus,  $4;  for  heart  disease, $6; 
and  for  disease  of  stomach  and  bowels,  $4.  We  find  that  the  evidence  filed  since  the 
rejection  appears  to  bo  sufficient,  although  the  question  at  issue  is  largely  one  of 
sufficiency  of  evidence.  We  find  that  Congressman  Donovan,  of  Ohio,  has  recently 
requested  status  in  the  claim,  and  the  Department  will  probably  give  him.  <k  \ufcasc\w^ 
that  will  settle  the  opinion  as  to  the  weight  of  evidoucG. 

Exhibit  F.    C.E,F,    Mar.  5/92. 
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to  the  letter  from  the  Pension  Office  in  relation  thereto.  In  the  letter  to  thr <■! 
he  states  that  he  is  not  clear  as  to  the  nature  of  claimant's  disabilitT  wliUe  is 
service. 

The  medical  hoard  in  its  report  of  May  6,  '91,  reconlinended  $4  for  rbenwati'® 
$2  for  heart  disease.  Further  testimony  as  to  the  origin  of  the  alleged  disalili^ 
all  that  is  required  to  the  favorable  adjustment  of  the  claim. 

Exhibit  (G)  C.  E.  F.,  Mar.  5,  '92. 


Exhibit  H. 

Nehemiah  D.  Viers,  Co.  I,  38th  Ohio  Vols,  and  Co.  K,  6th  Ohio  Cav.  Inc.  andj 
dlsabilitv.     Cert.  360729,  Pettisville,  O.     Claim  believed  to  be  complete 

Ctf.  No.  360729 :  Nehemiah  D.  Viers,  Co.  "  I,"  38th  O.  V.  I. 

The  claim  pending  is  for  increase  and  new  disability. 

C.  E.  Foote  is  the  recognized  attorney. 

The  records  of  the  War  Department  shows  treatment  for  chronic  di«n^ 
September,  1864,  and  no  other  disability. 

The  Montpelier  board  July  30,  1890,  recommended^  for  injury  of  knee  (claiB 
pensioned  disabilities);  $2  for  injury  of  left  side;  $8  for  disease  of  heart  and" 
cific"  for  total  deafness  of  right  car. 

The  claim  appears  to  be  ready  for  final  adjustment,  hoth  as  to  increase  and 
disability.  The  delay  appears  only  to  be  due  to  the  fact  that  the  comrade 
testify  a.s  to  origin  have  not  replied  to  the  letters  written  them  by  the  Depaitm* 

It  is  the  general  practice  of  tlie  Department  in  cases  -where  the  affiants  donot 
their  own  aflidavit^,  to  coiTespond  with  them.  This  has  a  tendency  to  fHghten  i 
])ut  they  need  only  to  rej^ly,  reit^jrating  substantially  what  they  stated  in  their  6 
statements. 

We  would  advise  that  the  said  parties  be  written  to  and  if  possible  be  fiim; 
with  a  copy  of  their  statements,  or  a  brief  of  the  same  that  will  aid  them  in  am 
iiig  the  Department  letters. 

Ex.  H. 


Exhibit  I. 

Chicago,  III.,  Mdi.  10,  ^ 
C.  E.  Foote,  Esq., 

Kalamazoo  J  Mich,: 

Dr.  Sir:  Having  engaged  in  other  business  we  have  given  up  the  pension  bosi 
entirely,  therefore  will  not  be  able  to  bo  of  any  ftirther  service  to  you  in  this 
Thanking  you  for  past  favors,  we  arc. 
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[3—550.] 

rCongressional.    Ctf.  No.  360729.] 

Name  of  claimant^  Nehemiah  D.  Viers;  P.  O.,  Columbus,  Ind. ;  name  of  soldier, 
JJehemiah  D.Viers;  Co.  I;  reg*t,  38  Ohio  Vols. ;  K,6  0bioCav. 
Infurmatiou  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

E.  V.  Brookshire. 
H. 

[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Feb.  29, 1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
-when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  jiension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commis9ioner, 

*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


[8-560.) 


[CongroHsional.    Orig.  Inv.  No.  782603.] 


Name  of  claimant,  Wm.  McNary;  P.  O., 
Co.  H ;  reg't,  38  Ohio  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 


;  name  of  soldier,  Wm.  McNary; 


£.  V.  Brookshire. 
H. 


[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions.    Feb.  29,  1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  hll  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Baum, 

Commissioner, 

*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


[3-^50.] 
[Congressional.    No.  598032.] 


Name  of  claimant,  Wm.W.  Byers;  P.  O., 
Co.  C;  reg%  111  Ohio  Vols. 

Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 


•;  name  of  soldier,  Wm.  W.  Byers; 


E.  V.  Brookshire. 


[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions.    Feb.  29,  1892.] 

Tlicse  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
"when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  vrill  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Kaum, 

Commissioner, 

*  Please  give  post-office  of  clatmaoti 


;|-: 


.     t 
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GOFT  BEPOBT  AHB  EXHIBm,  nHTESITOmOK  IB  BELAXIOV  TO  CHABISB  Ll« 

ft*GO.;  KERTOK,  OHIO. 

[J.  G-.  Greenawalti  special  examiner,  Febmazy  25,  1892.] 
[Typewritten  copy  has  been  compared.] 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Burkau  of  Pexsioss, 

WoBhingUm,  D.  C,  Feif^y  SS,  IS 

Hon.  Grern  B.  Raum, 

Comvimsioner  of  Pensions  : 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  instrnctions  of  recent  date,  I  have  the  honor  to  m 
the  following  report  of  an  investigation  made  by  me  in  relation  to  the  complaifil 
intbnnation  embodied  in  the  following  letter  received  by  you  from  Mr.  JohnR.  V 
tinghill,  of  Crothersville,  Indiana,  and  its  enclosure: 

Crothersvtlue,  Ini>iana,  9,  9, 18 
Sir  :  I  enclose  you  a  letter  which  wiU  explain  itself.     Is  it  a  fraad  f    If  not, 
can  this  man  do  something  that  it  seems  impossible  for  me  to  do,  and  me  the 
party  interested. 

Will  you  please  explain  this  matter,  for  if  this  man  can  do  what  he  says  be  < 
am  willing  to  pay  $3.00  for  exact  status.    But  why  can  not  you  give  me  status  i 
out  this  expense. 
Hoping  you  will  not  ignore  me  in  this  instance, 
1  am  yours,  in  F.  C.  L., 

John  R.  Whittinghill, 
Co.  I,  9th  JS>.  Car.  F* 
No.  425059. 

The  enclosure  referred  to  was  the  following  letter : 

Kenton,  O.,  Sept.  Sih,  l& 
Mr.  John  R.  Whittinghill, 

Crothersville,  Ind,: 

Drar  Sir  :  In  your  claim  for  pension  which  Maring  &  Slnsher  have  filed,  an 
which  there  an  old  disability  pending,  there  has  not  been  much  done. 

For  the  nominal  sum  of  $3.00  we  will  run  through  your  case  and  furnish  yon  i 
the  exact  status  of  your  claim  and  show  to  you  what  is  necessary,  and  get  yon  a  c 
of  the  report  made  by  the  board  of  surgeons  before  who  you  was  last  examines 

"Vrtrf-b  VArnrkTi     Tnrl       .Inlv  lOfTi     IfiflQ        'Wa  qta  v\e\f.   o.t'f/tmAva    1ii«4-.  <1a  awkM«.;Ml  ww^rt.wl 
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^^  the  same,  and  furnisli  you  with  a  copy  of  thd  report  of  the  medical  examination 
made  by  the  hoard  of  examining  surgeons  for  this  Bureau  at  North  Vernon,  Indiana, 

re    on  the  10th  day  of  July,  1889. 

tfn  I  am  not  advised  upon  what  method  this  firm  is  working  the  Pension  Office. 
They  obviously  have  secured  your  name,  service,  number  of  your  claim,  your  attor- 
ney,' date  of  examination,  etc.,  either  from  the  case  itself  or  from  some  other  sonrce 
that  seems  to  be  correct.  I  would  be  glad  to  ascertain  the  method  by  which  these 
men  obtain  information  in  the  Pension  Office.    If  you  will  employ  them  and  pay 

^"   them  the  $3,  I  will  reimburse  you  when  you  advise  me  of  the  fact.    By  this  means  I 

'-'    will  bo  enabled  to  see  by  what  methods  these  men  conduct  tiieir  business.    They 
'    have  no  right,  under  the  rules  of  the  office,  to  touch  your  papers  unless  they  are  your 

^'    attorneys,  and  it  (Appears  that  Messrs.  Maring  &  Slusher  are  the  attorneys  of  record 
in  your  old  claim.    Upon  receipt  of  the  information  they  contract  to  furnish  yon 
please  transmit  the  same  to  me. 
Very  truly  yours, 

^-  Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUHaner, 

October  2, 1891,  The  firm  of  Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.  wrote  Mr.  Whittinghill  as  fol- 
lows: 

Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.,  Special  Claim  Agents, 

Kenton,  Ohio,  Oct,  t,  189 L 

John  R.  Whittinghill. 

CrothersvUU,  Ind. : 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  Sept.  28th,  relative  to  your  pension 
claim.  We  have  never  failed  to  give  a  party  just  what  we  say  we  will.  We  can 
give  you  the  exact  status  of  your  claim  and  assure  ^ou  that  your  money  will  be  re- 
funded if  we  fail.  Upon  the  receipt  of  $3.00  we  will  take  the  matter  up  and  advise 
you  the  exact  situation  of  your  claim.  We  are  very  busy  and  an  early  reply  wiU 
oblige. 

Yours,  truly, 

Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co. 

And  on  Oct.  8th,  1891,  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  P.  O.  order  as  follows: 

Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.,  Special  Claim  Agents, 

Kenton,  Ohio,  10,  8,  1891, 

John  R.  Whittinghill, 

Crothersville,  Ind,: 

Dear  Sir  :  Yours  6th  inst.  to  hand  with  P.  O.  order.  Your  claim  will  receive  imme- 
diate attention.. 

Yours,  truly, 

Chal.  L.  Ragan  &  Co. 

Mr.  WhittiughilVs  letter  under  date  of  Oct.  31, 1891,  inclosing  correspondence  as 
follows : 

Crothersville,  Indiana,  10,  31, 1891. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  yesterday  I  herewith  return  Dept.  letter  per  your 
request,  and  hope  you  will  investigate  at  once  and  make  good  yonr  proposition  to 
me,  as  I  did  what  you  desired  in  the  case  and  hope  it  is  satisfactory  to  you.    I  also 
send  letter  from  said  bogus  firm  showing  that  they  received  the  $3.00,  etc. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  R.  Whittinghill. 
Hon.  6.  B.  Raum, 

Com,  of  Pensions,  Washington,  D,  C. 

Attest: 

G.  W.  Bard, 
Crothersville,  Indiana, 

The  next  communication  was  from  Chas.  L.  Ragan  &,  Co.,  Kenton,  Ohio,  under 
date  of  Nov.  19,  1891,  as  follows : 

Kenton,  Ohio,  11, 19, 1891. 
J.  R.  Whittinghill, 

Crothersville,  Ind, : 

Dear  Sir:  We  find  your  original  claim  filed  Mch.  27th,  1879.    Basis,  disease  oi 
back  and  kidneys.    Examined  at  No.  Vernon,  Oct.  19th,  1887,  and  said  board  allowed 
$4.00  on  rheumatism  and  nothing  on  disease  of  kidneys.    Was  allowed  $4.QC\  \i^  -ts^^ 
ommendation  of  said  board  on  disease  of  back  and  Isi^es^^,  '  V^\aA»»^  Ql^>i^^skss^% 
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ending  Oct.  19th,  1887,  the  disahility  having  ceased.)  Ma^  2nd,  1889,  filed  claiafer 
increase  and  new  disabilities,  chronic  diarrnea  and  rc^ultmjs:  disease  of  nn'tam,  dii- 
ease  of  head  and  respiratory  organs,  and  also  to  complete  claim  on  injory  to  led  in 
and  elbow.  Don't  find  your  statement  as  to  when  or  how  yoa  incurred  \ht  alJe*^ 
injury  of  arm. 

Examined  by  No.  Vernon  board,  July  10th,  1889,  they  allowed  yon  $8.00  on  elironK 
diarrhea,  $4.00  for  disease  of  rectum,  $6.00  on  injury  of  left  arm. 

The  official  records  afford  no  evidence  of  disability  in  the  service  except  for  pl«- 
risy.  The  evidence  as  to  injury  of  left  arm  is  somewhat  conHicting;  for  instaEct, 
Mr.  VandersdeU,  in  an  affidavit  tiled  Dec,  1887,  states  that  you  incurred  an  injniy  d 
left  arm  by  a  stroke  from  a  gun  in  the  hands  of  an  officer.  Benj.  Grisley  and  W.G. 
Massey  also  make  a  similar  statement,  the  latter  addin^si^  that  you  and  3rd  WeWL 
Hale  had  a  dispute  and  that  you  were  struck  by  him ;  that  Hale  was  intoxiratcd 
Affiant  did  net  see  the  scuffie,  but  was  told  of  it  by  Hale  the  same  day  it  occurred. 
Subsequently  Mr.  Vamarsdell  and  B.  Tristler  testified  that  in  July,  18^,  while  in  & 
skirmish,  you  was  struck  on  the  left  arm  by  a  rebel  soldier.  This  evidence  was  filed 
July  last,  and  has  not  yet  been  considered.  The  evidence  filed,  has  no  bearing  oi 
chronic  diarrhea,  disease  of  rectum  and  respiratory  organs,  and  your  claim  based 
on  those  disabilities  lacks  proof  of  incurrence  and  continuance,  which  you  sbonki 
write  your  attorneys  about. 

We  also  find  your  application  imder  new  law,  filed  through  G.  W.  Bard,  July  Utli, 
1890,  which  has  not  yet  been  acted  upon,  but  is  awaiting  the  report  of  the  Sevnwar 
board  of  surgeons,  before  whom  you  were  ordered  Aug.  26th,  1891.  The  report  kai 
not  yet  been  applied  to  the  ciise,  out  from  the  report  made  by  the  Vernon  bo.ird,  djer 
will,  we  think,  give  you  the  $12.00  under  the  new  law.  Now,  ive  would  advise  jot 
to  write  to  your  attorneys,  Maring  «&  Slnsher,  and  tell  them  that  you  reqaire  tbe 
evidence  on  incurrence  and  continuance  of  the  said  disabilities.  We  would  abo  ad- 
vise you  to  make  a  full  statement  as  to  how  and  when  the  inj  nry  was  incnrrrd  and 
then  file  evidence  to  corroborate  your  statement. 

We  would  like  for  you  to  recommend  us  to  any  of  your  comrades  who  are  hsTinz 
any  difficulty  in  getting  their  claims  through,  and  often  we  are  ahle  to  spe^k  a  w^ 
that  will  hurry  the  case  along.  We  could  not  do  this  for  you,  ae  your  claim  i«  ik4 
ready  to  be  settled  under  either  law.  Requesting  pardon  for  so  long  a  delay,  y« 
remain. 

Very  truly, -y  ouxs, 

Chas.  li.  Ragan  Sl  Co. 

Sir:  I  herewith,  by  your  request,  send  you  the  last  communication  rec^d  from 
firm  of  Chas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co.  It  appears  that  he  has  free  access  to  papers  on  file  ii 
your  Bureau,  for  he  hits  the  "  bull's-eye"  in  my  case,  which  you  will  see  by  perosinf 
nis  above  letter  and  comparing  it  with  the  record  of  my  claim  on  file.  In  the  nutter 
of  the  evidence  of  W.  G.  Massey,  as  recorded  above,  allow  me  to  say  that  he  was  no! 
present  with  the  command  when  the  rebel  soldier  struck  me  on  left  arm,  br^akinf 
it,  and  I  will  respectfully  refer  you  to  the  evidence  of  Comrades  Ben  Trisler  and  J. 
K.  M.  Vanorsdal,  wlio  were  present  with  me  when  the  injury  was  sustained. 

Will  say  further  that  1  am  anxious  for  you  to  catch  these  sharks  w^ho  take  adyaii> 
tage  of  you  and  the  Government  in  the  administration  of  the  pension  laws,  and  m 
return  for  this  1  will  ask  you  to  t>ake  up  my  claim  now  pending  in  your  Bureau  and 
adjudicate  it  or  dispose  of  it  without  further  delay. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  R.  WHimNOHnx, 

LaU  Co,  I,  9th  Kv.  C«r. 

No.  425059. 

Mr.  Whittinghiirs  letter,  forwarding  same  to  the  Bureau,  is  written  npon  the  same 
sheet,  as  will  be  observed. 

It  is  a  matter  of  record  that  the  pension  claim,  cert.  No.  425059,  of  said  JohnR. 
Whittinghill,  late  a  private  in  Co.  I,  9th  regt.  Ky.  Vol.  Cav.,  was  called  up  in  the 
office  of  the  First  De])uty  Commissioner  by  the  Congressional  slip  of  Hon.  Ueo.  W. 
Cooper,  M.  C,  as  follows : 

[3-550.] 
[Congressional.    Ctf.  No.  425059.] 


Name  of  claimant, 
tinghill,  Co.  I,  Regt.  9th  Ky.  Cav. 

"       foil 


P.O., 


Name  of  soldier,  Jno.  E,  Wbit- 


Infonnation  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coopul 

[First  Deputy  Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Pensions,  Nov.  U^  1891.] 
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TlieBe  Blips  are  exolusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
eiurly  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Qrskn  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner, 
"Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

And  it  is  known  that  the  papers  were  carefully  examined,  and  notes  taken  from  the 
same  by  S.  R.  Hersey,  private  secretarv  of  Mr.  Cooler. 

The  attorneys  of  record  in  the  old  claim  are  Manng,  Slusher  &.  Co.,  of  Columbus, 
Indiana, 

In  response  to  Mr.  Whittinghiirs  endorsement  upon  the  letter  of  Chas.  L.  Bagan 
4&  Co.,  dated  Nov.  19, 1891,  the  following  reply  was  sent  him  from  the  Bureau: 

NOVSMBKB  28, 1891. 
John  B.  Whitiinohill,  Esq., 

Croihernfilfef  Indiana: 

Dkar  Sib:  The  letter  of  Charles  L.  Ragan  &,  Co.,  dated  November  19th,  reached 
my  desk  yesterday  and  is  before  me  with  your  endorsement  thereon. 

I  note  your  statement  that  you  are  anxious  that  I  should  catch  these  sharks  who 
take  advantage  of  the  office,  of  the  Government,  and  the  administration  of  the  pen- 
sion  laws. 

I  also  note  the  request  of  Messrs.  Ragan  &  Co.  that  they  would  like  to  have  you 
refer  to  them  any  of  your  comrades  who  have  claims  pending,  giving  their  names, 
etc.  I  wish  to  make  a  further  test  of  the  ability  of  these  gentlemen  to  furnish 
information,  and  I  have  to  request  that  you  will  correspond  with  thexu  and  ask  them 
to  secure  you  all  the  infonnation  obtainable  in  reference  to  the  following  case : 
Henry  Behrens,  No.  589945,  Co.  Q,  9th  Ohio  Inf. 

I  hand  you  herewith  $3  to  be  forwarded  to  Ragan  A  Co.  to  oover  their  fee  in  this 
matter.    In  writing  to  them  simply  state  that  yon  desire  to  obtain  information  in 
regard  to  this  case,  and  that  you  act  upon  the  suggestion  contained  in  their  recent 
letter,  and  forward  them  the  $3. 
Very  truly  yourS| 

Gbxkn  B.  Raum^ 

Commisnoner, 

The  reply  of  the  firm  follows: 

Kbhton,  O.,  12, 5, 1891. 

John  R.  Wiiittinghill. 

Crothersviile,  Indiana: 

.  Dkab  Sir:  Your  favor  3rd,  enclosing  $3.00  in  payment  for  status  of  claim  of  Henry 
Behrens.    We  will  take  the  matter  up  at  once,  advising  you  result  soon  a(s)  possible. 
Would  be  pleased  to  have  any  and  all  of  your  old  comrades  correspond  with  us  in 
reference  to  their  claims,  and  we  will  ensure  them  satisfaction  in  every  casoi 
Very  truly  yours, 

Chas.  L.  Ragan  A  Co. 


[OflHoe  of  O.  W.  Bard,  notary  pablic  and  17.  S.  dalm  attomey,  look  box  19.] 

Crothebsville,  Ind.,  2, 9, 1892. 

Sir:  Enclosed  find  report  from  Chas.  L.  Ragan  <&  Co.  per  your  instructions  of 
some  time  ago.  This  shows  that  I  have  complied  fully  with  your  instructions  in  the 
case,  and  also  that  said  Ragan  &,  Co.  still  work  the  ropes  by  some  means.  Hope  you 
will  be  able  to  shut  it  off  and  not  allow  one  soldier  preference  above  another,  ill  I 
aJsk  is  that  you  adjudicate  my  claim,  and  if  I  can  assist  you  further  let  me  know. 

Very  re8p't'y> 

John  R.  Whittinghiix, 

Co,  I,  9th  Ky,  Cav, 

No.  425059. 

The  ^lairn  of  this  soldier.  No.  589954,  Henry  Behrens,  Co.  <'  C,''  9th  Ohio  Vols.,  waa 
called  up  in  the  office  of  tne  Second  Deputy  Conmiissioner,  Dec.  22, 1891^  by  the  Qqssl- 
greesional  slip  of  Hon.  G.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  as  follows; 

42  PBN* 


i 


\ 


't 


■i  I 


i! 


858 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 


[CongreBinonal.    Orig.  No.  589954.] 


Name  of  claimant, 


P.O., 


Co.  C,  Beg't,  9  Ohio  V. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 


Nome  of  soldier,  Henry  BckreM, 


Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Dec.  22,  1891. 


Gso.  W.  CooFn. 


These  slips  are  exclnsively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  members  of  Cangrai,  ui 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  a 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  casei.* 

Gh£en  B.  Raum, 

Commi$mamr. 
*  Please  give  post-office  ef  claimant. 

And,  under  date  of  Feb'y  6, 1892,  full  minutes  of  this  claim  was  forwarded  from  dii- 
cago,  Ill8.,  by  Chas.  L.  Kugan  &  Co.,  as  follows: 

Chicago,  Ills.,  FWy  6,  ISSL 

3 so.  R.  WlUTTINGHILL, 

CrotherBvilUy  Ind,: 

Drab  Sib  :  Yours  Dec.  3rd,  1891,  requesting  status  of  claim  of  Henry  Behrens.  I 
enclose  you  herewith  slip  giving  status  of  this  claim.  We  had  considerable  troobk 
getting,  it  but  as  our  motto  is  to  give  a  man  just  what  we  promise  we  held  on  to  it 
until  we  got  it.  Hone  it  will  be  satisfactory  and  that  we  will  hear  from  you  agais- 
We  have  moved  our  neadquarters  to  Chicago,  Ills.,  and  onr  present  address  is  Iso 
Jay  street. 
Please  give  us  a  testimonial  from  Mr.  Behrens  and  greatly  oblige. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

Chas.  L.  Raqax  SlCo, 

[Orig.  S80554.    Henry  Behrens,  Co.  *•  £,"  0  Ohio  Vols.] 


thsi 


Application  under  old  law  filed  Nov.  26,  '91.    Basis,  rheumatism. 

The  War  Dept.  records  afford  no  evidence  of  any  disability,  but  simply  show 
he  enlisted  Mav  27,  '61,  and  was  discharged  June  7,  '64. 

The  Osgood  Board,  Dec.  20,  '86,  recommended  one-half.    On  Mch.  26,  'dO,  the 
board  reconmiended  again  the  same  rate.    There  is  no  evidence  on  file  in  si^poii  id 
the  claim  under  the  old  law. 

Application  under  new  law  was  filed  July  28,  ^90  (no  attorney). 

Tne  North  Vernon  Board  reported  $6  for  rheumatism.      This  claim  is  still  pending. 

Crothkrsville,  Ixd.,  2,  15, 1892. 

8ir:  I  herewith  enclose  letters  called  for,  as  I  understand  your  wishes.    Yonaie 
advised  that  1  forwarded  all  letters  from  Ragan  &  Co.  to  Hon.  Com.  of  Pensions  •• 
fast  as  I  received  them  per  his  request. 
Hoping  this  is  satisfactory, 
I  am  yours,  &,c., 

John  R.  WHrmwoHiLL. 

I  visited  Kenton,  Ohio,  and  learned  that  considerable  mail  came  addressed  toChaiw 
L.  Ragan  &  Co.  It  was  supposed  by  the  postmaster  and  others  that  the  firm  wis 
comprised  of  Charles  L.  Ragan,  who  had  been  a  shippmg  clerk  in  the  employ  of  the 
Champion  Iron  Works  Co.,  at  said  place,  and  his  fatner,  John  Ragan,  ana  that  they 
were  engaged  in  some  kind  of  medicine  business. 

I  ascertained  also  that  Chas.  L.  Ragan  had  been  discharged  from  employ  by  the 
iron  CO.  aboiit  January  1, 1892,  for  alleged  dishonest  practices,  and  had  left  Ken  too 
shortly  after  and  gone  to  Chicago.  While  endeavoring  to  obtain  his  address  in  the 
latter  city,  Mr.  F.  S.  Bartlett,  a  member  of  the  firm,  came  across  a  lett-er-press  copy- 
ing book,  containing  copies  of  thirteen  letters  written  by  the  firm  of  Chas.  L.  Eacu 
&  Co.  in  relation  to  the  pension  business  he  was  engaged  in,  and  which  was  left 
behind  by  said  Chas.  L.  Ragan  when  he  left  Kenton.  Mr.  Bartlett  out  these  copies 
from  the  letter  book  and  gave  them  to  me,  and  they  follow  in  order  of  date  M  out 
&om  the  book. 
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Oct.  2in>,  1891. 

Bro.  Clat  :  I  enclose  yoa  herewith  $3.00.    I  receiyed  5  from  Mn.  E.  M.  Moffatti 
Elizabethtowu,  Ind. ;  also  copy  of  her  letter,  which  reads  thus: 

Mr.  Raoan: 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  years  of  Sept.  4th  will  enclose  $5.00.    Advise  me  as  to  the  condi- 
tion of  my  husbancrs  and  my  claim. 
Tours, 

E.  M.   MOFFATT. 

Fli  keep  her  letter  for  reference.  You  need  not  fear  that  anyone  wiU  see  any  of 
onr  eorreepondonce,  for  I  keep  it  in  a  safe  place  at  home  in  my  desk.  I  have  a  letter 
from  Whiltin^hilly  CrothersviUe,  Ind.  He  says,  if  we  can  assnre  him  that  the  status 
of  his  claim  wUi  be  given  him  he  will  employ  us  and  remit  $3.00.  I  wrote  him  this 
momiag,  and  think  he  will  feel  assured  and  remit  the  $3.00.  How  is  this  for  a 
letter  headf  I  am  goiuff  to  write  to  aU  the  people  I  have  written  to  and  urge  them 
to  take  our  offer  to  get  them  the  information  tney  desire.  Send  me  some  more.  I 
think  we  can  work  the  thing  all  right  after  we  get  started.  All  well  as  usoaL 
Yours, 

Chab. . 


Oct.  2nd. 
John  B.  Whittinqhill, 

CrotkermnlU,  Ind.: 

Dr.  Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  Sept.  28th  relative  to  your  pension  claim. 
We  have  never  failed  to  give  a  party  just  what  we  say  we  will.  We  can  eive  you 
the  exact  status  of  ^our  claim  and  assure  you  that  your  money  will  be  reniuded  if 
we  fail.  Upon  receipt  of  $3.00  we  will  take  the  matter  up  and  advise  you  the  exact 
situation  oi  your  claim.  We  are  very  busy,  and  an  early  reply  will  oblige, 
Yours,  truly, 

Okas.  L.  Ragan  &  Co. 


Oct.  2nd,  1891. 
Thob.  Oilbbrt, 

No.  17  SpringfiM  St.,  IndpU.,  Ind.: 

Br.  Sir  :  We  wrote  you  on  September  28th  relative  to  your  claim  for  pension.    We 
are  in  position  to  take  this  matter  up  at  once  if  you  so  desire.    We  are  oeing  stocked 
with  applicants  for  information,  and  would  like  to  impress  on  you  the  importance 
of  takmg  the  matter  up  at  once. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

Chab.  L.  Raoan  &  Co. 


Oct.  2nd. 

Mrs.  BIaroarkt  Nkwsom,  lOSO  Hart  St.,  Vincenne$,  Ind.  i 

Dr.  Madams  :  On  Sept.  5th  we  wrote  you  relative  to  your  claim  for  pension  and 
to  date  have  rec'd  no  reply  from  you.  We  would  like  to  impress  on  you  the  im- 
portance of  this  matter  and  feel  that  we  can  do  yon  a  great  deal  of  good  in  the 
claim.  We  are  meeting  with  remarkable  success  in  this  special  work  and  can  give 
you  such  information  as  will  be  of  sreat  service  to  you  in  pushing  your  claim  through 
your  attomevs^  on  receipt  of  our  fee  ($5.00)  we  wiU  take  the  matter  up  and  advise 
you  the  conoition  of  your  claim  and  what  is  needed  to  get  back  on  the  pension  roll 
again. 

Yours,  truly, 

Chab.  L.  Raoan  &  Co. 


Oct.  2nd. 

Jab.  C.  Flotd,  Keavejf,  Ky. : 

Dr.  Sir:  We  wrote  you  on  Sept.  4  relative  to  your  claim  for  pension  and  have 
rec'd  no  reply  as  yet.  we  would  like  to  impress  upon  jrou  the  importance  of  this 
matter,  ana  would  like  very  much  to  take  it  up  and  give  you  the  information  so 
much  aeeired  by  pensioners.  We  can  advise  you  what  is  necessary  to  complete 
your  claim  so  you  may  be  able  to  take  the  matter  up  with  your  attorneys.  Upon  re- 
ceipt of  omr  fee  ($2.00)  we  will  take  the  matter  up  at  once  and  advise  you  the  exact 
status  of  your  claim. 

YourS|  very  truly, 


660 


PENSION  OFFICE  INYBSTIOATIOli; 


Oct.  to. 
Ouvxii  8.  Hart, 

EdUUmrg,  Ind. : 

*  Dear  Sir  :  On  Sept.  4th  we  wrote  yon  relatiYe  tovonr  claim  for  pension,  and  woir 
ing  no  repl^  concluded  to  write  you  once  moire.  We  feel  aasored  that  we  can  ttdyoi 
very  matenally  in  this  matter  and  give  yon  such  advice  as  ^will  enable  yoa.  tiinn^ 
your  attorneys,  to  push  your  claim  to  a  speedy  termination.  We  are  meeting  vm 
splendid  success  in  special  work  of  this  kmd,  and  our  patrons  are  bein^  made  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  infonnation  derived.  If  you  feel  that  you  would  like  to  be 
placed  in  position  to  push  your  claim  you  can  remit  us  onr  fee  ($S.OO)  and  we.vil 
take  tiie  matter  up  at  once. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

OsAS.  Ij.  Bagah  a  Ca 


Oct.  2Bk 
Christian  Fasio. 

Mariintville,  III. : 

Dear  Sir:  We  wrote  you  on  Sept.  4th  relative  to  your  claim  for  pension  and bsfe 
heard  nothing  fixim  you  as  yet.  We  would  like  very^  much  to  assist  yon  in  thii  mt- 
tea  and  aid  you  in  pushing  your  claim  to  a  termination.  We  feol  that  we  can  mmX 
you  in  this  matter  as  we  have  assisted  many  others,  and  as  it  is  a  thing  of  imper- 
tance  it  will  bo  necessary  to  take  the  matter  in  hands  soon  as  x>ossible.  Aneailjn- 
ply  with  remittance  of  our  fee  of  $3.00  will  meet  with  speedy  action  on  our  part 
Very  truly,  yours, 

Chas.  Ij.  Bagak  db  Co. 


Oct.  Sro. 
Mrs.  Ellen  Hooan. 

Jefenonvilte,  Ind.: 

Madame  :  On  Sept.  4th  we  wrote  you  relative  to  your  claims  for  pension^  andhesr- 
ing  nothing  from  you  we  concluded  to  write  von  again.  We  feel  that  our  assistaiice 
in  looking  after  your  claims  will  be  invaluable  to  you,  as  it  will  assist  you  very  nt*- 
terially  in  urging  your  claim  through  your  attorneys.  We  have  aided  a  number  hi 
your  State  and  would  be  glad  to  assist  you  all  we  can.  On  receipt  of  onr  fee  (16.00) 
we  will  take  the  matter  up  and  advise  you  the  exact  condition  oi  both  your  diuai. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

Chas.  Ij.  Baoav  A  Co. 


! 


Octobkr  13. 
Mrs.  Elizabeth  Moffatt, 

Elizaoethtawnj  Ind, : 

Dear  Madame:  We  inclose  yon  herewith  a  complete  statement  of  your  pension 
claims.  We  would  advise  you  to  take  the  report  to  Maring  A  Slnsber,  Colnni^ss, 
Indiana,  who  will  g^ve  you  a  thorou j^h  expliuiation  of  the  case.  We  regret  very 
much  to  inform  yon  such  a  state  of  affairs,  but  it  will  show  you  Just  vrhat  to  erpset 
You  can  most  probably  get  Maring  &  Slusher  to  straighten  the  matter  out  satisfiike- 
torily.  We  trust  you  will  be  successful.  Will  you  kindly  speak  a  good  wocd  for  as 
in  your  neighborhood  f  We  will  be  glad  to  correspond  with  any  and  all  that  srs 
anxious  to  learn  of  the  condition  of  tueir  claims. 
Very  truly, 

Chab.  L.  Bagak  &  Co. 


Oct.  ITth. 

J.  B.  WHrmNGHILL, 

Crolkertville,  Ind, : 

Dear  Sir:  We  find  by  caDing  up  ;|rour  case  that  it  is  awaiting  the  Commissioner^ 

personal  decision,  and  the  papers  in  the  case  will  not  be  accessible  until  he  is 

throuirh  with  his  investigation.    The  Commissioner  is  now  absent,  but  immediately 

uponnis  return  we  will  call  up  the  case,  and  if  he  is  through  we  will  advise  ^n  of 

its  condition.    Trusting  we  may  be  able  to  advise  you  in  a  few  days,  we  remain. 

Very  truly, 

^'&jka«  Ya^  P*^^4t|  ^  Qo, 
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Oct.  26. 

ThOB.  GiLBBRTy 

Cheviot,  Ohio: 

Dr.  Sir  :  We  wrote  yon  on  two  different  occasions  relatiye  to  yonr  pension  claim, 
and  both  letters- were  retnmed  to  us  as  being  unclaimed.  If  yon  desire  to  be  put  in 
a  sbape  that  you  will  know  Jnst  what  to  do  inyonr  claim^  please  remit  ns  our  regular 
lee  of  15.00;  we  will  take  the  matter  np  at  once  if  yon  will  send  ns  the  number  of 
his  claim^  and  will  hunt  up  yonr  old  number  if  you  will  notify  ns  when  yon  &rat  filed 
jour  olaim.  An  early  reply  will  oblige, 
Yomsy  truly, 

Chab.  L.  Haoan  a  Co. 


Oct.  aeth. 
J.  L.  WbathierlT; 

Cubn  Landing,  Mumphrejft  Co.,  Tenn, : 

Br.  Sir  :  We  understand  you  are  interested  in  the  pension  claim  of  Ebenezer  Mor- 
rison's widow.  If  you  so  desire  we  will  take  up  this  case  and  advise  von  what  is 
necessary  to  complete  the  claim,  giving  yon  an  exact  status  of  the  dami  luid  such 
advice  as  will  enable  you  to  complete  the  case.  We  do  not  take  claims  as  attorneys, 
but  do  special  work,  such  as  giving  claimants  such  knowledge  and  facts  as  will 
enable  them  to  push  their  claims  to  a  terminus.  If  you  desire  the  above  information 
pleaae  give  ns  the  said  Morrison's  company  and  regiment,  also  number  of  claim.  Ac- 
company your  reply  with  ^.00  our  regular  fee,  aad  we  will  take  the  matter  up  at 
onco. 

Tours,  truly, 

Chab.  L.  Raoan  &  Co. 


Oct.  26th. 
T.  H.  Mkrbitt, 

No.  91  We$i  Main  it.,  LesBingion,  Kg.: 

Dr.  Sir:  We  would  like  to  cooperate  some  with  yon  in  the  pension  business^  if 
you  so  desire.  We  are  in  position  to  call  up  any  claim  that  may  be  filed  and  pve 
attorneys  or  claimants  an  exact  status  of  claims.  One  of  our  firm  was  a  principal 
examiner  of  the  Pension  Office  for  15  years,  and  he  has  the  looking  np  of  all  claims. 
We  get  infdrmation  for  claimants  and  attorneys  for  $3.00  per  claim.  We  will  look  up 
any  claim  that  has  been  lost  and  give  you  all  the  information  you  want  for  the  above- 
named  fee.  This  will  place  vou  in  position  to  make  something  out  of  it,  as  well  as 
ourselves.  We  do  not  practice  before  the  Department,  but  miuEC  a  specialty  of  tiiis 
kind  of  work.  Would  oe  glad  to  correspond  with  you  in  the  matter. 
Yours,  truly, 

Chas.  L.  Raoan  &  Co. 

Attention  is  invited  to  the  letter  written  from  Kenton,  Ohio,  Oct.  2, 1891,  addressed 
to  ''  Bro.  Clay,"  and  sigoed  "  Chas.,"  a  press  copy  of  which  appears  herein.  The 
writer  acknowledges  receipt  of  five  dollars  from  Mrs.  £.  M.  Monatt,  Elizabethtown, 
Indiana.  The  records  of  the  Bureau  disclose  that  the  claim,  No,  446982,  of  Eliza- 
beth M.  Moffatt,  of  said  place,  as  the  widow  of  Captain  James  Moffatt,  Co.  G,  6th 
Indiana  Vol.  Inf.,  was  also  caJled  np  in  the  office  of  the  second  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner, Oct.  7, 1891,  by  the  Congressional  slip  of  Hon.  Qeo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  as  will 
be  observed  by  the  original  slip,  as  follows : 

[&-«60.] 

[CongressionaL    Wid.  Ko.  446982.] 

Namie  of  otlalman^  Elizabeth. 

P.  O., . 

Name  of  soldier,  James  Moffat,  Co.  O,  Reg'tOth  Ind.  V. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Gko.W.  COOFBB. 

[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Oct.  7, 1891.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slip?  in  making  calls  in  pension  coses.* 

GrSKK   B.  B.K.\SVk^ 

C<yvMiwVaiM(fe'^«r . 
*  Please  give  post-offioe  of  claimant. 
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That  the  papers  in  her  claim  were  careMly  examined  by  some  one  oonAeeied  it 
basiness  with  Memrs.  Ragan  A  Co.  and  ''  Bro.  Clay''  is  evidenced  by  themfosBilM 
conveyed  to  her  from  the  Kenton,  Ohio,  branch  of  the  firm,  as  per  preaaoopyof  kttv 
dated  Oct.  12, 1891. 

I  learned  at  Ronton  that  Mr.  Rskf^soi  had  stated  to  several  of  his  oompanioDiitfti 
Iron  Works  tiiat  he  was  getting  information  in  relation  to  pension  diinti  fhav 
through  a  relative  in  Indiana,  in  this  connection  I  also  ascertained  that  RafiaU 
a  brother-in-law  named  Clay  Pete,  residing  somewhere  in  that  state.  While  stl^ 
anapolis,  a  few  davs  later,  I  was  informed  that  the  chief  derk  of  the  firm  of  Maiiii, 
81iisher  &,  Co.,  doing  a  large  business  at  Colnmbns,  Indiana,  as  pension  daim  a^cst^ 
was  named  ''  H.  Clay  Pete,^'  and  that  he  was  a  relative  by  mamage  to  Hon.  OmlV< 
Cooper,  M.  C.  who  also  resides  at  Colnmbns. 

AU  of  whicu  is  submitted  for  your  consideration. 
Very  lespectfnUy, 

J.  O.  Orkkkawalt, 
Sttperviiing  Examiner,  Bmneam  of  Fi 


Unitbd  States  of 

Dbpartmsnt  of , 

Watikingion,  D.  C,  AprU  eik,  Wt 

Pursuant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  I  hereby  certiQr  that  the  amieDd 
papers  are  true  copies  of  the  originals  as  they  appear  upon  the  mes  of  the  Deptii- 
ment. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  eansed  Uie  seslif 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  be  affixed  the  day  and  year  first  above  wriUes. 

[SEAL.]  Geo.  Chandlxb, 

'Acth^  Secretary  of  tiU  /siviir. 


DBPABIMEMT  of  THX  iNTSBXOBy 

Bureau  of  PziraiOHa, 

Hod.  Green  B.  Raum, 

Commiananer  of  Pensiont : 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  in  compliance  with  your  instmetioDS  of  roent 
date  I  have  made  an  investigation  in  relation  to  the  pre]>aration  and  use  of  a  nomber 
of  spurious  Congressional  sups,  in  imitation  of  the  genuine  slips  prepared  by  ibe 
Bureau  for  the  use  of  members  of  Congress  in  calling  up  claims,  a  copy  of  which 
genuine  Hlip,  as  published  at  the  Government  Printing  Office,  is  attached  nersto,  id^ 
beg  to  submit  the  following  report : 

I  submit  the  depositions  of  Hennr  Holt,  now  residing  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  sm^ 
formerly  in  the  employ  of  Maring,  Slnsher  &  Co.,  claim  agents  at  Colombns,  Ind.; 
John  F.  Mitchell,  a  publisher  and  printer  at  Greenfield,  Ind. ;  John  K.  Mariof ,  t 
member  of  the  firm  of  claim  agents  referred  to;  Mr.  A.  W.  Fisher,  the  chief  clerk  ot 
the  Pension  Bureau;  Martin  B.  Bailev,  law  clerk  of  the  Pension  Bnreao,  and  Mr. 
David  L.  Gitt,  former  chief  of  the  mail  division  of  the  Pension  Bnrean. 

The  testimony  embodied  in  these  depositions  indicates  that  some  time  in  the  fsiD- 
mer  of  1889  a  very  large  number  of  these  spurious  Congressional  oidl  slips,  beariif 
the  facsimile  signature  of  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  Fifth  Indiana  district,  were  pre- 
pared at  the  instance  of  Maring,  Slnsher  A  Co.,  and  with  the  endorsement  sad 
approvaJ  of  Mr.  Cooper. 

In  regard  to  the  printing  of  these  slips,  Bfr.  Mitchell  testifies  tiiat  he  took  a  tarn, 

E resented  to  him  bv  Mr.  Maring,  to  the  Hon.  Bfr.  Cooper,  at  Colnmbns.  who  giTt 
im  the  privilege  of  having  a  duplicate  of  his  signatora  made  fix>m  whioh  to  priat 
his  signature  in  facsimile  on  the  slips ;  that  the  slips  were  printed  by  him  and  shipped 
to  Messrs.  Maring,  Slusher  &,  Co.,  Columbus,  Ind. 

Mr.  Henry  Holt  testifies  that  he  saw  a  large  number  of  these  blank  slips  in  ibe 
office  of  Maring,  Slusher  &  Co.,  and  his  reelection  is  that  Mr.  Marine  said  there 
were  twenty  thousand  of  them ;  that  these  slips,  so  signed  in  blank  with  Mr.  Cooper^ 
signature,  were  filled  out  by  said  firm,  at  their  discretion,  with  the  number  of  the 
claim,  name  of  the  claimant,  etc.,  in  cases  they  wished  to  call  np;  that  he  know* 
that  a  very  large  number  of  these  slips  were  used  in  calling  np  the  claims  of  laid 
firm  in  Mr.  Cooper's  name  ft'om  circumstances  connected  therewith. 

Mr.  Maring,  in  response  to  interrogatories  made,  corroborates  Mr.  Mitchell  as  ts 
the  preparation  o{  lYioae  tAv\v«\  \\i^\>\\«>  t:A)>wc«\N«i^\S;v&  vdeaof  havmg  them  prepared  b 
this  manner  &om  \^e  ia^it  Xii^A.'ttx.  C<i«^T  \i»AL  ^t^sV^xjA.^  \nxc^!ai&»^  \ii2ask.mUh  Cea- 
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>■  grensional  slips  in  blank,  which  he  wonld  fill  np  and  take  them  to  Bfr.  Cooper's 
JB  office,  or  send  them  by  a  clerk,  to  have  them  si^ed;  that  they  did  this  in  great 
If  quantities  through  Mr.  Cooper,  and  that  he  conceived  the  idea  of  getting  up  a  Con- 
gressional slip,  uie  same  as  that  nsed  by  the  office,  and  having  Mr.  Coopers  name 
:y  printed  in  facsimile  npon  them ;  that  he  spoke  to  Mr.  Cooper  abont  it,  who  assented, 
IV  and  he  then  went  on  and  had  them  printed:  that  his  impression  is  the  order  was  for 
!z  either  twenty  thousand  or  forty  thousand  slips;  that  his  object  in  having  so  large  a 
a  number  of  these  slips  printed  was  for  the  purpose  of  fiunishing  Mr.  Cooper  a  supply 
for  his  use  in  calling  up  claims  for  other  attorneys. 

Mr.  Bailey  testifies  that  his  attenion  was  caUed  to  a  number  of  spurious  Congressional 
call  slips  by  Commissioner  Tanner,  and  who  said  there  were  over  three  thousand  of 
them ;  that  he  jpicked  up  one  of  the  slips,  examined  it,  and  found  the  name  of  Qeo.  W. 
Cooper  was  prmted  thereon ;  that  Mr.  Tanner  stated  that  they  were  not  printed  in 
the  Bureau;  that  they  came  in  in  the  regular  way,  and  asked;for  the  status  of  claims 
pending  in  the  Bureau,  and,  further,  that  they  related  to  claims  filed  by  Maring, 
Slusher  &  Co.,  and  were  used  by  them  under  Mr.  Cooper's  name.  Mr.  Bailey  further 
testifies  that  this  is  the  only  instance^  during  his  connection  with  the  Bureau,  where 
his  attention  was  called  to  the  use  or  spurious  Congressional  call  sUpsused  with  the 
facsimile  of  the  signature  of  a  Congressman  upon  them. 

Mr.  Fisher,  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Bureau,  testifies  that  his  attention  was  called  to 
a  number  of  spurious  Congressional  call  slips  printed  in  imitation  of  the  genuine 
form,  and  heard  they  were  printed  by  Maring,  slusher  &  Co.,  bearing  the  Hon.  Qeo. 
W.  Cooper's  name ;  that  there  were  a  large  number  sent  to  the  office,  and  came  in  as 
regular  Congreesional  call  slips,  and  related  to  claims  pending  in  the  office;  that  he 
knows  of  no  other  instance  in  the  history  of  the  Pension  Office  ^ere  spurious  Congres- 
ional  calls  slips  were  printed  and  used  with  the  facsimile  signature  of  a  member  of 
Congress  attached. 

The  records  of  the  Bureau  disclose  that  the  attention  of  Maring,  Slusher  &  Co. 
was  called  to  the  spurious  character  of  these  slips,  and  they  were  directed  to  discon- 
tinue their  use. 

While  at  Columbus.  Indiana,  I  obtained  from  Bfr.  John  N.  Maring  a  pad  of  the 
spurious  slips  referrea  to.  and  attach  several  of  them  as  exhibits.  It  will  be  observed 
that  the  inteut  was  to  reproduce  them  in  the  exact  form  and  appearance  of  the  gen- 
nine  slip  as  printed  by  the  Government  and  furnished  to  members  of  Congress  by 
the  bureau,  out  an  error  in  spelling  the  word  ''  claimant"  in  the  spurious  slips  easily 
served  to  identify  the  fraud  and  prevented  their  use  to  any  ^eat  extent. 

Mr.  David  L.  Gitf  s  testimony  refers  more  particularly  to  a  large  number  of  Maring, 
Slusher  &  Co.'s  call  slips  filed  in  the  office  during  the  term  of  Commissioner  John  C. 
Black,  such  slips  bearing  the  endorsement  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  and  which 
slips  were,  by  General  Black's  order,  thrown  aside  and  no  attention  paid  to  them. 

There  appears  to  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  quantity  of  spurious  slips 
ordered  or  printed,  but  Mr.  Maring,  the  most  interested  person,  testifies  that  the 
order  was  for  from  forty  to  forty-five  thousand,  and  assigned  as  a  reason  for  ordering 
such  a  vast  number  that  he  intended  a  part  of  them  for  the  use  of  Mr.  Cooper  in 
calling  up  claims  of  other  attorneys  in  return  for  the  courtesy  extended  his  nrm  in 
the  use  of  his  name  for  such  purpose. 

Mr.  H.  £.  Lineaweaver,  of  the  Bureau,  who  was  detailed  by  you  at  my  request  to 
accompany  me  as  a  special  examiner  in  this  investigation,  rendered  efficient  and  val- 
aable  aid  in  making  the  same. 
Very  respectrally, 

J.  G.  Gbesnawalt, 
SujperviHng  Special  Examiner, 


DBPoarnoK. 

[Case  of  Samuel  B.  Heney,  ei  a2.,  No. ] 

On  this  24th  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Indianapolis,  county  of  Marion,  State  of  Indi- 
ana, before  me,  J.  G.  Grecnawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  person- 
ally appeared  Henry  Holt,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pen- 
sion matter,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  forty-five  years  of  age,  reside  at  Indianapolin, 
In(\iana,  and  I  am  engaged  as  a  claim  agent  practicing  before  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.    My  place  of  business  is  No.  ^  East  Market  street,  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 
I  was  employed  by  Maring  and  Slusher,  claim  agents  at  Columbiis,  Ind.,  from  1887 
to  February  1st,  1890,  as  a  clerk  employed  in  their  office  and  travelling  on  the  road  for 
them.     Some  time  in  the  early  part  of  the  year  1889  I  learned  that  tU<i  i\x\Sk.Kil\^5«vvN^. 
and  Slusher  had  a  large  number  of  what  are  known  aa  "  Cow^««»\Wi^  ^^^^'^  ^vy^'^^ 
"used  by  dmgreasmeD,  as  I  understood,  in  callmg  uy  c\«Ainft, -^xvqXa^  iox  Xi^^  ^^ias^  «v 
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said  firm ;  I  saw  a  large  quantity  of  these  blank  slips  where  they  were  ttond  twir. 
The  nama  of  George  W.  Cooper,  M.  C.  was  written  or  printed  in  fiiesimile  m  ak 
blank  slips.  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  these  blank  slips  there  was,  but  my  noal- 
lection  is  that  Maring  said  there  were  20,000  of  them. 

These  slips,  so  signed  in  blank  with  Mr.  Cooper's  sigpatnre,  were  filled  ont  bjtb 
said  firm  at  tneir  duoretion  with  the  number  of  the  claim,  name  of  claunant^acrrkt 
etc.,  of  cases  they  wished  to  call  np.  I  know  that  theae  alipa,  or  some  of  tlMOi,  vav 
nsed  by  the  firm  calling  np  claims^  using  Mr.  Cooper's  name,  on  aeeonat  of  tiie  ftm 
that  Mr.  Maring  of  the  firm  directing  me  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Bnreaa  of  Pcbmi 
in  reply  to  a  commnnioation  from  the  then  Commissioner  of  Pensiona.  in  reUtioB  « 
the  nse  of  said  slips,  directing  that  they  be  destroyed.  My  understanding  is  te 
the  slips  were  no  loneer  pnt  to  nse  in  calling  np  claims.  I  Imow  friNn  cirennistiM 
that  the  slips  referred  to  were  printed  at  Greenfield,  Indiana,  by-  one  Mitchell,  of  tk 
Hancock  Democrat. 

John  Mitchell  afterwards  informed  me  in  conversation  that  he  had  proeucd  tk 
facsimile  signature  of  George  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  at  a  cost  of  two  doUars,  andthstki 
had  made  one  hundred  doluurs  out  of  it.  I  did  not  loam  who  made  tiie  fummk 
signature.  I  have  seen  the  r^^nlar  Congressional  call  8ll|>s,  and  tibe  slips  printed  it 
Greenfield,  Indiana,  for  Maring  and  Slnsoer.  were  similar  in  appearance— printed  m 
whito  paper  in  red  ink,  with  the  name  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  printed  U 
the  bottom. 

My  attention  was  called  to  tiie  fact  that  one  of  these  Greenfield  skps  that  I  mw 
had  the  word  " claimant"  spelled  "claimant,"  using  an  "  e''  in  the  last  syllable ii- 


steadof ''a." 


HxNRT  Holt,  Dtfowmt. 


Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  24  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  ^i4 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Grkxnawalt, 
SpedM 
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On  this  26th  day  of  Maroh,  1892,  at  Greenfield,  county  of  Hancock,  State  of  b- 
diana,  before  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  jtemm- 
ally  appeared  John  F.  Mitchell^  who,  being  by  me  first  sworn  to  answer  truly  lU 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  the  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pes- 
sion  claim,  deposes  and  says :  I  am  39  years  of  age,  coming  next  ApriL  I  reside  st 
Greenfield,  Indiana,  and  am  a  publisher  and  printer. 

Q.  Mr.  Mitchell,  in  August  1889,  you  printed  a  qnantity  of  slipa  fi>r  ealling  up 
pensions  claims  in  the  Pension  Office  at  Washington,  D.  C.  Please  state  from  ihmmh 
you  received  t  he  order  for  same,  the  qnantity  printed,  and  priee  paid  yon  for  tbe 
job. — ^A.  Whi  ie  at  Columbus,  Indiana,  about  July,  1889  in  connection  with  other 
work,  Mr.  John  N.  Maring  gave  me  an  order  for  printing  a  fiaoaimile  of  Conj^ns- 
sional  call  slip,  with  the  tacsimile  signature  of  **  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  5th  Ind. 
District,''  printed  on  same. 

Mr.  Manng  gave  me  a  copy  of  the  regular  Congressional  slip  for  copy.  The  etfpy 
ho  gave  me  had  the  signature  of  ''Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  5  Ind.  Disteict"  written 
therein.  Mr.  Maring  stated  he  wanted  this  copy  reproduced  in  exactly  the  sanw 
form  and  type.  I  took  the  copy  of  slip  to  Mr.  Cooper  and  asked  the  privilege  of 
having  a  wood  cut  of  his  signature  made  from  which  to  print  his  signature  in  fst- 
simile  on  the  slips.  He  assented,  and  I  had  the  cut  of  his  signature  made  at  Indian- 
apolis, I  think  by  H.  C.  Chandler,  wood-engraver.  I  think  the  cut  and  tliree  elec- 
trotypes of  the  signature  cost  about  $3.fK).  The  slips  were  printed  in  two  colors^ 
the  body  on  the  snp  in  red  and  the  fetcsimile  si^atnre  in  black.  The  order  wsa 
for  5,000.  That  number  was  printed  and  shipped  to  Messrs.  Maring,  Slnsher  A  Co.^ 
at  Columbus,  Ind.    The  charge  for  printing  these  slips  was  $4.50  per  thousand. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  subsequent  order  or  orders  for  such  fiacsimile  Congnt- 
sioual  slips  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  print  such  slips  for  anyone  else  besides  Maring,  Slasher  &,  Co.f— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  tho  slip  herewith  shown  you  a  sample  of  those  printed  by  you  f — ^A.  It  is  like 
it;  resembles  it.    I  will  say  that  I  did  print  slips  like  that. 

Q.  I  will  mark  this  slip  I  sliow  as  Exnibit  No.  1  to  your  deposition. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  Maring  in  a  statement  made  before  me  says  that  he  has  40,000 
or  45,000  of  those  slips  printed  by  you.  Could  you  be  mistaken  as  to  tlie  cinantity 
printed! — A.  15o,  six',  1  taVe  Wv<s  ^^wvvaWV^  ^\«vw.\k^ \i^«5^%^ ^aa ^V^^^x^g^lfor  at  tne tiiiie> 
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~  -        Q.  Did  jon  print  any  other  blanks  for  Mr.  Marine  -with  the  same  orde^V — ^A.  Yes, 

^    flir;   66,000  biankB  of  different  kinds  were  chargea  to  the  flim  the  Bame  date  the 

*^    charge  fbr  the  *'  Congressional  8lix>s  "  was  made. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  charge  for  the  work  specified  f — ^A.  Angnst  8, 1888. 

3^  Q.  Mr.  MitcheU,  did  you  state  at  any  time,  in  conversation,  that  the  wood  cnt  of 
Mr.  Cooper's  signatore  cost  you  $2,  and  that  yon  made  $100  ont  of  the  job  f — ^A.  I  don't 
think  I  did;  not  to  my  knowledge  now.  I  may  have  said  that  the  cnt  cost  $2 — ^that 
is  the  nsual  price  for  snch  a  cnt— but  I  did  not  state  that  I  had  made  $100  ont  of  the 
job. 

John  F.  Mitchell. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  26th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  sij^ing. 

J.  Q.  Grerkawalt, 

Special  Examintr, 
[Ex.  No.  1.] 

[3-650.] 

Congressional.    No. . 

Name  of  claimant, . 

Name  of  soldier, ,  Co. ,  Beg't , • 

Information  wanted  as  follows: 

Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C, 

Sih  Ind,  DiHriet. 
Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  |pving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  this  slip  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases. 

Jambs  Tanner, 

Cammiitiontr, 


DSPOSmOH. 

[Case  of No. .] 

On  this  25th  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Columbus,  county  of  Bartholomew,  State  of 
Indiana,  before  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  per> 
sonally  appeared  John  N.  Maring,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly 
all  interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 

f tension  matter,  deposes  and  says :  I  am  forty-five  years  of  age:  reside  at  Columbus, 
ndiana.  I  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Marin^,  Slnsher  &  Co.,  doing  business  at 
ColnmbuB,  as  U.  S.  claim  agents.  Our  firm  is  admitted  to  practice  as  attorneys 
before  the  Department  of  the  Interior  at  Washington^  D.  C.  Our  business  is  mainly 
connected  with  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  the  coflection  of  pension  claims. 

Question.  What  persons  comprised  the  firm  in  the  spring  of  1889 f — Answer.  John 
N.  Maring,  Mary  £.  Marin^  (my  wife),  and  George  £.  Slusher. 

Question.  Yon  are  the  principal  or  managing  member  of  the  firm,  are  yon  notf — 
Answer.  Yes,  sir:  I  am  the  principal  in  the  firm. 

Question.  Mr.  Maring,  in  the  spring  of  1889  a  largje  number  of  your  claims  were 
called  up  in  the  Pension  Bureau  on  aUoged  Congressional  slips  bearing  the  facsimile 
Biffnatnre  of  George  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  5th  Indiana  District.  Will  you  please  state 
where  yon  obtained  snch  alleged  Congressional  call  slips  and  how  they  were  to  be 
nsedf — Answer.  I  would  like  to  adjourn  this  examination  until  I  can  look  up  dates 
and  find  certain  correspondence  I  had  with  the  ofiico  concerning  snch  slips  and  their 
use,  and  will  meet  you  at  Indianapolis  to-morrow,  March  26th,  1892  at  10:30  a.  m., 
or  upon  arrival  of  the  train  from  Columbus. 

(At  4  p.  m.  examination  adjourned  to  meet  at  the  Bates  House,  Indianapolis,  Indi- 
ana, Saturday,  March  26th,  1892,  at  10:30  a.  m.— J.  G.  G.,  Spl.  Ex'r.) 

At  Bates  House,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  March  B6th,  189g, 

BXAMINATION  OF  JOHN  N.  MARINCh-OOUtinned. 

Question.  Now,  Mr.  Maring,  I  will  read  the  last  question  propounded  on  the  25th 
inst.,  and  await  your  answer. — Answer.  I  will  say  in  regard  to  the  preparation  and 
use  of  the  Congressional  call  slips  referred  to,  that  our  firm  had  used  Congressional 
call  slips  in  calling  up  claims,  and  were  familiar  with  their  object  and  use.  We  had 
obtainetl  snch  blank  slips  from  Hon.  C.  C.  Matson  when  he  was  a  C<^Ti«gc«£3sssavSK^^woA 
also  from  Hon.  Geo.  C.  Cooper,  who  snccooded  b\m.    "W^i  ^o\.  \>\isni  wi^^sK^AVsw^Qaa 
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data  describing  the  claim  we  desired  to  eall  iq^  and  mailed  them  to  the  Congrwna 
for  them  to  attach  their  signatare  and  to  date  them,  ttiid  to  mail  to  or  file  in  the  Pa- 
siou  Office. 

Prior  to  my  connection  with  the  firm,  and  before  I  bought  out  C<d.  T.  C.  Woodlraii, 
doing  busineee  at  Colambns,  Ind.,  as  a  claim  a^ent.  I  was  in  his  employ  ts  adui. 
1  knew  that  Mr.  Matson  had  furnished  Col.  WoodDam  some  of  these  slips,  lifwi 
in  blank,  which  he  filled  out  for  cases  and  mailed  them  direct  to  the  Pension  Offitt. 

After  1  bought  ont  Woodbnm,  and  after  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  was  elected  to  Con- 
gress, he  furnished  me  some  Congressional  slips  in  blank,  w^hioh  I  wonld  fill  np  witk 
the  data  and  take  them  to  his  (i£[.  Cooper's)  office,  in  ColumbnB,  Ind.,  or  send  Hbm 


sional  slip,  the  same  as  that  used  by  the  office,  and,  having  got  Mr.  Coopo's  dsw 
printed  in  facsimile  upon  them,  1  spoke  to  Mr.  Cooi>er  about  it  and  he  said,  I  ne 
nothing  wrong  about  it,  and  I  went  on  and  had  them  printed. 

I  don't  remember  whether  the  order  was  for  tweni^  thousand  or  fofi^  thoomd 
slips.  The  order  was  given  to  Mr.  James  Mitchell,  i>f  Greenfield,  lud.  Thepnntii^ 
was  done  by  the  Greenfield  Printing  Co.,  of  which  Wm.  liitchell  w^as  the  owner u^ 
proprietor,  and  of  whom  I  ordered  thousands  of  other  blanks. 

As  to  the  manner  of  obtaining  the  facsimile  signature  of  Mr.  Cooper  I  donH  resMa- 
bei  how  that  was  done.  I  think  that  this  was  obtained  at  Colnmbas,  from  Hl 
Cooper;  that  is,  Mr.  Cooper's  sl^ature  npon  which  the  facsimile  was  based.  Mr. 
Mitcheu,  so  far  as  1  know,  obtained  the  plate.  I  do  not  know  where  the  plate  wv 
made. 

I  think  there  was  either  40  or  45,000  of  these  aUeged  Congreaaional  eall  dip 
printed,  which  I  paid  for. 

Question.  What  sum  was  paid  for  the  job  f— Answer.  I  donH  remember.  I  sap- 
pose  about  ninety  cents  a  thousand. 

Question.  Was  there  not  a  fixed  snm  paid  for  ihe  jobt — Anawer.  No,  sir;  I  la 
confident  there  was  not. 

Question.  Was  there  a  separate  charge  made  for  the  facsimile  sifj^natore  of  Mr. 
Cooper  f — Answer.  I  think  there  was.  I  think  that  Mr.  James  Mitchell,  who  took  the 
order,  said  that  the  plate  for  the  facsimile  signature  wonld  cost  abont  seyenty-fiTe 
cents.    I  think  that  is  what  was  agreed  on. 

Question.  What  was  your  object  in  having  so  large  a  number  of  these  slipi 
printed  f — Answer.  Well,!  had  been  furnishing  Mr.Cooper  with  the  ordinary  blank  call 
slips,  such  as  claim  agents  use,  when  his  supply  of  slips  was  exhausted  (1  mesA  his 
Congressional  call  slips),  and  a  part  of  the  Congressional  slips  that  I  had  printed  I 
intended  for  his  use  in  calling  up  claims  for  other  attorneys. 

John  N.  Making, 


Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  26th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  GRKKNA WALT, 

Special  Ex^mimer. 

Page deposition • 

I  meant  this  as  a  courtesy  to  Mr.  Cooper  in  return  for  the  use  of  his  CongressioosI 
ft>ank  in  calling  up  claims. 

Question.  In  what  manner,  then,  did  you  use  these  slips  spoken  of  in  connection 
with  your  own  business? — Answer.  We  filled  them  up  ana  mailed  or  expressed  them 
to  the  Bureau  direct.  Mr.  Cooper  allowed  us  to  use  our  own  discretion  as  to  the 
number  of  and  what  claims  should  be  called  up. 

Question.  What  results  followed  the  use  of  these  Congressional  call  alipa  yon  had 
printed  f — Answer.  We  received  a  great  many  answers  in  a  great  many  claims  in  a 
short  time.  Until  about  August,  lo89, 1  have  no  present  means  of  fixbig  the  exact 
date.  Commissioner  Tanner  wrote  our  firm  that  it  was  a  violation  of  law  to  use  a 
facsimile  of  a  Congressional  slip  and  for  us  to  discontinue  the  use  of  Ihem,  or  be 
wonld  recommend  our  disbarment  from  practice  as  attorneys  before  the  Department 

At  the  same  time  Congressman  Cooper  received  a  letter  from  Com'r  Tanner  stating 
that  he  would  not  extend  the  usual  courtesy  to  him  that  was  extended  to  private 
citizens.  The  letter  written  me  has  been  mislaid.  I  can  not  put  my  hands  on  it  now. 
Mr.  Cooper  replied  for  both  of  us,  stating  that  he  had  authorised  the  printing  of 
these  slips  and  their  use  in  calling  up  claims,  and  asking  that  no  action  be  tMsa 
against  the  firm,  and  that  the  usual  courtesy  extended  him  as  a  Congressman  beeoa- 
tinned,  especially  so  in  the  interests  of  the  claimants. 

Question.  What  reply  did  you  makef — Answer.  That  the  slips  would  be  canceled 
and  no  longer  used.  iiJiid  to  xa^  'kxio^\»^^<6  noiV*  Q)^^^&aa«isifiA  been  naed  in  <*Aiiing  op 
a  claim. 
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Question.  Have  yon  any  of  these  slips  referred  to;  I  mean  those  printed  with  the 
facsimile  signature  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  f — ^Answer.  Tes.  sir ;  we  have  used 
them  as  blank  pads  or  memonuidum  slipS;  and  I  herewith  file  one,  marked  Exhibit 
No.  1. 

Question.  Please  state  whether  you  have  heard  the  foregoing  statement  read  and 
whether  vour  answers  have  been  correctly  recorded  in  response  to  the  questions 
asked  f — ^Answer.  Tes,  sir. 

JOHK  N.  Mariko, 

Depwrent 

8wom  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  the  26th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify 
that  the  contents  were  fiilly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  Q.  Grkrnawalt, 

Special  JExaminer, 
[SxhlbitNal.] 

[8-650.] 

Congressional  No.  — . 
Name  of  claimant, 


Name  of  soldier, .    Co.  — ^,    Beg't, 

Information  wanted  as  follows: 


Gbo.  W.  Coofkb,  M.  C, 

Sih  Ind.  Disirici. 


Senators  and  members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  ^ving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  this  slip  in  making  caUs  in  pension  cases. 

James  Tanner, 

Commi$noner* 


DBPOfilTION. 
(Case  of  &  B.  Heney  et  •!.,  Ko^  -^.] 

On  this  fourth  day  of  AprU,  1892,  at  Washington,  county  of  Dist.  of  Columbia, 
State  of ,  before  me,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  ap- 
peared Abial  W.  Fisher,  who,  being  by  me  first  dulv  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  in- 
terrogatories propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pen- 
sion matter,  deposes  and  says: 

Q.  Please  state  your  name  and  present  employment. — ^A.  Abial  W.  Fisher.  Am 
chief  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  in  the  Pension  Office  and  how  long  have 
you  filled  your  present  position? — A.  I  was  appointed  in  June,  1871.  and  have  been 
ID  my  present  position  this  time  since  April,  1889,  and  was  chiei  clerk  also  from 
July  6th,  1881,  to  November  30th,  1885.  I  served  as  chief  clerk  under  five  Commis- 
sioners. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  Pension  Office  form  known  as  the  Congressional  call 
slipf  If  so,  describe  it,  state  its  use,  and  where  it  is  printed. — ^A.  xes,  sir;  I  am. 
It  IS  a  slip  headed  '' Congressional,''  with  a  place  for  tne  number  and  name  of  the 
claimant,  name  of  the  soldier,  his  service,  and  his  post-office  address,  and  has  a 
place  to  write  the  information  desired.  It  is  printed  in  red  ink,  for  the  use  of  mem- 
bers of  Congress,  by  l^e  Government  Printing  Office,  and  contains  instructions  for 
its  use,  signed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  is  the  regular  form  of  the 
office. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  anv  spurious  Congressional  call  slips  printed  in  imitation 
of  the  genuine  formf — ^A.  I  heard  that  there  were  some  of  them  in  the  office  printed 
by  Maring,  Slusher  and  Company,  bearing  Hon.  George  W.  Cooper's  name. 

Q.  State  sdl  you  know  about  the  matter,  whether  any  of  such  spurious  slips  were 
forwarded  to  the  office. — ^A.  I  heard  that  there  wete  a  large  number  sent  to  the  office 
throuf^h  the  mail  division  and  come  in  as  regular  call  slips— Congressional  call  slips. 

Q.  Did  they  relate  to  cases  pending  in  the  office f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  they  were  calls  for 
status  of  oases  pending  in  the  office. 

Q.  State  the  number  of  such  spurious  slips  as  far  as  you  know. — ^A.  I  understood 
they  amounted  to  hundreds,  but  I  do  not  know  exactly  how  many.  They  were  used 
by  Maring,  Slusher  and  Company,  and  bore  Mr.  Cooper's  name. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  instance  in  the  MaU>x^  oi  ^•b  '^^se^^qpcl^SSl^kv^^C^sk^ 
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spnrionB  Congressional  call  slips  were  printed  and  used  with  a  lacrimik  BpitBn 
of  the  member  of  Congress  attached f— A.  No;  I  never  heard  of  any  other  oassfllte 
kind. 

ABIAI.  W.  FlSHZK, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  4  day  of  April,  1892,  and  I  eertiiy  tkilfte 
contents  were  ftdly  made  known  to  deponent  before  siting. 

John  G.  Orkkh awau, 


DXPOSmOH* 


)  t 


-;     Ij 


t    , 
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[Case  of  8.  B.  Heney  et  al.,  Ka .] 

On  this  fourth  dav  of  April.  1892,  at  Washington.  Distriet  of  Columbia,  Mn 
me,  J.  O.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Fension  Office,  personally  ^>petnd 
Martin  B.  Bailey,  who,  being  by  me  first  daly  sworn  to  answer  tmly  all  iDtorrogi- 
tories  propoonded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pensioa  ait- 
ter,  and  says : 

Q.  Please  state  yonr  name  and  your  present  employment. — ^A.  Martin  B.  Baflej. 
I  am  law  clerk  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  in  the  Pension  Office  and  how  kng  hsTt 
you  filled  yonr  present  position  f — ^A.  Since  April  23, 1889|  the  date  of  my  origiail 
appointment  to  my  present  position. 

Q.  Are  yon  familiar  with  the  Pension-Office  form  known  as  the  Congresnonil  ctB 
slip  f  If  so  describe  it,  state  its  use,  and  where  it  is  printed  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir,  I  am.  It 
is  a  sli^  used  to  call  for  the  status  of  cases  by  members  qf  Cong^reas,  and  it  if 
printed  m  red  ink  and  signed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  It  contains  a  sUte- 
raent  at  the  bottom  that  It  is  for  the  exdusiye  use  of  members  of  Congress  and  h» 
a  blank  place  in  which  the  member  states  the  information  he  desires. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  order  now  in  force  prohibiting  its  use  by  others  iliaa 
members  of  Congress  f-^  A.  Yes,  sir;  I  understand  that  sucn  an  order  is  now  in  force 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  spurious  Congressional  call  slips  printed  in  imitatioa 
of  the  genuine  form  with  a  facsimile  of  uie  signature  of  a  member  of  Coogras 
printed  thereon  f  If  so^  state  all  you  know  about  it,  particularly  whether  any  of 
such  spurious  Congressional  caU  slips  were  erer  forwarded  to  the  Pension  Offiee, 
whether  in  respect  to  pending  cases,  and  hj  whom. — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I ha^-e.  My  attoi- 
tion  was  called  to  a  number  of  spurious  slips  by  Commissioner  Tanner  while  in  his 
room  one  day.  He  called  my  attention  to  them  and  said  that  there  were  over  three 
thousand  of  them.  I  understood  he  had  them  counted.  I  picked  np  one  of  the  slips 
and  examined  it  and  found  the  name  of  Qeoi^  W.  Cooper  wasprinted  thereon.  Mr. 
Tanner  stated  that  they  were  not  printed  in  the  Bureau.  Tneae  slips  came  in  is 
the  regular  way  and  asked  for  the  status  of  claims  pending  in  the  office.  They 
related  to  claims  filed  by  Maring,  Slnsher  and  Co.,  and  they  were  need  by  them  under 
Mr.  Cooper's  name. 

Q.  Please  examine  the  slip  presented  to  you,  which  has  the  name  of  (George  W. 
Cooper,  M.  C,  5th  Dist.  of  Ind.,  thereon,  and  state  whether  it  is  similar  to  the  slips 
that  were  used  of  which  you  speak. — A.  Yes.  sir;  it  is  similar. 

(Said  slip  is  hereto  annexed  and  marked  £x.  ''A.") 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  instance  in  the  history  of  the  Bnrean  of  Pensioas 
where  spurious  Congressional  call  slips  were  printed  and  used  with  a  fiMximik  ol 
the  signature  of  the  member  of  Congress  upon  the  samef — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard 
of  any  other.  My  attention  was  called  to  this  case  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
prevent  a  continuance  of  this  action  on  the  part  of  Maring,  Slnsher  and  Co.,  practic- 
ing before  this  Bureau.  Mr.  Cooper  assumed  the  responsibility  I6r  the  use  of  his 
name  on  the  slips. 

M.  B.  Bailvt, 
Law  Clerky  Pem^ion  B% 


Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  4th  day  of  April,  1892,  and  I  oertiiy  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing.     ** 

J.  G.   GlttXNAWALT, 


/ 
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\r,  [Exhlbi*  A.] 

P.. 

ii       CongressioDal  No. 

Name  of  claimant, 

Name  of  aoldier, Co.— >  Reg't.  . 

».        Information  wanted  as  follows: 

Geo.  W.  Coopbb,  M.  C, 

6ih  Ind.  Distriet. 

Senators  and  members  wiU  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  this  slip  in  making  oaUs  in  pension  oases. 

Jahks  Taknbr, 

ComwUBnoner. 


DXPOSITION. 
[Oaae  ol  — >  Ko.  — — .) 

On  this  4th  day  of  April,  1892^  at  his  office,  Washington,  D.  C,  before  me,  J.  G. 
Greenawalt,  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared  David  L. 
Gitt,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interrogatories  pro- 
pounded to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pension  matter,  deposes 
and  says: 

Q.  Please  state  your  name  and  place  of  residence. — ^A.  David  L.  Gitt.  I  reside  at 
1216  G  street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  and  am  a  real-estate  agent  at  No.  617  12th 
street  NW. 

Q,  Please  state  whether  jon  were  ever  employed  in  the  Pension  Office^  and  if  so 
state  when,  the  length  of  tune,  and  the  position  held  by  you. — A.  Yes;  for  twenty 
years.  I  was  chief  of  the  mail  division  from  1871  to  1889.  The  Isst  two  years  I 
was  principal  examiner  and  acting  chief  of  mail  division. 

Q.  You  state  that  yon  were  chief  of  the  mail  division,  please  detail  the  duties 
required  of  you  in  that  position  f-— A.  General  oversight  and  management  of  the  di- 
vision in  detail.  Every  piece  of  incoming  mail  went  through  my  hands  and  was 
distributed  firom  the  mail  division. 

Q.  Please  state  if  vou  knew  of  anv  slips,  filed  by  the  firm  of  Maring,  Blusher  &,  Co., 
of  Columbus,  Ind.,  lor  the  status  of  oases  over  the  signature  of  any  member  of  Con- 
gress; if  so,  state  ail  you  know  about  the  matter.  Give  the  name  of  the  M.  C, 
when  those  slips  were  filed  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  the  number  filed,  and 
the  directions  that  were  given  in  regard  to  them  by  Commissioner  Black. — ^A.  I  do. 
During  1888,  when  Gen.  Black  was  Commissioner,  there  were  a  great  number  of 
slips  went  into  the  office  by  George  W.  Cooper,  member  of  Congress  from  Indiana, 
at  Columbus.  Ind.,  bearing  the  printed  card  of  Maring,  Slusher  &  Co.,  of  Colum- 
bus, Ind.  Tnese,  by  virtue  of  their  great  number,  were  such  an  imposition  upon 
the  Congressional  privilege  of  the  office  that  I  felt  called  upon  to  present  the  matter 
to  Gen.  Black's  personal  attention  for  orders  as  to  their  disposition.  Gen.  Black 
told  me  to  throw  them  into  the  waste-paper  basket. 

Q.  Please  state  whether  during  the  time  you  were  connected  with  the  office  you 
were  acquainted  with  the  Pension  Office  form  known  as  Congressional  call  slips,  and 
if  so,  describe  the  same,  where  it  is  printed  and  its  use  in  the  office. — A.  I  was  per- 
fectly familiar  with  the  Congressional  call  slijM  in  use  in  the  office  used  by  members 
of  Congress.  They  were  printed  at  the  Government  Printing  Office  and  supplied  to 
members  through  the  Bureau.  They  were  always  j»rinted  in  red  ink  on  white  paper, 
and  a  footnote  with  the  signature  of  the  Commissioner  requested  their  use  by  mem- 
bers. 

Q.  Please  state  whether  during  the  time  you  were  connected  with  the  Pension 
Office,  you  ever  knew  of  the  use  of  any  spurious  congressional  slips  which  had  been 
printed  in  imitation  of  the  office  form,  and  bearing  the  facsimile  signature  of  a  mem- 
oer  of  Congress  f — A.  Most  emphatieaUy,  I  say,  I  never  knew  or  heard  of  any  such 
case. 

Q.  You  speak  of  a  large  number  of  slips  being  filed  with  Maring,  Slusher  db  Co.'s 
business  card  on  them,  and  Hon.  W.  Cooper's  name  attached,  how  many  of  these  slips 
were  there  at  the  time  you  called  Gen.  Black's  attention  to  themf — ^A.  I  think  when 
we  threw  them  away  tho  aocumnlation  was  several  hundred. 
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Q.  Was  this  the  flnt  inatanoe  that  such  a  large  nnznber  of  slipe  were  HMteMl 
manner  f — A,  This  was  not  only  the  first  but  the  only  one.  In  an  experioiee  cf  twif 
years  in  the  office,  I  do  not  leoall  any  similar  impoaition  npon  the  office  of  tkaC^ 
gressional  privilege. 

David  L.  Qnr, 


Swum  to  and  snbsoribed  before  me  this  4th  day  of  ApTil,  1892,  and  I  eerti^  ftil 


the  contents  were  folly  made  known  to  deponent  before  ai^ning. 

J,  G. 


Grksnawalt, 


UKITBD  StaTKS  of   Air»»fr,A^ 

DSPABTIfXNT  OF  THB  IhTESIOI, 

Wa9hingUm,  JD.  C,  AprU  Slk,  M, 

Pnrsnant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  I  hereby  oertii^r  that  the  snooBd 
papers  are  true  copies  of  the  originals  as  they  appear  upon  the  nlee  of  the  Depw 
ment. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  ms1q( 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  be  affixed,  the  day  and  year  first  above  wriUca 

[6SAL.]  OXO.    ChaNDLBX, 

AeHng  Se&reiar^  of  Hu  Inkhtr. 


DXPABTMSNT  OF  THE  InTRRIOR,   BuBKAU  OF  PXKSIOIIB, 

WoBhingUm,  D.  C,  AprU  4,  tSSL 
Hon.  Obxen  B.  Raum, 

CammuBxoner  of  Pen9ion9 : 

Sib:  In  compUanoe  with  your  letter  of  instructions  dated  ICar.  21,  ultimo,  I  pro- 
ceeded to  Xenia  and  Alpha,  Ohio,  and  various  places  in  Indiana,  and  continued  tite 
investigation  referred  to  in  my  former  report  under  date  of  February  25,  in  nlatioa 
to  the  operations  of  Messrs.  S.  R.  Hersey,  et.  al,  engaged  in  obtaining  infonnatioa 
as  to  status  of  claims  pending  in  the  Bureau,  and  imparting  the  same  to  daimaBii 
and  attorneys  for  a  consideration,  and  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herevrith  the  dep- 
ositions of  F.  P.  Cunnineham,  Georgre  C.  Canfield,  and  John  8.  Armstronff,  attomeji 
at  Xenia:  B.  F.  Darst,  of  Alpha,  Ohio:  John  N.  Waring  and  H.  Clay  Pete,  of  Co- 
lumbus, Indiana;  James  F.  Morgan  and  Calvin  R.  Worrall,  of  Bloomin^ton,  Indians; 
together  with  letters  from  Mr.  Charles  L.  Ragan,  Mr.  Hersey  and  others,  and  other 
data  obtained,  all  dearly  indicating  the  methods  of  the  parties  engaged  in  the  bos- 
ness  referred  to.  It  is  conclusively  shown  that,  by  arrangement  previously  made. 
Mr.  Hersey  was  supplying  information  for  a  consideration,  and  that  bis  methods  of 
obtaining  such  information  and  data  was  knowingly  and  willfidly  in  violation  of  tiie 
order  of  the  Department  and  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  if 
not  of  the  law,  and  in  addition  ^eatly  abusine  the  privileges  andconrteay  exteuded 
to  members  of  Congress ;  for  while  Bfr.  Hersey  nas  been  admitted  to  practice  as  as 
attorney  before  the  Burea  of  Pensions,  he  was  not  employed  as  an  attorney  by  aojr 
of  the  claimants  whose  cases  he  caused  to  be  drawn  from  the  files  for  bia  examioa* 
tion,  and  under  the  rules  of  the  Bureau  he  could  only  have  the  cases  called  from  tbe 
flies  under  the  courtesy  extended  to  members  of  Congress,  and  thus  obtain  th«  in- 
formation which  he  was  selling. 

It  may  here  be  stated  that  an  examination  of  the  records  discloses  that>  in  addition 
to  ^e  special  cases  enumerated  and  referred  to  in  this  report,  a  veiry  large  number  of 
other  claims  have  been  called  up  by  Bfr.  Hersey  upon  the  Congressional  slips  of  Hod. 
Mr.  Cooper  during  the  period  ne  has  been  employed  by  the  latter  as  his  private 
secretary 

The  fict  that  Mr.  Hersey  knew  he  was  violating  the  orders  and  rules  of  practi<x,u 
clearly  indicated  by  his  repeated  caution  to  correspondents  and  enjoinment  that  his 
communications  be  considered  confidential. 

I  invite  particular  attention  to  the  depositions  of  H.  Clay  Pete,  and  the  corre- 
spondence oetween  him,  Hersey,  and  Ragan,  as  shown  by  exhibits  attached ;  and 
also  to  the  deposition  of  Mr.  James  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloommgton,  Ind.,  and  accoiD> 
panving  correspondence  had  by  him  with  Hon.  Mr.  Cooper  and  Mr.  Hersey. 

That  the  operations  of  Hersey  &  Co.  were  not  confined  to  the  Bureau  of  Pensiout 
is  shown  by  Mr.  Hersey 's  letter,  under  date  of  March  10, 1892.  addressed  to  Mr.  H. 
Clay  Pete,  giving  him  information  in  regard  to  the  service  of  one  Henry  Ford,  or 
Henry  L.  Ford,  &  U.  8.  Inf.,  ftimished  from  the  War  Department. 
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In  rusiHmBe  to  offloial  inqoiiy  it  is  stated  that  the  inforiEation  embodied  in  Bfr. 
HeiBeVs  letter  (see  Ex.  No.  7)  was  famished  upon  the  leanest  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper, 
M.  C.  (see  Exhibit  7i). 

The  methods  of  the  parties  concerned,  and  their  manner  of  conducting  the  busi- 
ness, is  so  plainly  indicated  by  the  testimony  taken  and  the  correspondence  referred 
to,  that  any  comment  of  mine  seems  unnecessary,  and  I  therefore  submit  the  same 
mrithout  further  suggestion  for  your  consideration  and  such  action  as  may  be  proper. 
At  my  request,  you  detailed  \Mr.  H.  E.  Lineaweayer,  of  the  Bureau,  to  accompany 
me  as  a  special  examiner  in  this  iuTCstigation.  Mr.  Lineaweaver  rendered  efficient 
and  valuable  servibe  in  conducting  the  same. 
Very  respectfuUyi 

J.  G.  Greekawalt, 
BuperviHng  Special  JExamim$r. 


DEPOSITION. 
[CSMe  of  8.  B.  Hflney  tt  dL,  Thomas  Com,  Gt,  No.  419,71^.] 

On  this  22  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Xenia,  County  of  Greene,  State  of  Ohio,  before 
me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
Frank  P.  Cunningham,  who,  bein^  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  inter- 
roffiitories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  deposes  and  savs : 

I  am  46  years  of  age,  an  attorney  at  law,  residing  at  Xenia.  Greene  Co.,  Ohio.  I 
have  also  been  admitted  to  practice  as  an  Atty.  practicing  before  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  at  Washin^^n,  D.  C.  I  am  now,  and  have  been,  the  attorney  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  claimants  for  pension  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  at  Waflhington, 
D.  C.  In  relation  to  calling;  up  of  claims  through  Samuel  B.  Hersey,  at  Washiniz- 
ton,  D.  C,  I  will  state  that  in  the  month  of  Aufi^t,  1890, 1  visited  Washington,  D. 
C,  for  the  purpose  of  looking  up  a  number  of  claims  for  pension  in  which  I  was  the 
attornev  of  record.  I  was  there  about  a  week.  The  first  day  I  called  at  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  and  while  in  the  office  of  Mr.  Lincoln,  the  second  deputy  Comm'r  of 
Pensions,  I  met  Mr.  S.  R.  Hersey.  I  had  called  up  some  of  my  claims.  Mr.  Hersey 
was  also  engaged  in  looking  up  some  claims.  He  saw  that  I  did  not  understamd 
looking  up  the  papers  and  he  told  me  how  to  get  at  what  I  wanted.  After  Hersey 
left,  I  asked  a  Mr.  Compton  in  the  room,  a  clerk  in  Mr.  Lincoln's  room,  who  Mr. 
Hersey  was^  and  he  tola  me  that  he  was  Mr.  Cooper's  private  secretary.  He  stated 
and  meant  it  was  Mr.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  the  memoer  of  Congress  firom  Indiana.  I 
met  Mr.  Hersey  again  once  at  least  at  the  office,  but  he  did  not  assist  me  again 
while  there. 

After  I  returned  home,  I  realized  that  an  attorney  at  Washinston  could  get 
points  from  the  papers  in  a  case,  by  examining  the  papers,  that  would  be  useful  and 
valuable  to  me  in  prosecuting  claims,  and  I  wrote  Mr.  Hersey  and  asked  him  if  he 
could  look  up  a  cc^ain  case  for  me,  and  report  the  status  for  me.  I  received  a  reply 
from  him  giving  me  the  status  of  the  claim.  I  do  not  know  now  what  claim  this  was. 
Mr.  Hersey  also  sent  me  a  power  of  attorney  for  me  to  execute,  which  I  did,  return- 
ing it  to  him.  His  power  of  attorney  authorized  him  to  call  uj)  and  examine  any 
claim  in  which  I  was  the  attorney  of  record,  which  I  re<|uested  him  to  examine.  He 
stated  that  his  fee  for  services  in  calling  up  and  reporting  the  status  would  be  one 
dollar  for  each  case.  I  think  he  has  since  called  up  some  twenty-five  or  thirty  oases, 
among  which  were  the  following  claims. 

F.  P.  CXTNNINGHAM, 

Deponent, 
Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  22  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing.  ^ 

J.  G.  Greenawalt, 

Special  Examkutr* 


DKP08ITI0X. 

[Oame  of  8,  B,  Honey  €t  ol.     No.  .] 

On  this day  of ,  188-,  at ,  county  of  -^ -.State  of ,  be- 
fore me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  ap- 
peared   ,  who,  being  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interroga* 

toriee  propounded  to  h —  during  this  special  examination,  deposes  and  says: 

No.  460290,  WUliam  P.  Green,  Co.  F,  34  Ohio  Vols. 

His  reply  to  this  case  is  showA  by  Exhibit  Ko.  1,  whioVx  X^oic^-^iVdDLVQXiini&Xv 
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No.  816083,  Jonathan  Harner,  Co.  F,  llOth  Ohio  Vols. 
Ct.  No.  35:^254,  Wm.  Patterson,  Co.  E,  Ist  Ohio  Inf. 
Ct.  No.  346378,  Waah'n  Jackaon,  Co.  D,  117  U.  S.  C.  T. 

Mr.  Heisey  never  informed  me  how  he  was  calling  up  these  claims,  except  npostkc 
power  of  attorney  I  sent  him.  I  did  not  know  that  he  was  calling  op  mj  cam 
throngh  any  Congressman  or'  Senator.  Some  months  ago  Mr.  Hersey  wrote  bb,  di- 
recting or  requesting  me  to  call  ap  cases  throngh  Mr.  Brookshlre,  a  member  of  Coi- 
gress  from  Indiana.  That  is,  any  case  I  wanted  the  status  in,  to  write  to  him  ai  a 
Congressman. 

I  recollect  of  bnt  one  case  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Brookahire  about.  I  do  not  recall 
the  case.  I  got  a  reply  that  the  case  was  in  the  board  of  review,  and  be,  Etmj, 
could  not  get  the  papers.  I  wrote  to  Hersey,  hut  enclosed  a  request  for  Mr.  Bn»k- 
shire  to  call  it  up.    I  enclosed  one  dollar  in  the  letter  to  Hersey. 

I  submit  a  letter  I  wrote  Hersey  Nov.  28,  1891,  and  his  reply,  faring  me  the  aUtoi 
in  case  cert.  No.  673173,  of  Jon.  Hamer,  Co.  F,  110th  Ohio  Vols.  Marked  Exhibit  Kil 
2  and  3. 

I  also  submit  a  statement  of  the  status  of  the  claim,  cot.  No.  189411,  of  the  miim 
of  Clinton  Barnes,  Co.  E,  79  Ohio  Vols.  No«  sir;  I  never  called  up  any  cUis 
directly  through  Mr.  Brookshire,  and  I  never  wrote  to  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  aboit any 
claim.  Until  Hersey  wrote  mo,  requesting  me  to  call  up  cases  through  Mr.  Bmak- 
shire,  I  did  not  know  that  he,  Herse^p',  was  calling  up  my  claims  through  the  inter- 
vention of  a  Congressman.  I  think,  in  aU,  I  have  sent  S.  R.  Hersey  from  twenty-five 
to  thirty  dollars  for  calling  up  claims  fur  me.  I  kept  no  copy  of  tne  correspoodeiKx. 
I  always  enclosed  the  pay,  at  the  rate  of  one  dollar  per  case,  when  1  wrote  him.  la 
dealing  with  Mr.  Hersey,  I  want  to  say  for  myself  that  I  had  no  idea  at  iJl  that  there 
was  any  impropriety  in  mv  doing  so,  and  that  I  was  only  paying  for  such  informa- 
tion as  I  thought  I  would  be  able  to  get  if  I  was  there  in  person  and  *»-g^m;n^  the 
papers.    1  had  no  idea,  either,  that  ^.  Hersey  was  doing  anything  improper. 

F.  P.  CuyyiycniaM. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed'before  me  this  22  day  of  March,  1892 ;  and  I  oertify  that 


the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing 

J.  G. 


GniUUfAWALT, 

Special 


[Exhibit  No.  1.] 

(Original  400290.    WilUam  P.  Qreen,  Co.  F,  34tb  Ohio  Vols.] 

This  claim  is  still  before  the  deputy  commissioner^  awaiting  his  decision  as  to  a 
contest  made  by  the  asst.  chief  of  the  middle  division  on  the  merits  of  the  cUiiL 
He  advises  me  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  give  it  attention  untU  after  March  4th 
next. 

[Exhibit  No.  2.] 

[F.  P.  Ctumiiigbam,  attorney  st  law.    Mid.  Div.    Jonathan  Hamer,  Co.  F,  lio  Ohio.    No  Cert 

673178.] 

Xenia,  Ohio,  Nov,  S8,  mi. 
».  R.  Hrrsey: 

Dkau  Sill :  Please  see  what  hospital  record  soldier  has  in  above  claim.  He  con- 
tracted typhoid  fever  at  Camp  Piqua^  Ohio,  and  was  not  able  to  go  to  front  with 
regt.  on  that  account.     See  if  there  is  a  record  of  this. 

Agitin,  in  sninmor  ^f  18(33,  don't  know  the  date,  he  contracted  intermittent  fever. 
Sent  to  hospital  at  Patterson  Park,  Baltimore.     This  resulted  in  rheumatism,  and 
kidney  disease,  and  urinal  trouble,  and  malarial  trouble.    See  the  records,  and  state 
what  you  think  of  completing  under  old  law. 
Yours,  etc., 

F.  P.  CUMNlirGHAJf. 

[Ex.  No.  3.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  Dec.  8, 1891. 

lOtf.  678,173,  Jonathan  Hamer,  Co.  F,  110  Ohio  Vols.  No  slip.  ] 

The  oiBcial  records  show  treatment  for  remittent  fever  only,  and  the  claim  needs 
proof  of  origin  and  continuance. 

The  Xenia  board  recommended  (April  8,  1891)  $6  for  malarial  poisoning,  and  H 
fox  lumbago.  Your  fee  agc«5«m«uXA  «kS<b  ou  Vi\^.  ^^  ^x\^vsi>KKk  qt^.^^^  v^  v^  oci^ia.^ 
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[Ex.  No.  4.] 

HOUSR  OF  BBPRBBENTATiyES, 

WaaMngUm  D.  C,  February  gdth,  1891. 
Mr.  F.  P.  CumnNGHAMy 

Xenia,  Ohio: 

DsAR  Sir:  I  have  examined  the  pension  claims  yon  referred  to  in  yonr  letter  of 
the  2lBt  instant  and  give  the  status  herewith : 

Minor's  cert.  189,411 ;  Clinton  Barnes,  Co.  £,  79th  Ohio  Vols.  I  find  in  this  case  that 
the  evidence  has  been  filed  in  response  to  the  Pension  Office  call  of  Oct.  17th,  18^.  I 
also  find  that  Hon.  H.  L.  Morey  requested  the  status  on  Dec.  13th,  1890,  but  that  the 
ofiSoe  has  not  yet  replied  to  his  request,  or  considered  the  evidence. 

All  the  case  needs  is  to  be  stirred  up  and  to  have  action  taken  upon  it.  If  you  de- 
Bire,  I  will  write  a  slip  over  your  signature  urging  prompt  action  and  present  the 
same  to  the  Deputy  Commissioner.  I  did  not  like  to  use  your  signature  without 
first  consulting  you,  otherwise  I  should  have  made  the  request  to-day. 

[3-650.] 

[Congressional.    Orig.No.  4GQ290.] 

Name  of  claimant,  Wm.  P.  Green.    P.  O.,  .    Name  of  soldier,  — r-^,  Co.  H^ 

xeff^t.  34  Ohio. 

Xiiformation  wanted  as  follows:  Papers. 


Second  Deputy  Commissioner,  Sept.  29, 1890. 


Geo.  W.  Coopbb. 
H 


These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  PensiQus  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  wiU  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Gbbbn  B.  Kaum, 

Cammi8$ianer» 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


DSPOsrnoK. 

[Case  of  8.  R.  Heraey  «t  «l.  No. .] 

On  this  22d  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Xenia^  county  of  Greene,  State  of  Ohio,  before  me, 
J.  G.  Greonawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared  George 
C.  Canfield,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interrogatories  pro- 
pounded to  him  during  this  special  examination,  deposes  and  says : 

I  am  56  years  of  age.  I  reside  at  Xenia,  Green  Co.,  Ohio,  and  am  a  pension  claim 
agent.  I  was  admitted  to  practice  before  the  Department  of  the  Interior  about  a 
year  ago  last  June. 

In  rSation  to  my  business  as  a  claimf  agent  I  will  say  that  I  have  never  paid  a  fee 
or  reward  to  anyone  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  or  the  status  of  any 
claims  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  except  to  a  Mr.  S.  B.  Hersey,  whose  address  I  ob- 
tained at  Atlantic  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

I  was  told  by  F.  £.  Cunningham,  of  this  place,  that  he  could  obtain  the  status  of 
claims  from  Mr.  Hersey  for  o.  e  dollar  each.  I  was  subsequently  admitted  to  prac- 
tice and  having  some  claims  in  which  I  desired  the  status  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Hersey, 
asked  him  to  call  up  some  of  my  claims  and  inclosed  the  doUar,  and  in  response  I  (^ut 
the  status.  I  have  no  record  of  the  number  of  cases  he  has  called  up  for  me;  quite 
a  number.  I  did  not  know  his  method  of  procedure.  I  never  gave  nim  a  power  of 
attorney  to  act  for  me. 

Yes,  sir;  I  have  received  the  status  of  cases  from  Mr.  Hersey  within  the  past 
month. 

I  kept  no  copy  of  my  letters  to  Mr.  Hersey.  I  have  herewith  a  letter  I  had  firom 
liim  dated  Aug.  31, 1891,  in  the  case.  No.  696444,  of  Jacob  Alecauder,  Co.  D.  44th 
Ohio  Yolnnteers.  I  cut  the  signature  from  the  letter  because  I  did  not  care  to  let 
my  clients  see  who  was  writing  to  me.  I  did  not  wish  them  to  write  to  him  instead 
oi  doing  the  business  through  me. 

43  PEN* 


•^  TV  \f^  «a    vx# 


k^a.  o««K#i3^/&  &*^«a>^ib   ■wA^'A^/ 


ftV     W«AU7 


tho  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  aiffnin^. 

J.  G.  Obkknawau, 
JSpeoM 


DEPOSITION. 


'    K 


t: 


i 


[Case  of  &  R.  Heraey  et  tU.,  No. 


-.) 


On  this  second  day  of  April,  1892,  at  Xenia,  county  of  Greeno,  State  of  Ohio,  1 
fore  me,  H.  E.  Linea weaver,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personillyj 
pe*irod  George  C.  Oanfield,"  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  e worn  to  answer  tmh 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesud'p 
siou  claim,  deposes  and  says: 

I  am  fifty-six  years  of  age,  reside  in  Xenia,  Greene  Co.,  Ohio,  and  am  a  yens 
claim  agent,  having  been  Emitted  to  practice  before  the  Depiu-tment  of  the  Inten 
I  wish  to  add,  in  audition  to  my  former  statement  in  regard  to  tho  matter  new  nit^ 
investigation,  that  I  have  received  a  number  of  slii>8  containing  certain  infonnati 
in  regard  to  pension  claims  from  Mr.  8.  R.  Hersey,  residing  at  Waahingtoi,  D.  < 
who,  I  have  been  informed  and  believe,  is  private  secretary  to  Congressman  Geo.  ^ 
Cooper,  of  Indiana;  that  Mr.  Hersey  has  been  paid  in  every  instance  for  theifli< 


of  the  claim,  states  that  he  had  called  the  same  up  on  the  name  of  CongreesD 
Cooper,  of  Indiana,  and  that  subsequently,  when  the  claim  was  allowed,  I  wai  a 
vised  of  such  action  on  the  part  of  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  through  Hon.  Geo.  ^ 
Cooper,  and  that  I  mailed  said  notice  to  the  claimant,  the  said  Henry  Miller. 

Geo.  C.  Canfieid. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  second  day  of  April^  A.  D.  1S92,  and  Ice 
til'y  that  the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

H.   £.    LaNKAWKAVKB, 

SpeoUa  JBxMmiMr. 


[No.  006444,  Jacob  Alexander,  Go.  D,  44th  Ohio  Vols.] 
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The  oTldenoe  filed  has  not  yet  been  oonflidered,  and  1  luive  therefore  requested  over 
claimant's  siffnatoie  early  action. 

It  is  probable  that  Amos  Haflfman  will  be  recognized  as  the  atty.  In  the  case,  as 
the  claimant  has  filed  oTidence  throngh  him,  thus  ratifying  the  general  transfer  made 
by  Quimby  to  Hnfi&nan* 
Yours  truly, 

[Signatoie  out  out.] 

[Exhibit  No.  2.] 
[I7o.  734887,  Geo.  Niaonger,  Co.  D,  74  Ohio  Yolt.] 

This  claim  was  filed  through  I.  W.  Quimby,  Oct.  17,  '89,  and  based  on  rheumatism; 
catarrh  of  head,  and  chr.  diarrhea. 

It  is  one  of  tne  claims  transferred  by  Quimby  to  Hofiman,  and  the  claimant  has 
filed  CTidence  throngh  Hoffman,  thus  ratifying  the  transfer. 

It  is  possible  that  claimant  sent  the  evidence  to  Quimby  and  that  Hofiman's  name 
was  placed  on  the  back  of  the  affidavit  without  claimant's  knowledge.  If  so,  he 
should  make  a  statement  under  oath  to  the  effect  that  he  has  never  recosnized  the 
transfer  of  his  claim  to  Hoffman  and  that  he  does  not  desire  to  have  him  (Hoffman) 
recognized  in  the  prosecution  of  his  claim. 

llie  statos  of  the  claim  is  as  follows :  No  official  record  of  the  disabilities.  Xenia 
board,  Jan.  20,  ^90,  recommended  $6  for  rheumatism,  $4  for  catarrh  of  head,  and  $2 
for  diarrhea. 

It  was  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Review  in  Deo.,  1890,  bat  returned  to  the  acUur 
dicating  division  for  further  testimony  as  to  origin.  The  board  of  review  was  un- 
willing to  accept  the  testimony  of  Samuel  Poland  on  that  point,  as  it  was  unsupported 
by  any  other  evidence  and  because  said  Poland,  in  his  reply  to  office  letters,  made  no 
mention  of  any  disability  except  diarrhea. 

In  response  to  a  call  for  the  evidence  suggested  by  the  board  there  has  been  filed 
(throuffh  Hoffman)  an  affidavit  from  FrankSn  C.  Meginness  as  to  claimant's  dbabiUty, 
bat  it  Is  too  indefinite  to  be  acceptable. 

If  claimant  can  furnish  no  better  testimony  of  origin  in  service  a  claim  under  the 
new  law  is  advisable. 


DXPOBITIOV. 
[Case of  S.)B.  Heney  «< el.,  No.         -.1 

On  this  25th  day  of  Maroh^  1892,  at  Xenia^  county  of  Greene,  State  of  Ohio,  before 
me.  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appeared 
John  S.  Armslxong,  ^o,  beiujg  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all  interroga- 
tories propounded  to  him  during  this  sj>ecial  examination  of  aforesaid,  deposes  aad 
says:  I  am  58  years  of  age;  reside  in  Xenia,  Greene  Co.,  Olrio.  I  am  en^ged  in 
business  as  an  insurance  a|;ent,  and  have  been  admitted  to  practice  as  a  claim  agent 
before  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  at  Washington,  D.  G.  In  connection  with 
my  business  I  nave  obtained  the  status  of  claims  fr^  Mr.  6.  R.  Hersey,  whose  office 
is  in  the  Atlantic  Building,  Washineton.  D.  C.  I  was  told  by  Geo.  0.  Canfield,  of 
this  place,  that  he  was  obtaining  sncn  information  from  Mr.  Hersey,  and  I  wrote  to 
Hersey  myself,  inclosing  one  dollar  per  case,  and  in  reply  he  sent  me  the  status.  I 
have  had  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Hersey's  manner  of  proeedure  in  getting  the  status  of 
claims.  He  prepared  and  sent  on  a  power  of  attorney,  and  I  signed  it  and  returned 
it  to  him.  He  sent  it  back,  requesting  that  I  execute  it  before  a  notary  and  in  prss- 
ence  of  two  witnesses,  but  this  I  neglected  to  do.  I  did  not  return  it  to  him,  so  that 
he  has  not  been  acting  for  me  under  a  duly  ececuted  power  of  atty. 

I  should  estimarte  that  Mr.  Hersey  has  sent  me  the  status  of  twenty-five  or  thirty 
claims  in  all,  for  which  I  have  paid  him  one  dollar  each,  the  money  in  a  majority  of 
the  cases  being  advanced  by  the  claimants. 

The  correspondence  from  Mr.  Hersey  was  usually  upon  Congressional  paper,  headed 
"  House  of  Representatives.^'  I  learned  that  Mr.  Hersey  was  a  private  secretary  to 
a  member  of  Congress.  I  did  not  learn  Ibr  what  member.  I  never  knew  that  Mr. 
Hersey  was  calling  up  claims  or  getting  the  status  of  claims  through  a  member  of 
Congress. 

John  S.  Armstrong. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  22d  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  oertity  Ihat 
the  contents  were  folly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J«  Q«  GiBsaESkk:«ii;sit^ 
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[Gbm  of  S.  B.  Heney  si  «l^  No. 


DEPOSITION. 


-J 


On  this  23d  day  of  March,  1892,  near  Ali>ha,  coontj  of  Greene,  State  of  Obk,b 
fore  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  penonallr  i^ 
peared  Benjamin  F.  Darst,  who,  beine  bv  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  tralj  ik 
interrogatories  propounded  to  him  aorlng  this  special  examination  of  »kntii 

Sension  matter,  deposes  and  says:  I  am  53  years  of'^a^e ;  reside  near  Alpha,  Grne 
b.,  Ohio,  which  is  my  P.  O.  address,  and  I  am  by  oocupation  a  farmer,  and  I  bn 
also  been  a  notary  public  since  1863.  I  have  been  practicinfl^  as  a  claim  sgeit  be^ 
fore  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  about  a  year  and  a  half!  I  have  hadpro^ 
ably  seyenty-five  to  one  hundred  claims  filed  in  the  Pension  Bureau.    The  (■)? 


case,  and  would  send  a  dollar  to  S.  R.  Hersey,  he,  Hersey,  would  give  me  isf<i» 
tion  as  to  what  was  needed  to  close  up  or  complete  the  claim.  I  opened  up  a  m- 
respondence  with  Hersey,  and  sent  him  a  dollar  to  examine  the  claim,  No.  &iS^ 
of  Wm.  Hilton,  Co.  G.  66  Ills.  Vols.,  and  I  received  a  reply  whiclrlhand  yoa.  (\j^ 
ter  and  envelope,  marked  Exhibit  Nos.  1  and  2.) 
I  hare  since  about  all  told  called  up  about  a  half  dozen  claims.    What  I  ktn 


but  the  last  case  that  I  had  Mr.  Hersey  call  up  for  me  that  I  have  any  recoUectioDi< 
was  that  of  John  W.  Duke,  of  the  131st  Ohio  Vols.    I  was  not  his  attorney ;  Etnij  f. 


H.  R.  Hersey,  and  it  was  my  opinion  tnat  it  came  from  Mr.  Hersey.  I  did  Bot  a^ 
this  slip  to  Duke,  but  I  have  mislaid  it  and  do  not  know  where  it  now  is.  1  had  m 
knowledf^  of  Mr.  Hersey's  methods  and  don't  know  to  this  day  how  he  obtained  tlM 
information  in  regard  to  claims  that  he  sent  to  me  upon  my  request.  I  ilunk  Mr. 
Cunningham  told  me  that  Mr.  Hersey  had  been  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office  at «» 
time.  I  think,  to<K  that  Mr.  Cunningham  told  me  that  Mr.  Hersey  was  aetinir  » 
private  secretary  or  some  member  of  Congress.  I  never  heiurd  what  member  of  C«* 
gross  he  ^as  secretary  for.  I  sent  him  one  dollar  for  each  case  I  wished  ei^ed  op 
and  he  furnished  it  veryprompt.  The  answer  usually  came  in  about  one  week  ate 
I  sent  the  dollar  to  Mr.  Hersey. 

I  have  no  other  correspondence  or  letters  signed  by  Mr.  Hersey  besides  the  letter 
dated  FeVy  25,  1891,  which  I  have  handed  vou.  I  have  had  no  correspondenee  viA 
any  one  in  regard  to  calling  up  claims  for  which  I  have  paid  a  fee,  except  Mr.  Heney. 

BRKJAMIlf  F.  Dasst. 

8wom  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  23d  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  thai 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  sisning. 

J   G.  Grkknawalt, 


WASaaQTOV,  D.  C,  Feb.  25th,  289L 
Mr.  B.  F.  Dakot, 

Alpha,  Ohio: 

Deab  Sir  :  Replying  to  yours  of  recent  date  relative  to  the  claim  of  William  Hil- 
ton, No.  684675,  Co.  "G,"  66th  Hlinois  Vols.,  I  have  to  say  that  the  claim  was  fikii 
Jan.  10th,  1889,  through  G.  A.  Parker,  attorney,  based  on  chronic  diarrhea^  piles,  and 
lung  disease. 

There  appears  to  be  sufficient  evidence  in  this  case  to  warrant  favorable  action  and 
there  has  been  inexcusable  neglect  by  the  Pension  Bureau.  It  only  needs  **  stimo^ 
up''  and  attention  called  to  it. 

The  medical  examination  by  the  Dayton  board  was  had  July  10th,  1889.  The 
reconmiendation  of  said  board  was  \i  for  chronic  diarrhea,  ''0"  for  lung  disease. 

I  will  call  attention  to  the  case  over  the  signature  of  the  attorney  or  claimaut  if 
you  desire  me  to  do  so. 

I  do  not  like  to  sign  their  names  without  permission  from  them. 
Tours  truly, 

&  B.  Hkbbbt. 
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[Exhibit  Na.  1.] 

The  widow  shonld  file  proof  of  her  marriage  and  proof  of  date  of  death  of  soldier, 
in  otder  to  obtain  the  aocraed  pension  of  the  soldier,  also  application  with  proof  ox 
'^  identity. 


OOPT  OF  KNVELOPB. 


[Exhibit  No.  2.] 


Honse  of  Representatives,  U.  S. 


[Stamp.] 

Washington,  D.  0. 

Feb.  25, 

7:80  p.  m., 


B*  F.  Dabst,  Esq.; 

Alpha, 


Ohio. 


Name  of  claimant, 

Beg't  154,  Ohio  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 


[S-S50.] 

[Congressional,  Orig.,  No.  882727.] 

;  P.  O. ;  name  of  soldier,  John  Barr,  Co.  K, 


£.  V,  Bbookshire. 


Second  Depnty  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Jane  26,  1891. 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  nse  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration.       * 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Orkbn  B.  Kaum, 

Commi$9ioner, 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

[8-650.] 
[Congressional,  Wid.,  No.  510004;  Inv.  604004.] 


Name  of  claimant^  Mary  A. 


;P.O. 


G,  66  Reg'tj  nis.  Vols. ;  Co.  A,  22  Rog't  Ohio  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Fapers. 


;  name  of  soldier,  Wm.  Hilton,  Co. 


E.  V.   BROOKSinRB. 


Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Sept.  28, 1891. 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Qbebn  B.  Uaxivl^ 

Oef«MGMM^«ft«r» 

*  Please  give  post-offlce  of  claimant. 
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DSPonnoN. 


[0MM6  of  BUsAbelh  U.  UottiM,  8.B.Hcney,  Mal^Vo. 
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On  this  24  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Colambus,  county  of  BartholooMW,  Stite  d 
Indiana,  before  me,  J.  Q.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  OiBos,  per- 
sonally appeared  John  N.  Maring,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  tnh 
all  interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  sformw 

Sension  claim,  deposes  and  says :  I  am  45  years  of  a^,  a  member  of  the  fim  d 
[aring,  Slusher  &  Co.,  U.  S.  claim  attorneys  at  Colnmbaa,  Indiana.  I  find  by  refo- 
ence  to  our  records  that  we  are  the  attorneys  of  reoord  for  £lixabeth  M.  Hofutt,  Ka 
446982,  as  the  widow  of  James  Moffatt,  late  a  captain  of  Co.  G,  6th  Regt.Iiidiiu 
Vol.  Infantry,  who  resides  at  Elizabethtown,  Bartholomew  Co^ Indiana,  lliis  dam 
was  filed  when  the  firm  was  Maring  &  Slusher. 

Q.  Do  your  records  show  that  this  claim  has  erei^  at  the  instanee  of  the  ftn^beoi 
called  up  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  status  of  the  claim  thrbn^h  any  Conina- 
mant — A.  No,  sir;  not  to  the  knowledge  of  the  attorneys. 

Q.  Does  your  firm  make  it  a  practice  to  call  up  claims  through  Congressmenf-i. 
We  used  to  do  so,  but  aftei^  we  learned  it  was  an  inconvenience  or  hindrance  of  the 
work  of  the  Bureau  we  stopped  it. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  you  stop  itt — ^A.  About  October,  1890. 

Q.  Have  you  called  up  any  claims  through  Congressmen  vrithin  the  pssk  bx 
months  t — A.  We  called  up  some  Tennessee  clamis  through  Hon.  John  C.  Hoax,  M.(X, 
from  Tenn.    None  througn  any  other  Congressmen. 

Q.  Has  it  come  to  your  knowledge  that  the  claim  of  the  Mrs.  Moffatt  named  his 
been  called  up  by  anyone  in  her  in&rest  through  any  Congressman  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  .know  anyone  by  the  name  of  Charles  L.  Baganf — ^A.  No,  sir.  I  kaov 
nothing  of  him. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  a  firm  of  Charles  L.  Bagan  A  Co.  f — ^A.  No,  sir.  Itutra 
heard  of  such  a  firm. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Clay  Petet — A.  I  know  H.  Clay  Pete.  Ht  is  i 
young  man  in  my  employ ;  he  is  a  clerk  in  my  employ,  and  a  notary  public. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  been  in  your  employ  f-^A.  Since  about  Joly,  t889. 

Q.  What  are  his  duties  t— A.  He  is  my  confidential  clerk,  the  chief  clerk  of  the 
home  office. 

Q.  Has  he  to  your  knowledge  relatives  at  Kenton,  Ohiot — A.  .Tea.  air.  Hemsde 
a  visit  there  in  the  fall  of  1890,  and,  I  believe,  spoke  of  an  Unele  John  Pete,  who,  I 
think,  he  said  was  a  soldier. 

Q.  Did  he  state  his  uncle's  business  t — ^A.  I  don't  think  he  stated  what  his  empU^- 
ment  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  object  of  Mr.  H.  Clay  Pete's  business  at  Kenton,  O.,  at  the  tiae 
stated  t — ^A.  He  said  he  wanted  to  visit  his  relatives,  and  we  allowed  him  to  look  aftff 
business  for  our  firm.    He  had  lived  at  Kenton. 

Q.  What  is  his  social  standing  here,  and  his  connections  t — ^A.  Qood.  HeiB]Ils^ 
ried.  Ho  has  one  sister  here  "vnio  is  also  married  to  Cassius  Cooper,  a  brother  of 
Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C. 

Q.  You  have  heard  read  the  correspondence  of  Charles  L.  Bagan  St,  Co.,  of  Oct  2 
and  12,  1891.  the  letter  of  Oct.  2  being  addressed  to  ''  Bro.  Clay,''  and  the  Con^vt- 
siona]  call  slip  of  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C,  dated  Oct.  7,  1^1,  in  relation  to  tire 
claim  of  Elizabeth  M.  Moffatt.  Have  you  any  explanation  to  make  in  reference  to 
the  action  of  the  parties  named  f — ^A.  I  had  no  knowledge  whatoTer  of  any  and 
transaction. 

Q.  Could  this  be  done,  Mr.  Maring,  without  your  knowledge  f — A.  Tea,  sir;  it 
evidently  was. 

John  N.  Marino. 

March  25. 1892. 

Q.  Mr.  Marinff,  do  you  know  a  Mr.  S.  R.  Hersey  t — ^A.  I  do  not.  I  know  of  bin. 
I  know  tliat  sucu  a  person  is  engaged  in  obtaining  and  sending  ont  information  tnm 
WoHhinfrUm  conceruin;;  pension  claims.  I  recall  now  that  Mr.  Pete  spoke  of  Heisey 
at  tirneH  in  tliis  connection. 

Q.  Did  von.  or  any  member  of  your  firm,  or  anyone  in  yonr  employ,  at  the  in- 
staiico.  of  tiio  firm,  correspond  with  Mr.  Hersey  in  relation  to  calling  up  or  obtaining 
tlio  stains  of  claims  f — A.  No,  sir ;  never. 

Q.  Hhvo  you  heard  the  foregoing  deposition  read  and  understood  its  contsntal— A. 
Ves,  sir. 
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Q.  Httva  your  answen  been  correctly  recorded  in  response  to  the  qnostions  asked  t — 
A.  Tes^  sLr.  John  K.  Habino. 

Deponent. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  25  day  of  Marcb,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  folly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Grebnawalt, 

Special  Examiner, 


DEPOSITION. 

(Oueof  BUssbeUiK.  UoBkU,  and  Samuel  B.  Heney,  «(«!.,  Kb.  410063.] 

On  this  25th  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Colnmbns,  county  of  Bartholomew,  State  of  In- 
diana, before  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  OfSce,  per- 
sonally appeared  H.  Clay  Pete,  who,  being  by  me  first  dnly  sworn  to  answer  trnly  all 
interrogatories  proponnded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pen- 
sion claim,  and  matters  relating  thereto,  deposes  and  savs :  I  am  25  years  of  age ; 
reside  at  Columbus,  Indiana,  and  am  empl<^ed  as  a  derk  in  the  office  of  Mariug, 
81usher  &,  Co.,  U.  S.  claim  agents,  located  at  Columbus,  Indiana. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  at  Columbus,  Ind.  t — ^A.  Off  and  on  for  the  past 
thirteen  years. 

Q.  How  lon^  have  you  been  in  the  employ  of  Maring,  Slusher  A  Co.  t — ^A.  Three 
years  this  coming  first  of  July. 

Q.  What  was  your  former  employment  in  Columbus,  Ind.  t — ^A.  I  was  working  in 
the  P.  O. 

Q.  When  was  thist — A.  During  the  whole  time  that  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  now  a 
member  of  Congress,  was  postmaster. 

Q.  What  are  your  duties  in  the  firm  of  Maring,  Slusher  A  Co.  t — ^A.  I  do  general 
duty.    I  am  the  chief  clerk  in  the  home  office  here. 

Q.  Are  your  relations  with  the  firm  of  a  confidential  character  t — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  access  to  the  files  of  the  firmf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  at  Kenton,  Ohiof — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  knoivr  the  firm  of  Charles  L.  Ragan  &  Co.  f — ^A.  I  know  Charles  L. 
Bagan. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  firm  of  Charles  L.  Ragan  &  Co.  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  comprise  this  firm — ^what  persons  t — A.  I  only  know  Charles  L.  Ragan. 
He  is  the  firm  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  the  affix  "Co.'^t — ^A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  account 
for  it.    It  was  probably  assumed. 

Q.  How  are  you  related  to  Charles  L.  Ragan  t — ^A.  He  is  my  brother-in-law.  He 
married  my  sister. 

Q.  When  were  you  at  Kenton,  Ohio,  lastt — ^A.  I  think  about  the  first  of  April, 
1890— will  correct  that;  it  was  Ma^  17,  1890. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  f — ^A.  To  yisit  my  mother  and  relatives. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Charles  L.  Ragan  while  there f — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Q-  Does  he  still  reside  there— Chas.  L.  Ragan  I  meanf — ^A.  No,  sir:  he  does  not. 

Q.  Where  has  he  gone  tot — ^A.  I  think  I  can  give  you  his  correct  address. 

Q.  Where  is  it  f — ^A.  He  moved  two  weeks  a^o  from  156  Jay  st.,  Chicago,  His.,  to 
some  other  point  in  the  same  city.    I  will  etet  his  address. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Elizabeth  M.  Moffatt  f — ^A.  I  know  her  through  her 
relations  to  the  office  of  Maring,  Slusher  &  Co.,  and  that  she  resides  at  Elizabeth- 
town  in  this  county.    That  is  her  P.  O.  address. 

Q.  Are  not  Maring,  Slnsher  &.  Co.  prosecuting  her  claim  for  nension  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  had  occasion  in  your  duties  to  examine  her  claim  or  the  papers  in 
her  claim  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Pete,  what  correspondence,  if  any,  have  you  had  with  Charles  L.  Ragan  &> 
Co.  in  regard  to  this  claim t — A.  I  wrote  to  Charles  L.  Ragan  and  asked  mm  to 
write  to  Mrs.  Moffatt  relative  to  having  her  claim  called  up,  which  he  did. 

Q.  Was  this  correspondence  the  result  of  a  previous  arrangement  you  had  made 
with  Mr.  Ragan Y — ^A.  I  can't  say  that  it  was  the  result  of  a  previous  arrangement. 
I  don't  know  that  I  had  written  to  him  about  that  claim  before. 

Q.  What  led  up  to  your  first  letter  to  Mr.  Ragan  about  this  Moffatt  claim  t — A. 
Mrs.  Moffatt  having  had  a  good  deal  of  trouble  in  getting  her  claim  settled  I  thought 
it  would  be  a  beneht  to  her  to  get  the  status  of  her  daim  in  another  way. 

Q.  What  other  way  f — ^A.  Well,  in  calling  it  up  through  outside  parties. 

Q.  What  outside  parties! —A.  Through  Air.  S.  R.  Hersey,  of  Washington,  D.  C. 

Q.  What  arrangement  existed  between  you  and  Mr.  Charles  L.RaflOkw  ^ao^^^^lSx,^. 
B.  Hersey  in  regard  to  securing  the  status  of  claimB']^cxi(\m%mA^!DA^^ox«Asa^^^^^'' 
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sionst—A.  In  the  flnt  place  I  wrote  to  Mr.  8.  R.  Hersey  and  asked  him  whit  him- 
mation  could  be  had  in  calling  np  claims  for  pension.  His  reply  was  in  sabttMc* 
that  he  could  eet  the  records  of  the  War  Department  and  look  np  the  evideiice  mi 
see  what  was  Tacking,  etc.,  and  in  that  way  materially  aid  claimants  in  fixing  ^ 
their  claims.    No  arrangement  existed  between  Mr.  Hersey  and  Mr.  Bagan. 

Q.  How  did  Mr.  Ragan  figore  in  the  matter  t — ^A.  He  corresponded  with  Mn.  M ciitt 
in  regard  to  her  claim  as  well  as  in  regard  to  other  claima. 

Q.  After  securing  the  claimant's  consent  to  look  after  his  or  her  daim,  with  whn 
did  Mr.  Ragan  correspond  withf — A.  With  me. 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  then  correspond  f — ^A.  With  Mr.  Hersey. 

Q.  IMd  Mr.  Ragan  know  Mr.  Hersey  f — A.  No,  sir ;  he  did  not. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  correspond  with  Mr.  Hersey  f — ^A.  In  Sept.  or  Oct  of  19L 

Q.  How  did  yon  get  acquainted  with  Mr.  Hersey  f — ^A.  I  first  aaw  Mr.  Eemfi 
name  in  some  correspondence  from  Washington  in  regard  to  a  claim.  Then,  s  §kort 
time  after,  when  Congressman  Cooper  was  at  home  here  I  aaked  him  wbo  Mi. 
Hersey  was,  and  he  gave  me  Mr.  Hersey's  address,  in  care  of  the  Atlantic  BoildiB^ 
Washington;  D.  C. 

H.  Cult  Per, 


Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  25th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  cti^ 
that  the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  the  dei>onent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Grkknawalt, 


DBPOSmON. 


I! 


[0MM6  of  Blissbeth  K.  ICoflkti,  8.  B.  Heis^  «f  al,  No.  446MS.] 


On  this 


day  of 


-,ia— ,at 


-,  County  of 


-,  State  of 


-,bclm 


me, , -J  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  personally  appesredE 

Clay  Pete,  whoj  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  trol^  all  interrogitorici 
propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pension  claiiB,  de- 
poses and  says : 

Q.  Under  the  arrangement  existing  between  you  and  Mr.  Hersey  have  yon  di4 
called  up  a  number  of  claims  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  paid  for  this  work  by  the  claimants  or  anybody  elsef — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  arrangement  was  there  as  to  the  charges  and  distribution  of  the  fee 
charged  for  such  service  t — ^A.  Mr.  Hersey  called  up  the  claims  and  we  sent  him  sdoUtf 
for  each  case  called  up  for  that  work ;  after  payment  of  one  doUar  to  Mr.  Hersey  ^ 
residue  was  divided  between  Mr.  Ragan  and  myself. 

Q.  What  knowledge  had  you  of  JAr,  Hersey's  methods  of  procedure  in  obtainini 
the  status  of  claims  you  called  up  through  himt — ^A.  I  don't  know.  I  knew  that  it 
was  not  done  in  the  regular  way. 

Q.  You  say  Mrs.  Moffatt  paid  $5.00  for  having  her  claim  called  np.  Who  nf' 
gested  the  sum  to  be  charged  herf — ^A.  I  believe  1  did. 

Q.  What  division  was  made  of  this  $5.00  f~A.  Mr.  Ragan  sent  me  three  doUsn. 
and  I  sent  Mr.  Hersey  one  dollar. 

Q.  I  read  a  letter  dated  Oct.  2, 1891,  addressed  ''  Bro.  Clay,"  in  r^rard  to  the  dsin 
of  Mrs.  Moffatt,  &.c.    Did  you  receive  such  a  letter  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Q.  The  writer,  then,  was  Charles  L.  Ragan  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  caution  that  Mr.  Ra^au  refers  to  in  this  letter  f — ^A.  Mr.  HerBor 
wrote  me  requesting  me  not  to  mention  his  name  to  any  persons,  which  I  did  not  do 
until  two  or  three  weeks  ago. 

Q.  Under  what  circumstances  did  you  then  let  him  (Mr.  Ragan)  know  about  Mrl 
Hersey  f — ^A.  I  wrote  to  Gen.  Cyrus  Bussey  asking  him  whether  it  was  lawful  to  cal. 
up  claims  and  receive  a  fee  firom  claiman'toy  and  ne  replied  it  was  not  lawful,  aod  I 
then  immediately  wrote  to  Mr.  Ragan,  telling  him  to  stop  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  with  a  man  named  C.  E.  Footef — A.  No,  sir. 
I  had  a  letter  some  five  or  six  weeks  ago  from  Charles  L.  Ragan,  dated  at  Chica^, 
iustructing  me  to  have  5  claims  called  up  for  Mr.  C.  E.  Foote,  of  Kalamasoo,  Mich. 
I  understood  that  Mr.  Foote  was  a  claim  agent.  I  then  wrote  to  Mr.  Hersey,  send- 
ing him  $5.00,  and  in  response  he  sent  me  the  status  of  the  five  claims,  and  I  sent  the 
same  to  Ragan. 

Q.  What  sum  did  you  get  out  of  this  transaction  with  Footef — A.  Mr.  Ragan  sent 
me  a  money  order  for  ten  dollars  and  I  sent  $5.00  to  Mr.  Horsey  and  kept  $5.00. 

Q.  Why  did  you  write  to  Gen.  Bussey  in  regard  to  calling  np  claims  insteail  of  to 
tho  Commissioner  of  Pensions  t — A.  Because  I  thought  I  would  get  an  answer  soooar 
from  him  Mr.  Bussey. 
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Q.  Did  ^on  know  Mr.  T.  H.  Merritt,  of  Lexington,  Ey.  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  ItatyoarsuggeBtiou  that  Mr.  Kagan  ooiresponded  with  him  f — ^A.  Tea,  air. 
Q.  What  was  the  resmtf — ^A.  Mr.  Merritt  responded  stating  that  he  did  not  think 
the  firm  conld  help  him  any  and  that  ended  the  matter. 

•  •••••• 

Q.  Bir.  Pete,  in  the  letter  of  Oct.  26,  '91,  addressed  to  Bir.  T.  H.  Merritt,  Mr.  Ragan 
states  that  "  One  of  onr  firm  was  a  principal  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office  for  15 
years  and  he  has  the  looking  np  of  claims.''  Did  you  give  Mr.  Ragan  this  informa- 
tion f — ^A.  I  wrote  Mr.  Ragan  tnat  Mr.  Hersey  had  had  15  years'  experience  in  pen- 
sion business. 

Q.  From  whom  did  yen  get  this  knowledge  of  Mr.  Hersey  t — A.  I  got  it  from  Mr. 
Hers^. 

Q.  Yon  stated  awhile  ago  that  yon  asked  Mr.  Cooper  abont  Mr.  Hersey  and  that 
Mr.  Cooper  gave  you  his  address.  Did  ^on  know  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Hersey  was 
employed  by  Mr.  Cooper  in  any  capacity? — A.  I  don't  know  that  I  knew  at  that 
time  or  that  Mr.  Cooper  said  so,  bnt  I  did  know  that  Mr.  Hersey  at  that  time  was 
calling  np  claims  for  members  of  Congress.  I  understood  that  at  that  time  he  was 
calling  np  claims  for  Mr.  Cooper. 

Q.  Mr.  Pete,  did  yon  not  then  know  that  the  information  yon  desired  in  claims,  in 
wluch  the  firm  by  whom  yon  were  employed  were  not  the  attorneys,  could  only  be 
obtained  by  being  called  up  through  a  member  of  Congress t — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Mr.  Pete,  hf^  any  member  of  the  firm  of  Marine,  Blusher  A  Co.  any  knowledge 
of  this  outside  issue  oi  calling  up  claims  through  Mr.  Hersey  by  yout — A.  No,  sir; 
none  whatcTer. 

Q.  You  mentioned  Mr.  Caasius  Cooper.  Who  is  hef — ^A.  He  is  a  brother  of  Con- 
gressman Cooper  and  my  brother-in-law.    He  married  my  sister. 

Q.  Have  yon  heard  the  foregoing  deposition  read,  and  have  your  answers  been  cor- 
rectly recorded  in  response  to  the  questions  asked  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

H.  Clay  Pket, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  25th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Grkbnawalt, 

Special  J^camimr, 


DSPOSmON. 
(Cms  of  8.  B.  Heney,  it  oL,  No. .] 

On  this  25th  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Columbus,  county  of  Bartholomew,  State  of 
Indiana,  before  me^  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  per- 
sonally appeared  H.  Clay  Pete,  who,  bein^  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly 
all  interrogatories  propounded  to  him  dunng  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 
pension  claim,  deposes  and  says :  In  continnanceof  tne  aforesaid  examination : 

I  herewith  submit  such  original  correspondence  I  had  with  Mr.  S.  R.  Hersey  and 
Charles  L.  Itagan,  and  others,  in  connection  with  calling  up  claims  through  Mr. 
Hersey.  • 

I  wish  to  state  that  I  was  in  error  in  stating  that  the  first  correspondence  I  had 
with  Mr.  Hersey  was  in  Sept.  or  Oct.,  1891.  I  submit  herewith,  marked  Ex- 
hibit No.  1,  the  original  letter  I  had  from  Mr.  Hersey,  dated  July  11,  1891,  and 
wliich  opened  up  the  business  with  him. 

I  also  want  to  say  that  instead  of  Mr.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  giving  me  Mr.  Hersey's  ad- 
dress Mr.  Cooper  had  Mr.  Hersey  write  to  me,  as  shown  by  that  letter. 

The  correspondence  with  Mr.  Hersey  follows : 

Exhibit  No.  2,  no  date;  Exhibit  No.  3,  dated  Aug.  29, 1891;  Exhibit  No.  4,  dated 
Oct.  13, 1891 ;  Exhibit  No.  5,  dated  Jan.  8,  1892 ;  Exhibit  No.  6,  dated  Feb'y  27,  1892 ; 
with  slips  giving  status  of  the  five  claims  called  up  by  Mr.  C.  £.  Foote  through  Mr. 
Ragan.  Exhibit  No.  7,  dated  March  10, 1892.  The  foregoing  comprises  all  of  Mr.  Her- 
sey's  letters  that  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  copies  of  your  letters  to  Mr.  Hersey  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  letters  have  yon  from  Mr.  Ragan  f — A.  I  submit  what  I  have.  Exhibit 
No.  8,  dated  September  4, 1891 :  Exhibit  No.  9,  dated  September  21, 1891 ;  Exhibit  No. 
10,  dated  October  8, 1891;  a  letter  from  John  R.  Whittinghill,  and  Exhibit  No.  12, 
dated  November  12,  1891;  Exhibit  No.  13,  dated  December  4,  1891;  Exhibit  No.  14, 
dated  December  5, 1891;  Exhibit  No.  15,  dated  February  20, 1892,  fromC.  E.¥^\i^ 
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to  Charles  L.  Ragan  &  Co. ;  Exliibit  No.  16,  dated  Tehmarj  22, 1868;  EiblbttSo.!; 
dated  March  10,  1892.  The  above  compriBee  all  the  ooReBpoiidanoe  I  can  find  pa- 
taining  to  the  subject. 

H.  CL4T  PRT, 


Sworn  to  and  subsoribed  before  me  this  25th  day  of  March,  1802,  and  I  cttidj  Iki 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  dei>onent  beAire  aifning. 

J.  G.  Gbxxxawalt, 

[Exhibit  No.  1.] 

WashinsUm,  D.  C,  Jalf  XX,  1L 
H.  C.  Pbet, 

ColumbuSf  Jnd^ 

Mt  Deak  Sir  :  At  ths  snggestion  of  onr  mntnal  friend,  Hon.  Geo. W. Cooper,  I wbIi 
to  invite  oorrespondcnce  relative  to  pension  claims  and  to  say  that  I  ahaU  beglidto 
enter  into  arrangements  wliich  may  be  to  our  mutual  benefit. 

Mr.  Cooper  gave  me  no  details  as  to  what  you  desired,  bat  only  intimated  that  jn 
proposed  entering  into  the  pension  business  and  that  you  would  like  to  mi^MBi 
ikrrangement  with  some  one  in  Washington,  to  advise,  etc.     Hoping  tohearfioBTit 
at  an  early  date,  I  am. 
Yours,  truly, 

S.  K.HUST. 
fExhibit  No.  2.] 

I  should  not  like  to  be  known  as  charging  claimants  for  examining  and  adnai); 
them  as  to  their  claims,  as  1  do  not  know  how  the  Department  might  regard  it  h 
would  require  considerable  prudence. 

I  wish  you  would  develop  your  idea  on  this  point  more  folly  and  let  me  bear  far- 
ther fh)m  you.  There  would  be  no  trouble  about  mv  examining  claims  fiirattoniep, 
for  I  am  frequently  requested  by  them  to  do  so,  and  am  paid  by  them  for  my  troaUe 
and  advice.  There  is  one  atty.  in  your  State  for  whom  I  not  only  examine  maoy 
claims,  but  for  whom  I  file  evidence  and  attend  to  little  matters,  anch  as  nrgins  for- 
ward claims  in  which  delays  have  been  vexatious.  My  standing  ivith  the  office  u 
excellent,  and  my  knowledge  of  the  modes  of  procedure,  etc.,  enables  me  to  render 
valuable  service  to  nonresioent  attorneys. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  you  furuier,  particularly  as  to  the  caUing  up  claina 
for  applicants,  and  as  to  the  manner  of  obtaming  compensation  for  anch  sendee. 
Yours,  truly, 

8.  R.  Hkrsit. 

I  will  look  up  the  ease  to  which  yon  refer  and  advise  yon  in  regard  to  it. 
I  have  the  status  of  about  1.000  claims  which  1  have  examined  for  the  variouf  tt- 
tomeys  who  are  prosecuting  tnem.    The  majority  of  them  are  Indiana  cases. 


HousB  OF  Rbprbbkntativkb,  U.  8., 
•    Washington,  D.  C,  Auff.  g9, 1891, 
H.  C.  Pket,  Esq., 

Columbui,  Ind, : 

Drar  Sir:  Yours  of  the  22nd  instant  is  at  hand,  and  the  proposition  youmsfo 
therein  1  accept.  I  trust  yon  may  be  able  to  make  as  much  as  I  out  of  the  enter- 
prise. One  dollar  for  the  examination  of  claims  and  making  reports  therein  is  not 
too  nincli,  for  in  many  cases  the  papers  are  <]^uite  voluminous,  and  then,  again,  oon- 
sidcraMctime  is  spent  in  waiting  at  the  Pension  Office  for  the  cases  to  be  drawn  froo 
the  files.  File  clerks  never  hurry.  I  can  get  the  "  numbers''  of  cJaima,  If  you  state 
the  service. 

In  cases  where  you  got  nothing,  but  desire  to  have  examination  made,  I  of  course 
will  make  no  charge,  but  be  glad  to  accommodate  you. 

I  suggest  that  yon  do  not  advise  Ragan  as  to  who  is  at  this  end  of  the  line. 

I  find  dcHk  full  of  correspondence,  which  accumulated  during  my  absence,  and 
which  awaits  answers:  hence  the  brevity  of  this  letter  to  you.  I  think  it  is  clear, 
however,  and  1  am  rea<iy  for  business  to  commence.  If  I  can  see  the  "  glimmer  of  » 
dollar''  anywhere  for  us,  rest  assured  that  I  shall  embrace  the  opportunity  of  secur- 
ing it  for  us. 

Yours,  truly, 

IL  R.  Hkbsst. 


PE1I8I0K  OFFIOB  UnrESIIOATIQir. 


688 


■»■•. 


i:BzhibitNo.8.] 
I  XMoipdied  tlM  lettar  dgned  John  Denn  m  in  yoor  h«ndwiltiB|f. 

[Exhibit  No.  4.] 

HOUn  OF  BSPBBSBNTAnYMy  U.  8«| 

H.  Cixt  Pkbt, 

DsabSir:  I  called  up  the  elaimof  J.  B.WhittiBghi]l,1mtfoiind  that  it  wm  await- 
ing the  Commissioner's  personal  decision,  and  the  papers  were  not  therefore  aooes- 
sibie. 

I  will  make  a  memorandum  of  the  case,  and  oall  it  np  again  alter  the  retnm  of  the 
Commissioner,  who  is  now  absent. 
Yours,  tmly, 

8.  S.  Hbrsst. 

[Exhibit  No.  5.] 

HOUSB  OF  EXPRKSBin'ATiyXSj  U.  8.« 

WoihimgUm,  D.  C,  Joa.  8, 1899. 

Mr.  H.  Cl4T  Pbet. 

Colnmku$,  IndUma: 
Mt  Drab  Sir  :  I  have  been  intending  to  write  to  von  for  some  time  past,  but  have 
been  nnable  to  formulate  any  plan  of  action  for  the  Aiture,  because  of  the  uncer- 
tainty attending  the  regulations  of  the  Bnreao,  so  fiff  aa  they  pertain  to  the  exam- 
ination of  cases. 

I  inclose  herewith  a  statement  in  relation  to  the  pension  daim  of  D.  E.  Goodie,  ae 
per  your  request. 
Tours,  truly, 

8.  B.  Hrbsbt. 

A  recent  order  of  the  Bureau  forbids  attorneys  firom  examining  the  records,  the 
reports  of  the  medical  examinations,  and  any  adverse  reports  from  postmasters  and 
otners. 

The  attorneys  here  have  taken  the  matter  to  the  President  and  hope  to  get  the 
order  rescinded.  It  Is  simply  an  outrage,  for  it  prevents  an  attorney  from  looking 
after  the  interests  of  his  clients. 

The  4»der,  of  course,  does  not  apply  to  Congressmen  or  those  who  oall  up  claims 
for  Congressmen. 

[Exhibit  No.  6.] 

Houn  OF  REPRROBiiTATmee,  U.  8., 

WoikimiUm,  D.  0.,  A6.  87, 1898. 

H.  Clat  Pbbt,  Esq., 

Colnm^tM.  Indiana  i 

Drar  Sir:  I  send  herewith  the  status  in  the  five  cases  mentioned  in  your  letter  of 
the  24th  instant  and  trust  the  same  may  be  satisfactory. 

Please  keep  as  confidential,  so  fkr  as  my  name  is  concerned,  any  information  I  give 
you. 

I  have  endeavored  to  get  the  information  you  desire  In  the  case  of  Henry  L.  Ford, 
but  have  been  nnable  to  do  so  for  the  reason  that  the  War  Department  is  averse  to 
giving  any  information  not  called  for  by  the  Department.  I  will  make  a  further 
efTort,  however,  through  other  channels  and  see  with  what  success  I  meet. 

I  have  made  these  statements  plain  and  simple,  and  presume  that  you  wiU  enlarge 
them  (in  case  the  claimants  desire  long  letters)  to  suit  the  case. 
Yours,  truly, 

8.  S.  HRR8RT. 
[Ctf.  9Q&1W.    DsTid  GravM,  "  G."  61  Ohio  Vols.] 

Applicant  is  now  a  pensioner  at  $10  per  month  forg.  s.  w.  of  left  leg.  He  filed  ap- 
plication for  increase  and  new  disability  May  20,  Im. 

The  record  shows  g.  s.  w.  of  left  leg,  for  which  discharged  Apl.  14, 1863.  The  rates 
allowed  on  his  original  and  subsequent  increase  claims  were  in  accordance  with  tiie 
recommendations  of  the  various  boards. 

Under  his  present  daim  he  was  examined  by  the  1l.fmt|M^«K  V»3iAk^w^  ^fe^^S^ 
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the  recommendation  being  $8  for  disease  of  reotnm,  $6  foi\fir*  s.  w.  of  left  kg,  ISIk 
impaired  sight.  The  same  boiurd  reported  JolyS,  1890,  $8  for  g.  a.  w.  of  leg,  14  far 
chronic  diarrhea,  nothing  for  pleurisy^  nothing  for  deafiieas,  nothing  forwondi( 


•v.w**  «„«w.  .- , , appears  to  be  ready  for  adjnstSMft 

The  claim  filed  May  20,  1^,  for  increase  and  new  disabilitieBy  needs  the  tesdmny 
of  one  more  comrade  as  to  origin,  and  also  eyidence  showing  the  ezistenee  of  the  al- 
leged disabilities  at  discharge. 
Congressman  Donovan  has  a  slip  calling  for  statos  in  the  case. 

[5080B2.    WiiLW.Byen,**C,*'lUO.V.] 

This  claim  was  filed  Feb.  5, 1887.  Basis,  boils'  and  oarboncleSy  at  CoTington,  Kj^ 
also  midarial  fever,  resulting  in  nlcers  ana  eczema. 

The  record  shows  enlistment  Ang.  15, 1864 ;  dischiarged  Jane  27, 1866. 

Reported  ''sick''  in  Jnne,  1862.    The  nature  of  the  sickneas  was  not  stated. 

The  Montpelier  board,  in  its  examination  of  ApL  20^  1887,  recommended  \kit^ 
ease  of  rectum  and  i  for  general  debility. 

The  claim  was  rejected  June  18, 1889,  on  the  ground  of  no  record  and  inabflityto 
prove  origin  of  malarial  fever  or  to  show  that  l£e  present  disability  is  the  remit  (rf 
said  disease. 

The  claim  was  reopened  and  claimant  examined  by  the  Montpelier  board,  vhuh 
recommended  $4  for  chronic  diarrhea,  malarial  poisoning  and  resnlta,  $2  for  ecsenL, 
$4  for  disease  of  anus,  $6  for  heart  disease,  and  $4  for  disease  of  bovrels  and  stooAck. 

The  evidence  filed  since  rejection  appears  to  be  sufficient,  although  the  qoeslioD  is 
largely  one  of  sufficiency  of  evidence. 

I  find  that  Congressman  Donovan,  of  Ohio,  has  recently  requested  statos  of  ^ 
claim. 

[Orlg.  Inr.  782608,  Wm.  HeKsiy,  **  H,**  88  a  T.  I.] 

Claim  filed  June  19, 1890.  Basis,  rheumatism  and  heart  diaease.  C.  E.  Foots, 
attorney.    The  records  show  no  evidence  of  disability. 

This  claim  was  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Review,  but  returned  for  farther  evidence 
as  to  origin,  for  the  reason  that  Lieut.  Kelley,  whose  testimony  covers  tliat  poiutyfifli 
to  sustain  his  testimony  in  his  response  to  the  letter  from  the  office  in  relation  thezvto. 
In  his  letter  to  the  office  he  states  that  he  is  not  clear  as  to  the  nature  of  claimanf  • 
disability  in  service.  The  Medical  Board  in  its  report  of  May  6,  1891,  ie<sommended 
$4  for  rheumatism  and  $2  for  heart  disease. 

Further  testimony  as  to  origin  is  all  that  is  required  to  the  favorable  a^jastmsit 
of  the  claim. 

[Orig.  Inr.  888006,  John  C.  OMner  •*B,*'  88  Ohio  VdU.] 

Claim  filed  April  19, 1880.  C.  E.  Foote,  attorney.  Basis,  catarrh  and  rhenmitiim. 
The  records  afford  no  evidence  of  disability. 

The  Defiance  board  in  its  report  of  May  27, 1885,  recommended  one-fourth  for 
catarrh,  one-fourth  for  rheumatism. 

The  Howling  Green  board,  December  16,  1891,  reconunended  $4  for  catarrh  and 
nothing  for  rheumatism.  The  testimony  as  to  origin  of  rheumatism  and  continoanee 
thereof  appears  to  be  sufficient,  but  the  fact  that  the  last  examination  discloses  do 
diHability  from  rheumatism  is  deemed  sufficient  to  warrant  the  filing  of  the  best  ob- 
tainable evidence  showing  present  disability  therefrom. 

[Ctf.  880788,  Kehemiah  D.  Yien  **I,*'  88  Ohio  Vols.] 

The  pending  claim  is  for  increase  and  new  disability.  0.  E.  Foote^  attorney.  Tlie 
War  Department  records  show  treatment  for  diarrhea  only  in  September,  19&4. 

The  Montpelier  Board  July  30,  189(X  recommended  $4  for  iignrvof  knee  (claimant's 
pensioned  disability);  $2  for  ii^jarv  of  left  side,  $8  for  disease  of  heart  and  "specific" 
for  total  deafness  of  right  ear.  The  claim  appears  to  be  ready  for  final  adjustment, 
botli  as  to  inoreiise  and  new  disability;  the  delay  appears  to  be  dne  to  the  fact  that 
the  comrades  who  testified  as  to  origin  have  not  replie<l  to  office  letter  in  relation  to 
tilt'  Hniiio.  It  is  the  general  practice  of  the  office,  in  cases  where  the  affiants  do  not 
'\%'rit4'.  tlieir  own  affidavits,  to  correspond  with  them.  This  fHghtens  some  of  them, 
but  thoy  need  only  to  reply,  reiterating  substantially  what  they  stated  in  their  swom 
statements. 
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House  or  Rspresbntatives,  U.  S.^ 

WashingUm,  D,  C,  Mch,  10, 1802^ 
H.  Clat  Pext,  Esq., 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  had  the  rolls  of  the  3rd  U.  S.  Inf.  in  1864  and  1865  thoroughly 
examined,  but  can  find  no  record  of  the  enlistment  of  Henry  L.  Ford  or  Henry  Ford. 
The  Secret<ary  of  War  informs  me  this  morning  that  no  record  has  been  found  of 
the  enlistment  of  any  man  of  this  name  in  the  3ra  U.  S.  In£  or  any  Regular  Army  or- 
ganization during  the  years  named. 
Youi8|  truly, 

S.  R.  Hersey, 
Per  K.  T.  K. 


War  Department, 
WoihingUm  City,  JpHl  4, 1892. 

To  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  current  date^ 
in  which  yon  state  that  it  becomes  a  matter  of  official  concern  to  your  office  to  know 
whether  this  Department  has  recently  made  a  search  of  any  of  the  rolls  in  its  cus- 
tody concerning  the  enlistment  of  one  Heniy  L.  Ford,  supposed  to  have  been  en- 
listed in  the  3a  United  States  Infantry  in  1864  or  1865,  and  in  which  you  request 
further,  if  such  search  has  been  made,  to  be  furnished  with  copies  of  correspondence 
on  the  subject. 

In  reply  I  beg  to  inform  you  that  a  letter  of  inquiry  relative  to  this  man  was 
receivea  in  this  Department  on  the  2d  instant  and  was  answered  on  the  same  day. 
Following  are  copies  of  the  letter  of  inquiry  and  the  reply  thereto: 

House  of  Representatives,  U.  S., 

WaBhingtoiif  D.  C,  ifc^.  1, 1892, 
M^jor  F.  C.  AiNSWORT^ 

War  Department : 

Sir  :  Will  you  please  advise  me  whether  the  enlistments  in  the  3rd  U.  S.  Inf.  in 
1864-5  show  the  name  of  Henry  L.  Ford  or  Henry  Ford,  and  if  so,  the  company  of 
said  regiment  in  which  he  served. 

Very  reapeotfully,  ^ 

Geo.  W.  Cooper,  Jf.  (7. 
PerH. 


War  DEPARTBfENT, 

Wwikinqton  City,  March  2, 1892. 

Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper, 

House  of  BepresentaHvee, 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  commnnloation  of  the  1st  instant^  received  this  morning, 
asking  to  be  informed  whether  the  enlistments  in  the  3rd  U.  S.  Infantry  in  1864  or 
1865  show  the  name  Henry  L.  Ford  or  Henry  Ford,  and,  if  so,  the  company  of  such 
regiment  in  which  he  served,  I  am  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  inform  you 
that  no  record  has  been  found  of  the  enlistment  of  any  man  of  this  name  in  the  3rd 
U.  S.  Infantry,  or  any  other  Regular  Army  organization,  during  the  years  named. 
It  is  possible  that  he  may  have  been  a  member  of  some  volunteer  organization.  If 
the  date  and  place  of  his  enlistment  can  be  stated,  or  the  name  of  some  officer  or 
officers  under  whom  he  served,  a  further  search  for  his  record  will  be  made  and  the 
resnlt  promptly  communicatea  to  you. 
very  respectfully, 

F.  C.  AlNSWORTH. 

Major  and  Surgeon,  U.  8,  Army. 

No  record  of  any  other  recent  oorrespondence  in  this  case  has  been  found  upon  the 
files  of  this  Department. 
Very  reepectfullyi 

L.  A.  Grant, 
Acting  SecrtUsx^  oj  W«r . 
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[Exhibit  Now  8.] 

Tees  Chakpion  Iron  CoiiPAirr, 

KentOMj  O.,  9,  i,  XSPl 

Bro.  Clay: 

Yoare  reo'd.  I  had  deferred  writing  to  the  parties  yoa  sent  me  encloBoret  for 
nntil  I  got  yonr  letter,  bat  the  letters  are  on  their  way  now.  and  as  soon  as  I  hev 
from  the  ladies  will  advise  yoa.  Ton  can  send  them  on  as  uwt  as  you  like;  I  vill 
take  care  of  them.  We  are  all  well  except  grandma.  She  is  very  sick,  and  we 
all  feel  that  she  will  never  get  ont  of  her  bed  again.  We  was  oat  to  the  fair  two 
days  and  had  qaite  a  nice  time. 
Yonrsi  truly, 

CHA8. 

[Exhibit  No.  9.] 


Thb  Champion  Iron  Compant, 

KmUm,  Ohio,  9,  tl,  1S9L 


Bro.  Clat; 


I  am  aAraid  our  scheme  is  not  going  to  pan  ont  very  largely.  I  have  not  heard 
from  any  of  the  persons  I  wrote  to  as  yet;  probably  will  sometime  in  the  fntim. 
Am  thinking  seriously  of  going  into  the  patent-meaicine  business  with  a  couple  of 
parties  here.  We  have  got  the  best  article  in  the  market,  and  I  think  we  can  make 
it  win.  There  is  '^  a  good  margin"  in  it,  and  as  many  ouiers  have  made  plenty  of 
stuff  out  of  it  why  not  wet  I  want  to  get  into  something  for  myself  sometime  and 
stop  working  for  other  people,  not  that  I  do  not  like  my  position,  bnt  becaose  I 
think  when  a  man  is  working  for  himself  he  can  do  much  better  in  uie  end.  We  are 
all  as  well  as  usual  except  grandma.  She  does  not  change  mucbu  Will  advifie  joo 
when  I  hear  from  any  of^our  would-be  customers. 
Yours,  truly, 

C.L.RA6AV. 

[Exhibit  No.  10.] 

Officb  of  J.  B.  WHrmNORnxy 
Dbaler  in  Harness,  Saddlbrt,  and  Harnsss  Goods  of  aix  Kosdb, 

CrothtmiUe,  IiuL,  10, 6,  I89L 

Messrs.  C.  L.  Raoan  A  Co., 

KmUon,  Ohio. 

Sirs  :  Enclosed  find  P.  O.  money  order  for  $3.00.  Hope  yon  will  attend  to  this  mat- 
ter at  once,  and  if  yon  can  satisfy  me  yen  ean  secure  a  good  paying  bosinen  in  thii 
part  of  the  country. 

Very  respecuully, 

John  R.  WHrrnNOHiLL. 
Cft.  425059.    Co.  "  I,''  9th  Ky.  Caw. 


[Exhibit  No.  U.] 


Bro.  Clay: 


Chab.  L.  Raoan  ^  Co. 
Sfbcial  Claim  Agrmts, 
KmUm,  Ohio,  10, 8, 1891. 


Yours  7th  to  hand.  I  herewith  enclose  vou  P.  O.  order  for  two  dollars,  whieb  is  to 
cover  information  furnished  John  R.  Whittinghill  ( whose  letter  I  enclose) .  I  retaiocd 
a  copy.  You  say  you  are  working  on  a  new  scheme;  am  I  in  it,  or  do  you  expet^i 
to  work  it  alone f  I  am  ready  to  Join  you  in  anything  that  has  a  United  States  cir- 
cnlar  dollar  in  it.  If  you  think  you  can  beat  this  scheme  why  drive  ahead.  The 
better  the  scheme  the  more  the  collateral.  Let  me  know  soon  as  yon  can.  All  well 
here.    Grandma  better.    Aunt  Lib  is  here  again.    Love  to  all. 

Ghas. 

I  called  the  postmaster's  daughter  down  to-day  abont  f^Ming  thai  to  CoFSiOl 
Guess  you  will  get  this  O.  K. 
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[Exhibit  No.  12.] 

OHA0.  L.  Ragan  a  Co., 
Special  Claim  Agents, 
KenUm,  Ohio,  Nov,  12,  Xtm, 

Bro.  Clat: 

It  seems  as  thongh  onr  business  is  not  panning  ont  satisfactorily.  Claimants  don't 
seem  to  oatoh  very  rapidly.  I  wrote  to  the  Lexinciion,  Ky.,  partVybnt  have  notrec'd 
a  reply  as  yet,  so  don't  Imow  what  he  will  do.  How  is  that  other  scheme  of  yours 
working t  Is  there  any  prospect  of  its  assuming  proportions  soont  Wish  we  conld 
strike  a  scheme  that  would  pan  out  favorably  for  us  so  we  could  turn  a  few  hundred 
each  year.  We  are  as  well  as  usual  and  larust  yon  are  the  same.  Dale  was  talking 
«€xmetiiing  of  coming  down,  but  don't  know  when.  Write  soon. 
Tours,  truly, 

Chab. 
[Exhibit  No.  18.] 

Chicago,  III.,  Deeember  4, 1891. 

Bro.  Clay: 

We  are  still  in  the  city  of  Chicago.  Have  not  done  anything  yet,  but  expect  to 
go  to  work  next  week.  This  is  quite  a  town,  I  tell  yon;  nothing  slow  about  it.  I 
would  like  to  have  an  office  of  some  kind  here;  one  that  a  fellow  could  work  two  or 
three  different  things  in.  I  say,  Clay,  if  we  are  going  to  work  that  pension  business, 
why  not  work  it  for  all  there  is  in  it.  Why  not  have  your  man  in  Washington  give  you 
a  list  of  names  of  parties  whose  pensions  are  in  bad  shape,  and  give  tnom  to  me  to 
work  up.  Take  the  States  of  Ind.,  111.,  Mich.,  Iowa,  and  some  of  the  Southern 
States,  for  instance,  and  I  can  go  into  them  for  all  there  is  in  it.  I  think  it  would 
pay  us;  don't  youf  I  think  Lettie  will  go  to  Colnmbus,  Ind.,  for  a  couple  of  weeks 
at  least;  we  are  trying  to  get  her  to  go.  She  will  have  a  better  chance  now  than 
Hhe  will  soon  again,  and  I  hope  she  will  go.  How  long  will  you  be  in  Knoxvillef 
Let  me  know  wuat  you  think  of  the  pension  business. 
Youi  bro.y 

Chas. 
[Exhibit  No.  U.] 

Hotel  CoRTLAin), 

B.  EvAifs.  Proprietor, 

Chioago,  12,  Sih,  1891, 

Bro.  Clay: 

I  enclose  you  herewith  money  order  for  $2.00  for  payment  in  claim  of  Henrjr  Bolirens, 
Crothersville,  Ind.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  this  business  will  pay  if  it  is  worked 
right.  I  have  a  notion  to  get  desk  room  in  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  here  and  work 
a  few  things  in  the  novelty  line  and  also  the  pension  business.  The  location  will 
not  cost  much  and  the  location  gives  a  fellow  a  good  send-off.  Great  town  this,  and 
a  good  town  to  work  from.  We  might  work  along  for  a  while,  and  you  could  cume 
to  Chicago  if  you  so  desired.  I  give  you  exact  copy  of  letter  from  Whittinghill. 
Your  bro., 

Chab. 

[Exhibit  No.  15.] 

Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  Fsb.  to,  189S. 

C.  L.  Ragan  a  Co., 

166  Jay  St.,  Chioago,  III.: 

Gentlemen  :  Your  letter  of  the  16th  instant  at  hand,  in  which  yon  state  you  will 
furnish  me  status  of  claims  for  pension  at  three  dollars  each  in  advance,  and  that 
yon  will  guarantee  satisfaction.  • 

Inclosed  find  draft  on  New  York  for  $15 ;  also  memoranda  in  five  claims,  in  all  of 
which  I  have  been  recognized  as  the  attorney  of  record  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions.  Please  cause  them  to  be  called  up  and  a  full  and  complete  status  for- 
warded to  me.  I  believe  all  the  claims  to  be  complete,  with  the  possible  exception 
of  that  of  John  C.  Casner.  While  your  rates  seem  a  little  steep,  vet  I  am  anxious 
to  have  the  claims  brought  to  the  front  as  soon  as  possible,  as  the  claimants  are  very 
impatient.  Please  acknowledge  receipt  of  this  letter  and  draft.  If  your  action 
proves  satisfactory  I  may  forward  you  a  larger  list. 
Very  respectfully, 
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[ExMbit  No.  16.] 

[Chas.  L.  Bagao,  ticket  speoolatoT.    All  business  transacted  with  the  trayeling  pab- 

lic.    No  dealing  with  ticket  brokers.] 

Chicago,  III.,  Februarff  St,  189S. 

Dear  Bro.  Clat:  Its  been  some  time  since  we  had  some  pension  bosinefliandl 
thought  it  was  played  out,  but  it's  looking  up  a  little.     I  got  a  letter  from  C.  E.  Foofa^ 

gension  agent  at  Kalamazoo,  the  other  day,  forwarded  to  me  from  Kenton,  in  whieli 
e  said  he  understood  our  company  could  obtain  the  status  of  pension  claims,  and 
wanted  to  know  what  we  would  obtain  the  status  of  several  claims  for.  Said  he  coold 
get  it  through  their  Congressman,  but  that  it  was  not  very  satisfactory;  so  he  came 
to  us.  I  told  him  we  would  obtain  the  status  for  3  doUars  each  claim,  in  advaooe. 
Wrote  him  in  a  business  way«  as  though  we  thought  it  of  very  little  importance.  How- 
ever,  I  received  the  inclosed  letter  and  5  slips  m>m  him  to-day  and  a  draft  for  15  dol- 
lars. You  can  judge  its  contents  yourself.  I  wrote  him  to-night  that  we  would  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  obtain  the  status  of  the  claims  and  forward  to  him  aa  soon  as  potsiUe. 
We  can,  by  giving  him  good  satisfaction  in  these  cases,  do  more  business  wiUi  him,  I 
think ;  so  you  do  the  very  best  you  can  in  everv  case.  I  also  got  letters  from  Loois 
Weik,  Greencastle,  Indiana,  and  F.  A.  Hays,  Greencastle,  Ind.  Weik  wants  itatiu 
of  claim  of  Ansel  C.  Watts,  who  is  in  the  insane  asylum.  Says  he  is  his  guudian; 
that  he  can  not  get  the  number  of  the  claim,  and  that  the  atty .  who  had  It  in  hand  h» 
also  abandoned  it.    I  told  him  would  get  status  for  him  for  $6.00.     Hays  says  he  can  not 

get  any  information  relative  to  his  claim,  and  wants  us  to  look  it  np  for  him.  Told 
im  would  look  it  up  for  $5.00.  I  have  not  heard  from  either  of  these  parties  jet 
Wrote  them  about  a  week  or  ten  days  ago.  You  may  know  them.  If  so,  yon  mij 
be  able  to  push  them  up  a  little.  You  can  return  Footers  letter  when  yon  get  ready. 
I  am  very  glad  to  get  hold  of  such  a  bunch  as  this  at  one  shot.  Well,  we  are  all 
well  and  hearty.  Dale  has  a  good  job  at  60  dollars,  and  prospects  of  better  in  the  near 
future.  I  goto  work  at  8:30  a.  m.,  and  generally  set  home  at  7  p.  m.  Have  an 
hour  and  half  noon,  and  every  other  forenoon  to  myself.  Am  provided  with  a  pan  on 
the  train,  which  runs  about  8  blocks  from  our  house,  so  don't  have  to  pay  any  at.  car 
fare.  I  have  only  been  in  the  office  a  month,  and  am  one  of  9  bill  clerks,  and  can  lead 
them  all  in  the  work  already,  so  will  soon  get  up,  I  think.  Lettie  is  so  much  better 
satisfied  here  than  she  was  at  Kenton  and  has  lots  better  health  here,  so  we  think 
we  are  not  so  bad  off,  after  all.  Well  get  there  just  the  same.  We  want  to  move 
into  another  flat  soon,  so  we  can  get  all  our  furniture  here  and  get  in  good  shape.  Dale 
likes  it  here  very  much,  and  will  got  married  some  time  this  summer,  I  sness.  If  so, 
we  will  all  live  together  here  and  save  money.  Guess  this  is  about  all  Lean  tell  yoo. 
Write  me  soon. 
Your  bro., 

Chjub. 


fExhibit  No.  17.] 


Bro.  Clay: 


Choo.,  Iix.,  Mt^.  10, 189S, 


Yours  reo'd.  To  say  were  surprised  would  be  drawing  it  mild.  I  was  fully  con- 
vinced that  you  fully  understood  what  ^ou  was  doing  when  we  went  into  the  bnsi- 
uess,  and  was  sure  everything  was  all  right.  I  ^Tote  you  at  the  time  and  asked yoa 
if  it  was  lawful,  etc.,  and  you  said  it  was  all  right  and  perfectly  lawful,  so  I  sup- 


Kalamazoo,  will  make  any  trouble  for  us  or  not.  We  accepted  a  fee  f^m  himj  bat 
that  don't  count,  as  he  is  not  a  pensioner  or  a  claimant,  "  eh  f  "  I  wrote  him  to-mght, 
telling  him  we  was  not  in  the  business  any  longer.  I  hox>e  nothing  will  come  out  of 
what  lias  been  done  and  wo  will  drop  the  matter  and  do  no  more  business  in  that 
line.  Will  a^lvise  you  if  I  hear  anything.  We  received  the  baby's  picture,  and  we 
all  think  she  is  as  sweet  as  can  be.  Pretty  cood  for  the  first  trial.  Dale  got  a  raise 
in  salary  to  $70.00  per  month,  so  he  has  the  best  of  me  at  present  in  all  except  hours 
to  work.  Wo  are  now  in  our  new  quarters,  and  like  it  ever  so  much.  Nice  part  of 
the  city  and  nice  surroundings.  We  are  at  No.  253  Bissell  street.  Well,  wiU  close 
with  best  to  all.  Write  soon* 
Your  bro., 

Chas. 
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DEPOSITION. 
[Com  of  &  B.  Heney  et  oL,  No. .] 

On  this  28th  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Bloomington,  county  of  Monroe,  State  of  Indi- 
ana, before  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  person- 
ally appeared  Calvin  B.  Worrall,  who,  being  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  tmly 
aU  interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid 
pension  mattet,  deposes  and  says :  I  am  37  years  of  age,  reside  at  Bloomington,  In- 
diana, and  am  an  attorney  at  law  by  profession.  I  have  been  admitted  to  practice 
before  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  I  have  been,  and  am  now,  prosecatipg  a  good 
many  claims  for  pension  in  the  Peusion  Bureau. 

Q.  Mr.  Worrall,  state  what  arrangement,  if  any,  you  have  made  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  information  or  the  status  of  claims  penaingin  the  Pension  Office,  in  which 
yon  are  uie  attorney. — A.  When  Col.  Matson  represented  this  district  I  used  to  get 
the  status  of  claims  through  him.  I  also  obtained  the  status  of  claims  from  both  our 
Senators  and  firom  other  Cougressmen.  I  also  for  a  time  obtained  the  status  of 
claims  through  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  after  he  was  elected  from  the  district.  This 
was  done  by  writing  them  for  it.  About  one  year  ago  I  wrote  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper 
a  request  to  look  up  two  cases,  and  I  got  a  reply  over  the  signature  of  Mr.  8.  R. 
Horsey.  Mr.  Hersey  told  me  that  he  was  Mr.  Cooper's  private  secretary^  and  that 
Mr.  Cooper  had  handed  him  my  letter  and  slips,  requesting  him  to  reply,  which  he  did. 
This  was  the  first  letter  I  had  signed  from  Mr.  Hersey.  Some  two  or  three  months 
later  Mr.  Hersey  wrote  me  again,  and  stated  that  he  was  acting  as  private  secretary 
for  several  other  Congressmen. 

This  letter  came  this  wav :  I  had  written  to  Mr.  Cooper,  inclosing  a  half  dozen 
slips  of  cases  I  wished  called  up,  and  received  a  reply  from  Mr.  Hersey.  stating  that 
he  was  attending  to  Mr.  Coopers  correspondence  in  his  absence.  In  this  letter  Mr. 
Hersey  also  stated  that  he  was  williug  to  file  any  evidence  I  might  send  him  or  file 
slips  for  status,  but  where  he  went  tlSoogh  the  files  and  furnished  the  information 
it  took  a  great  deal  of  his  time,  and  he  ought  to  be  comx>ensated.  I  think  I  corre- 
sponded with  him  and  asked  what  it  was  worth,  and  he  replied  and  said  it  was  worth 
one  dollar  for  each  claim  called  up  where  he  furnished  the  status.  He  stated  I  could 
address  my  letters  either  to  Mr.  Cooper  or  to  himself  and  the  calls  would  be  attended 
to.  He  stated  also  that  he  would  give  me  his  opinion  and  make  suggestious  what  to 
do  to  complete  cases.  This  was  valuable  to  me,  a  saving  of  time,  and  I  was  willing 
to  pay  for  it.  I  sent  him  a  good  many  calls.  I  think  I  have  paid  him  about  $25.00 
at  the  rate  of  $1.00  per  case.  I  let  the  number  run  up  to  $5.00  or  $10.00  and  then  sent 
him  my  check  on  our  home  bank  in  payment.  I  think  the  highest  check  I  sent  was 
for  $10.00. 

I  sometimes  sent  the  calls  to  Mr.  Hersey  and  sometimes  to  Mr.  Cooper.  Since  Con- 
gress convened  I  have  corresponded  mostly  with  Mr.  Coojper. 

The  status  of  claims  in  reply  would  come  on  type- written  slips  of  paper  without 
any  signature.  I  understood  they  came  from  Mr.  Hersey.  Yes ;  Ihave  several  of  the 
dips  so  received,  and  file  them.    Marked  Exhibit  Ko.  1  and  No.  2.    I  always  sent  the 

gay  for  them  direct  to  Mr.  Hersey.    I  have  none  of  Mr.  Hersey's  letters.    I  think  I 
ad  but  two  from  him.    I  did  not  present  them.    I  have  no  other  correspondence 
that  I  had  about  calling  up  cases  and  getting  the  status. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hersey  at  any  time  ask  you  to  treat  his  communications  as  confiden- 
tial f — ^A.  Yes;  I  have  the  impression  he  put  in  a  slip  a  few  weeks  ago  stating  that 
recent  orders  were  strict  in  regard  to  obtaining  information,  and  suggesting  that  his 
communications  be  treated  confidential. 

Calvin  B.  Worrall, 

Deponent 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  28th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify 
that  the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Greenawalt, 

J^eoUU  Examner. 

[Exhibit  No.  1.] 
[Wid.  479703. '  Cornelias  Menhon.  "K,  **  14  Ind.  Vols.  Inf.] 

I  find  this  claim  was  filed  Aug.  4,  '90,  and  also  that  all  evidence  necessary  to  its 
atljustment  on  file.  The  evidence  has  not  yet  been  considered,  and  I  have  asked 
esffly  action  on  the  claim. 

^21-^92,  filed  afiQdavit  for  special  aotioA. 

•44  PEN* 
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Exhibit  Ko.  2. 


[ClAfan  of  Betsey  Fox  (mliuyrt).  widow  of  Kicholu  Smitli.| 

In  thU  case  there  has  been  some  delay,  owing  to  the  fact  tiiat  the  Pension  BofeM 
has  been  nnable  to  find  the  papers. 
Search  is  being  made,  hoireyer,  and  I  will  report  as  soon  as  the  papexs  are  fomd. 

[Congressional.    Widows.   No.  49703.] 

.    Name  of  soldier,  Coraeliin 


Name  of  claimant,  Martha  T.  Mershon,  P.  O. 

Mershon,  Co.  K,  Beg't,  4  Ind.  InTry. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coopeil 
[Second  deputy  commissioner  of  pensions,  Mar.  8, 1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclnsively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  tbtm  as 
early  answer,  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  csfiss.' 

Grkbk  B.  IUum, 

*Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


DEPOSITION. 


[Case  of  Sftmael  R.  Heney  et  al.    No. 


•1 


>1 


On  this  28th  day  of  March,  1892,  at  Bloomington,  county  of  Monro«^  State  of 
Indiana,  before  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  a  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  p^- 
Bonally  appeared  James  F.  Morgan,  who,  being  by  me  first  doly  sworn  to  suswer 
truly  all  interrogatories  propounded  to  bim  during  this  special  examination  of  s/bi«- 
said  pension  matter,  deposes  and  says :  I  am  86  years  of  age,  reside  at  Bloomin^n, 
Indiana.  I  am  an  attorney  at  law  by  profession,  and  am  also  admitted  to  practice 
before  the  DepartmcYit  of  the  Interior  at  Washington.  My  business  in  the  depart- 
ment is  mainly  confined  to  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Mr.  Morgan,  it  is  of  record  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  that  a  large  number  d 
claims,  in  which  you  were  the  attorney  of  record,  were  called  np  during  February. 
1892,  upon  Congressional  call  slips.  Will  you  please  state  what  arrangement  hid 
been  made  by  you  for  calling  up  such  claims,  what  correspondence  you  had  aboat 
it,  etc.  f — A.  I  went  to  Washington,  D.  C,  in  person  to  look  after  my  profciwional 
business,  including  the  matter  of  claims  pending  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  in  Jan- 
uary last.  I  arrived  in  Washington  Tuesday,  Jan.  5, 1892,  and  left  there  Jan.  10,  fol- 
lowing. I  culled  on  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper,  M.  C.  representing  my  district^  the 
next  day,  Wednesday.  I  saw  him  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
After  the  House  convened  we  went  into  the  gallery.  I  told  him  I  had  a  lot  of  claiioi 
for  pension  I  wanted  called  np,  and  he  made  an  anpointment  for  me  to  come  to  hii 
house  the  next  morning.  I  went  to  his  house,  on  New  Jersey  Avenue,  on  Thnrsday 
morning  about  9  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Cooper  took  me  to  the  Pension  Office  first,  and 
introduced  me  to  Gen.  Raum,  the  Commissioner,  and  from  there  to  the  Land  Office, 
and  then  to  the  Atlantic  Building,  where  he  introduced  me  to  Mr.S.  R.  Kersey,  teliiag 
him  that  I  was  a  claim  agent,  and  tuminf|[  to  me  made  the  remark,  ''If  you  have 
anything  worth  paying  for,  Mr.  Hersey  will  attend  to  it  for  yon."  Mr.  Hersey  said 
something  like  tliis,  tbat  he  would  be  glad  to  assist  me.  Mr.  Cooper  spoke  of  Mr. 
Kersey's  former  position  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  his  ability  to  do  work  in  thalliue. 
There  was  some  further  conversation  on  the  subject  which  I  can  not  recalL  I  told 
Mr.  Hersey  that  I  had  some  250  cases  pending,  and  there  was  something  said  as  to 
compensation  for  the  work  to  be  done,  by  Mr.  Hersey,  and  it  was  indicated  by  one 
or  the  other  that  the  cost  would  be  one  dollar  for  each  case  in  which  the  status  wsi 
furnished. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Cooper  present  during  this  conversation f — A»  Yes;  I  went  there  with 
Mr.  Cooper  and  left  with  him. 

Q.  Who  else  was  present f— A.  Two  yonng  boys;  clerks. 

Q.  Where  did  you  then  got — A.  Mr.  Cooper  went  with  me  to  the  old  Ford  Theatsr 
building.  From  there  I  went  back  to  the  Capitol  with  him  and  left  him.  and  tkat 
Was  the  last  I  saw  of  Linu 


■I 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  691 

Q.  Was  there  any  definite  arrangement  made  or  conclnsion  reached  between  yon 
and  Mr.  Hersey  or  Mr,  Cooper  as  to  the  calling  up  of  your  clalmsf — A.  No;  but  I 
did  say  to  Mr.  Hersey  that  I  would  call  again  the  next  day ;  but  after  conHidering  the 
matter  I  did  not  do  so.  I  went  to  the  Pension  Office  the  next  day  and  filed  a  number 
of  calls. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hersey  again f — ^A.  Tes;  I  met  him  in  Mr.  Lincoln's  room  the 
next  day,  Friday.  He  asked  me  why  X  had  not  come  around  again,  and  I  told  him  I 
was  busy  and  could  not,  but  perhaps  I  would  before  I  left  tho  city. 

Q.  Did  you  call  on  him  again f — A.  No,  sir;  I  left  for  home  Sunday  evening,  the 
10th. 

Q.  Did  you  subsequently  have  any  correspondence  with  either  Mr.  Hersey  or  Mr, 
Cooper  in  regard  to  this  matter? — A.  Yes;  a  few  days  after  my  arrivaJ  home  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Mr.  Cooper  asking  why  I  had  left  without  seeing  him  again,  and 
referring  to  a  special  bill  I  had  askedhim  to  introduce  reouesting  that  my  father's 
military  record  be  corrected.  There  was  not  anything  in  the  letter  referring  to  our 
conversation  about  calling  up  claims.  Later  on,  sometime  early  in  February,  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Cooper  with  reference  to  procuring  the  status  of  twenty-five  claims.  I  enclosed 
slips,  giving  the  number  of  the  cases,  etc.,  and  in  which  I  offered  to  pay  oompensat- 
ien. 

Q.  What  reply  was  made? — ^A.  I  received  a  reply  from  Mr.  Hersey. 

Q.  Have  you  nis  reply  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  or  record  of  your  letter  to  Mr.  Cooper  inclosing  the  slips  f— A. 
Yes,  sir;  I  have  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  have  them  both. — ^A.  These  are  the  ones  [marked  Exhibits  No. 
1  and  2,  respectively] . 

Q.  What  is  the  typewritten  slip  attached  to  Mr.  Hersey's  letter  of  the  18th  Feb'y, 
just  handed  mef — ^A.  That  was  attached  to  the  letter  when  I  received  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  **  memorandum  you  made  in  lead  pencil,''  referred  to  by  Mr. 
Hersey  in  his  reply? — ^A.  I  tliink  I  wrote  a  postscript  in  pencil.  I  think  the  post- 
script copied  on  tne  back  of  the  copy  of  the  letter  I  retained  is  what  I  wrote  in 
pencil. 

Q.  What  reply  did  you  make  to  Mr.  Hersey's  letter? — A.  My  recollection  is  that  I 
stated  in  reply  that  he  must  say  himself  what  his  services  were  worth.  Yes;  I  have 
a  memorandum  copy,  hastily  written.    This  is  it.    Marked  Exhibit  No.  3. 

Q.  What  correspondence  followed? — ^A.  I  have  Mr.  Hersey's  reply,  in  which  he 
said  the  usual  fee  for  such  service  was  worth  one  dollar  per  case.  In  which  he  also 
spoke  of  the  labor  involved,  and  thought  that  price  was  a  reasonable  one  for  the 
service  rendered,  and  asked  my  opinion  whether  I  thought  the  amoxmt  was  too  great. 
I  thought  the  price  was  reasonable,  and  as  the  data  was  v^uable  to  me  I  concurred. 

James  F.  Morgan, 

Deponent, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  28  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  folly  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Grbenawalt, 

Special  Examiner, 


DEPOSITION. 
[Case  of  S.  R.  Heraey  et  al.^  "So .) 

On  this day  of ,  188-,  at , ,  county  of ,  State  of 

,  before  me,  J.  G.  Greenawalt,  special  examiner  of  the  Pension  Office,  person- 


ally appeared ,  who,  beinp  by  me  first  duly  sworn  to  answer  truly  all 

interrogatories  propounded  to  him  during  this  special  examination  of  aforesaid  pen* 
sion  matter,  deposes  and  says : 

Q.  What  followed  t  What  further  correspondence,  if  any,  did  you  have  concerning 
this  matter? — ^A.  Having  received  the  status  of  only  about  ten  of  the  list  of  25  cases 
sent  to  Mr.  Cooper  in  the  first  place,  I  wrote  to  him  later,  referring  to  the  proposition 
made  at  the  time  he  introduced  me  to  Mr.  Hersey,  and  inclosed  twenty-five  dollars 
in  payment  for  the  whole  of  said  list,  and  requested  that  the  status  of  the  balance 
of  the  cases  be  sent  to  me.  In  this  communication  I  also  inclosed  an  additional 
list  of  ten  cases  I  wished  the  status  of,  and  stated  I  would  remit  for  them  when  re* 
ceived. 

Q.  Did  you  retain  a  copy  of  this  last  letter?— A.  Y«8|  sir.  (Prodaoed  and  marked 
£x.  No.  5.) 
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Q.  What  followed!— A.  I  next  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hereey,  inclosing  tlie 
Btatiis  of  the  balance  of  the  list  of  25  cases  (all  but  one).  In  thia  letter  he  spoke  of 
having  settlement  made  after  each  batch  of  ten  cases  were  sent  me. 

Q.  Have  you  this  reply f — A.  Yes,  sir;  this  is  the  letter.     [Marked  Exhibit  No.  6.] 

Q.  Did  he  acknowledge  receipt  of  the  $25.00  sent  in  payment  for  the  first  batch  of 
cases  f — A.  No ;  but  on  March  11th  Mr.  Cooper  wrote  mo  a  letter,  returning  the  |25.(^ 
I  had  sent  in  his  care  for  Mr.  Hersey,  statmg  that  when  he  first  rec4?ived  it  he  did 
not  fuUy  understjand  what  it  was  for,  but  that  after  eonsnltation  witli  Mr.  Heiwy 
and  finding  that  it  was  in  payment  for  status  of  claims  it  would  be  improper  for  hiiii 
to  pay  the  money  to  Mr.  Hersey,  as  Mr.  Hersey  was  in  his  service  as  his  secretary, 
and  that  it  was  only  in  that  capacity  the  work  could  be  done.  He  went  on  to  gay 
that  he  had  called  up  thousands  of  cases  and  done  it  cheerfully  and  had  never  re- 
ceived, or  knowingly  allowed  any  one  connected  with  him  to  receive  or  charge  a 
cent,  and  he  would  therefore  not  allow  me  to  pay  for  it. 

Q.  Please  let  me  have  that  letter,  if  you  have  it? — ^A.  I  have  it  here.  [Marked 
Exhibit  No.  7.] 

Q.  Have  you  since  paid  Mr.  Hersey  for  his  services f — A.  No;  I  have  wait«i, not 
knowing  just  what  to  do,  and  there  was  still  one  case  back,  the  status  of  whieLI 
received  a  few  days  ago.  It  is  my  impression  this  was  the  case  of  Mrs.  Eimice  L 
Headley,  No.  351744. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  reply  in  relation  to  the  status  of  the  list  of  10  cases  sent 
with  the  $25  to  Mr.  Cooper  for  Mr.  Hersey  on  Feby.  22,  1892,  as  shown  by  the  let- 
ter!— A.  No.  On  Mar.  9  I  replied  to  Mr.  Hersey's  letter  of  Mar.  5,  stating  that  I 
had  already  sent  the  money  for  25  cases  to  Mr.  Cooper  in  a  registered  litttT,  for 
which  I  had  a  card  receipt,  and  asked  him  whether  he  had  received  it.  (See  copv 
of  letter  Ex.  No.  8.) 

Q.  Have  you  had  a  reply? — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  had  no  letter  from  cither  Mr. 
Cooper  or  "Mx.  Hersey,  except  that  the  status  of  one  case,  the  last  of  the  first  lot  of 
25,  was  sent  me  in  an  inclosnre  alone  and  not  signed. 

Q.  Mr.  Morgan,  can  you  identify  the  cases  named  on  the  17  Congressional  slips  I 
hand  you  as  among  those  contained  in  the  list  of  25  sent  to  Mr.  Cooper f — A.  Yes;  I 
recognize  these  as  of  among  the  list  of  25  sent  to  Mr.  Cooper. 

Q.  I  will  mark  these  slips,  from  9  to  25  consecutively,  as  exhibits  to  this  deposi- 
tion. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  Mr.  S.  R.  Hersey  was  acting  as  private  secretary 
for  Mr.  Cooper f — A.  Mr.  Cooper  told  me  so,  and  at  the  time  he  intro<luced  me  to 
Gen.  Raum,  in  response  to  an  inquiry  from  Com'r  Kanni,  Mr.  Cooper  stated  that  Mr. 
Horsey  had  authority  to  call  up  cases  for  him. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  a  receipt  for  the  registered  letter  containing  the  $25.00  and  an  ad- 
ditional list  of  ten  cases  to  be  caDed  up.  Have  you  that  receipt  f — A.  Y'es,  sir.  (tiled 
and  marked  Ex.  No.  26. ) 

Q.  Mr.  Morgan,  have  you  any  further  stat-ement  you  wish  to  make  concerning  thii 
matter  f — A.  I  have  not,  except  that  I  had  no  intention  of  violating  the  rules  or  prac- 
tice of  the  Pension  Oftice  in  obtaining  the  status  of  claims  m  tbeniaTiner  indicate*!. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  the  foregoing  deposition  containe<l  in  two  sheets  read,  and  have 
your  answers  been  correctly  recorded  in  response  to  the  questions  asked  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Jambs  F.  Morgan, 

Deponent. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  28th  day  of  March,  1892,  and  I  certify  that 
the  contents  were  fully  made  known  to  deponent  before  signing. 

J.  G.  Gkeexawalt, 

Special  Examiner, 

[Exhibit  No.  l.] 
[James  F.  Morgan,  attomey-at-law.    Office,  Bank  Building,  up  ataira.! 

Bloobongton,  Ind.,  Feb.  8,  1S9S, 

Hon.  G.  W.  Cooper, 

Washington^  D,  C. : 

Dear  Sir  :  Inclosed  find  slips  with  title  of  25  pension  claims,  which  seem  to  b« 
hanging  fire.     These  are  original  cases. 

Some  under  old  law  and  some  under  new  law,  as  you  will  see  indorsed  on  8lii)«. 
Some  of  these  cases  have  been  pending  under  the  old  law  for  4  or  5  years,  and  I  can 
not  hear  from  them  and  have  not  heard  from  them  for  a  long  time. 

What  I  want  is  the  correct  status  of  these  claims,  so  if  there  is  anything  additional 
to  be  done  ia  tUe^e  c^Aea  I  m^^  do  it  at  once.    It  seems  to  mo  that  all  of  these  cases 
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ought  to  have  been  adjudicated  long  ago.    I  had  some  of  the  oasea  under  old  law 
marked  "  completed  "  for  two  years.    Please  attend  to  this  for  me. 

James  F.  Morgan. 
Per  A.  C. 

P.  S. — ^I  will  pay  such  compensation  as  is  proper  for  the  status  of  these  claims.  I 
would  have  written  direct  to  your  man  Hersey,  ont  I  did  not  get  his  address. 

[Exhibit  No.  2.] 

House  of  BEPSBSENTATiyEs, 
WaaMngUm,  D.  C,  Feb.  18, 1892. 

Jambs  F.  Mobgan,  Esq., 

Bloomingtonf  Ind. : 

Mt  Deab  Sib  :  Tonr  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper  was  handed  to  me 
by  him,  and  noting  the  memorandum  you  made  in  lead  pencil,  and  which  was  in- 
closed with  said  letter,  I  made  a  x>«Tsonal  examination  of  some  of  the  claims  and 
send  you  statements  as  to  their  status  and  requirements  herewith.  If  you  can  state 
w^hat  you  consider  a  reasonable  amount  per  claim  for  such  services  1  shall  be  glad  to 
correspond  with  you  further  with  a  view  to  our  mutual  interests. 

For  the  statements  I  now  send  you  can  remit  what  you  think  a  fair  compensation 
for  the  labor  inyolyed. 
Yours,  truly, 

S.  B.  Hebsey. 

[HemonndTmL  inclosed,] 

Ab  the  present  regulations  of  the  Bureau  forbid  attorneys  from  examining  the  rec- 
ords and  medical  reports,  and  also  any  adyerse  testimony  that  may  be  filecL  I  can  of 
course  obtain  such  information  only  through  the  courtesy  of  members  of  Congress, 
w^hose  Department  work  I  attend  to. 

It  will  therefore  be  necessary  to  consider  all  correspondence  on  the  subject  as 
strictly  confidentiaL 

[Exhibit  No.  3.] 
[James  F.  Morgan,  attorney-at-law.    Office  Bank  Building,  np  stain.] 

Bloomikgton,  Ind.,  Feb.  19, 1892, 

8.  B.  Hebsbt, 

WaehingUm,  D,  C: 

Deab  Sib  :  I  have  just  receiyed  the  status  of  10  of  the  cases  which  I  sent  to  Hon. 
6.  W.  Cooper.  The  status  of  these  cases  seems  complete  and  ^eat  value  to  me.  As 
to  compensation  it  is  not  for  me  to  say  what  you  should  receive.  I  will  not  allow 
any  man  to  set  a  price  on  my  labor.  You  know  better  than  I  what  your  services  are 
worth.  Therefore  write  me  by  return  mail  what  you  desire  and  I  will  forward  to 
you  at  once.  As  you  did  not  give  me  your  address  I  am  compelled  to  write  to  you 
in  care  of  George.  I  have  about  200  cases  dragging,  and  when  a  proper  understanding 
is  arrived  at  as  to  compensation  I  will  give  you  more  cases. 

Jas.  F.  Mobgak.. 

[Exhibit  No.  4.] 

House  of  Bepbesentattyes,  U.  S., 

WaeMnffton,  D.  C,  Feb.  27, 1892. 
Jambs  F.  Mobgan,  Esq., 

EUMmingUm,  Ind.: 

Deab  Sib:  Your  favor  of  the  20th  instant,  addressed  tome  in  care  of  Hon.  Geo.  W. 
Cooper,  did  not  reach  me  until  to-day ;  hence  the  delay  in  response. 

I  send  you  herewith  the  status  in  nve  more  of  the  cases  referred  to,  and  will  send 
more  in  a  day  or  two. 

/fhe  usual  fee  charged  by  attorneys  in  calling  up  and  giving  status  of  claims  is  $1 
per  case,  and  when  all  the  time  and  labor  involved  in  the  calling  up  and  examining 
papers  is  considered,  I  think  the  amount  is  not  any  too  great. 

At  the  same  time  I  like  to  make  it  an  object  for  those  who  desire  such  informatloiL 
and  it  is  for  that  reason  that  I  desired  to  leave  the  com]^«nattt\oTi.^S5i2lDL^^^. 
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You  can  remit  at  your  conyenience,  and  at  the  same  time  I  ahall  be  pleased  to  liftTv 
yonr  idea  as  to  whether  the  amount  is  too  great. 

Please  keep  all  information  I  give  you  in  regard  to  these  cases  as  strictly  confi- 
dential so  far  as  my  name  is  concerned,  for  the  reason  that  the  present  mlinga  of  the 
Bureau  forbid  an  attorney  from  examining  the  record  or  certificate  of  medical  exsm- 
inations  in  all  oases. 
Yours,  truly, 

8.  B.  HSBSKT. 

[Exhibit  No.  5.] 

Feb.  23, 1892. 
Hon.  Gboroe  W.  Cooper, 

Washington,  D.  O.  : 

Dear  Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  Mr.  Hersey's  letter  inclosing  reply  as  to  the  eoodi- 
tion  of  10  of  the  list  of  twenty-fiye  claims  I  sent  you  on  the  8th  instant,  in  a^coid- 
ance  with  proposition  he  and  you  made  when  you  [in]trodnced  me  to  him  at  Wtik- 
ington^  D.  C.y  in  January  last.  In  his  letter  he  says  that  the  amount  of  oompeofia- 
tion  will  be  left  to  me.  My  recollection  is  that  he  agreed,  as  I  told  him  that  1  hsd 
about  250  cases  for  pension  that  I  would  be  pleased  to  have  called  np,  to  fumiflli  ne 
information  for  $1  per  claim.  I  got  this  impression  from  either  you  or  him.  Now,  it 
is  not  convenient  for  me  to  have  all  these  called  up  at  once  or  to  pay  for  all  nov, 
but  as  I  have  received  reply  and  information  in  ten  claims  of  the  25  I  sent  yon  I 
herewith  inclose  $25  for  the  iSrst  list  of  25  claims  sent  to  yon,  and  also inclaaea list 
of  10  more  claims  I  wished  to  have  called  up  and  get  information  in.  If  this  is 
satisfactory  let  me  know  and  I  wiU  remit  and  send  additional  list  upon  receipt  of 
information  upon  the  first  list  and  that  inclosed.  I  replied  to  Mr.  Hersey  a  fewdajs 
ago,  but  as  he  did  not  give  any  address  I  sent  letter  in  your  care. 
I  remain  yours,  etc., 

James  F.  Morgan. 

[Exhibit  No.  6.] 

House  of  Bepresentativks  IT.  8., 

Washington,  D,  C,  Mck.  S,  189S. 

James  F.  Morgan,  Esq., 

Bloomington,  Ind.: 

Dear  Sir:  I  send  you  herewith  status  of  the  balance  of  the  claims  mentioned  in 
your  letter  of  recent  date.  I  have  also  received,  through  Mr.  Cooper,  a  list  of  claims 
m  which  you  desire  the  status. 

I  will  examine  these  claims  as  early  as  possible  and  send  you  status  of  ten  st  i 
time  until  the  list  is  completed. 

I  will  say  that  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  m.t,  and  I  trust  agreeable  to  yon,  to 
have  settlement  made  after  each  batch  of  ten  cases  have  been  sent  to  you.  The 
status  of  twenty-four  claims  I  have  already  given  you  and  would  like  you  to  remit 
the  amount  due  on  said  twenty-four  claims  as  early  as  you  oan^  conveniently. 

I  wish,  furthermore,  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  the  information  I  give  you  is  to  bt 
treated  as  confidentially  for  reasons  which  I  have  heretofore  made  known  to  yon. 
Yours,  truly, 

8.  R.  HxRSiY. 

[Exhibit  No.  7.] 

House  of  Bbresentatiyks  U.  8., 

WasMngUm,  D.  C,  Meh,  11,  lS9t. 

Mr.  Jas.  F.  Morgak, 

Bloomington,  Ind,: 

Dear  Jim:  Tour  letter  containing  $25.00,  which  you  say  is  for  Mr.  Hersey,  esm« 
while  I  was  out  in  Indiana.  So  soon  as  I  returned  it  was  delivered  to  me.  I  hsre 
been  very  busy  or  should  have  answered  immediately.  I  wished  to  see  Mr.  Heney 
before  doing  so.  I  had  not  fully  understood  what  it  was  you  wished  him  to  do  for 
you.  From  your  letter  it  seems  you  have  sent  the  money  to  pay  him  for  callinji;  np 
cases.  Of  course,  Jim,  I  can  not  allow  you  to  pay  Mr,  Hersey  for  that  kind  of  work. 
He  is  in  my  service,  and  it  is  only  as  my  secretary  that  that  work  could  be  done  for 
you.  I  have  called  up  thousands  of  cases,  and  have  always  done  it  cheerfully,  bnt 
I  have  never  received  nor  knowing  allowed  anyone  connected  with  me  to  charge  i 
cent  for  that  work — ^not  cv^u.  «k  ^o%\.»,^"ft  «\,wav^.  V%\^«\\  Tiot,  therefore,  allow  you  to 
pay  any tJung  for  that  service .    \\»  \a  Tt^^X»  x\^\..  W»  Ssi  ^Vifins£a\%  ^dQAQE&&  \2KA.\th«  office 
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irith  2,000  employ^  ean  not  or  will  not  carry  on  the  necessary  correspondence  with 
olaimants  and  their  attorneys.  However  that  may  be,  I  am  clear  that  I  ought  not 
to  allow  yon  to  pay  Mr.  Hersey  anything  while  he  is  in  my  seryice.  Whatever  is 
d<me  by  me  in  that  direction  is  done  in  uie  line  of  my  dnty^  and  is  so  to  be  regarded. 
I  will  do  the  best  I  can  for  your  cases,  but  not  for  pay.  I  therefore  return  the 
money. 

Tours, 

Geo.  W.  Coopeb. 

Tour  letter  to  Mr.  Hersey  came  this  evening,  and  was  opened  by  me  bv  mistake. 
I  have  stated  my  position  to  Mr.  Hersey  and  the  matter  is  satisfactory  to  him. 
Tours, 

COOPKB. 

[Exhibit  No.  8.] 

[JamM  F.  Morgan,  attomay  al  law.    Office,  Bank  BnUdlng,  apatalia.] 

Bloominoton,  Ind.,  Mardi  9, 189$, 
8.  B.  HsBSST, 

Dear  Sir  :  Tours  containing  the  status  of  five  cases  more  has  j  ust  been  recM.  This 
makes  the  status  of  24  cases  I  have  rec'd  from  you.  I  am  somewhat  surprised  that 
you  ask  me  to  make  settlement  for  those  cases,  as  I  have  sent  a  registered  letter  con- 
taining $25  to  Hon.  G.  W.  Cooper  as  payment  for  the  twenty-five  cases  I  sent  you. 
I  sent  this  $25  to  Mr.  Cooper  on  Feb.  ^.  I  have  Mr.  Cooper's  receipt  showing  that  he 
received  the  registered  letter. 

Please  notify  me  at  once  whether  or  not  you  have  received  it. 
Tours,  respectfully, 


jASnCS  F.  MOBGAK, 

PerA.C. 


[Exhibit  No.  9.] 

[8-660.] 

[Congressional.    No.  949061.] 


Name  of  claimant, .    P.  O. . 

Name  of  soldier,  David  T.  Shields,  unassigned;  Begt.,  32d  Ind.  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coopek. 
[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Feb'y  10, 1892.] 

« 
These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  oy  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
ewly  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Raum, 

CommUiionmr, 

[Exhibit  No.  10.] 

[8-060.] 

[Congressional.    Wid.  No.  277151.] 

Name  of  claimant,  Annie  E.  Reynolds,  P.  O. . 

Name  of  soldier,  Seth  L.  Reynolds,  Co.  G,  Reg't  77,  4  Ind.  Car. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coofeb. 
[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  FeVy  16, 1892.] 

*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  FeVy  16,  1892.] 


Geo.  W.  Cooper. 


M  ^ 


K 


11  r 


These  slips  are  exclnsively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congrew,  And 
When  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  tbem  ao 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

G&ERK  B.  Baum, 

Ccmmigmur. 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

[Exhibit  No.  12.] 
[Congressional.    No.  626454.] 


Name  of  claimant.  Melbume  H.  Sanbem.  P.  O.  - 
Name  of  soldier,  do. ;  Co.,  G;  Reg't.,  27  Ind.  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 


GrO.W.  COOPEB. 


[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Feby.  16,  1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  m 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.' 

Gkken  B.  Raux, 

Cammmumer. 
*Plea8e  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

[Exhibit  No.  13.] 

[8-650.] 

[Congressional,  No  602360.] 
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[Exhibit  No.  14.]     « 

[a.660.] 
[CoDgressional  No.  382049.] 


Name  of  claimant,  Sasanna  Woodward.   P.  O. . 

Name  of  soldier,  Peter  M.  Gray;  Co.,  G;  Eegt.,  31  Ind.  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Gbo.  W.  Coopsb. 

[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Feb'y  16, 1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclasively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  cousideration. 

Senators  and  members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Baum, 


*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


CommUsioner, 


[Exhibit  No.  16.] 
[3-650.] 
[Congressional,  No.  640317.] 


Name  of  claimant.  Chas.  A.  Thompson.    P.  O.  — ^-^- 
Name  of  soldier,  do.;  Co.,  F;  Re^t,  70  Ills.  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows:    Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coofbr. 

[Second  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Feby.  16,  1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Raum, 


*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

[Exhibit  No.  16.] 

[8— SSO.] 

[Congressional.    Wid.,  No.  235226.] 
Name  of  claimant.  Addle  A.  Pickering.    P.  O. 


CtnamUsioner. 


Name  of  soldier.  Pleasant  J.  Woodall,  Co.  E;  Beg't^  117  Ind.  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coofbr. 

[Second  deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  FeVy  16, 1892.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  p<;r8on  will  not  receive  coDsideration. 

Senators  and  Membcis  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Kaum, 

CommisHoner. 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

6-301. 


<i 


when  nBed  Dy  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensiona  in  giving  them  ai 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cims.* 

'  Gjelkkn  B.  Baum, 

'Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

(6188.)    6-301. 
[Exhibit  No.  18.] 

[8-^60.] 

[CongressionaL    Wid.,  No.  235226.] 
Name  of  claimant.  Addle  A.  Pinkering.    P.  O. 


Name  of  soldier,  Pleaaant  J.  Woodall,  Co.  £;  Beg't,  117  Ind.  Vols. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Oxo.  W.  Coons. 

[Second  deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  FeVy  16, 1882.] 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congrees,  tad 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 
Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  hi 
fly  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  easfle.' 


early 


Ores^t  B.  Rauv, 


*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


6-301. 


f 


i 


[Exhibit  No.  19.] 
[fr-SM.] 
[Congressional.    Widow's.    No.  489203.] 
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[Exhibit  No.  20.] 

[a~560.] 

[CongreBsional.    Orig.  No.  653,246. 

Name  of  claimant, .    P.  O. . 

Name  of  soldier,  Henry  C.  Duncan,  Co.  E,  Beg't  136  Ind.  Y. 
Information  wanted  as  follows:  Papers. 

OSO.  W.  COOPKR. 

These  slips  are  exclasiyely  for  the  nse  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
"when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  cousideratiou. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.  * 

Grekn  B.  Raum, 

CommistUmer. 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

6-801. 

[Exhibit  No.  21.] 
[8—550.] 

[Congressional.    Orig.  No.  588,757.] 
Name  of  claimant, P.  O. 


Name  of  soldier,  John  H.  Duncan,  Co.  F.,  Reg^t  13  Ind. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Cooper. 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  porson  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.''* 

Grekn  B.  Raum, 

Commissioner, 
*Plea«e  give  post-offloe  of  claimant. 

e-801. 

[Exhibit  No.  22.] 

[3—550.] 

[Congressional.    Widows,  No.  444,346.) 
Name  of  claimant, , ,  P.  O. 


Name  of  soldier,  Geo.  W.  Elkins,  Co.  G,  Reg't  3  Ind. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Cooper. 

These  slips  are  exclusively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  and 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bureau  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  nse  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Green  B.  Raum, 

Commi^sioMr. 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  daimant. 

6—301. 
[Exhibit  No.  23.] 

[a-^550.] 
[Congressional.    Widows,  No.  448410.] 
Name  of  claimant, .    P.  O., 


Name  of  soldier,  David  Eads,  Co.  E,  Reg't  145  Ind. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 
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These  slips  are  exclnsively  for  the  use  of  Senators  and  Members  of  CongtMB,  and 
when  used  oy  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Membera  will  greatly  aid  the  Bnrean  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  is 
early  answer  if  they  will  fiU  and  nse  these  slips  in  maldng  calls  in  pension  csatt.* 

GBKKN  B.RACM, 

CoflifliutMKr. 

*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 

[Exhibit  No.  24.] 

[S-4S60.1 

[Congressional.    Widows,  No.  412586.] 


Name  of  claimant.  MoUie  Moore.    P.  O. . 

Name  of  soldier,  B.  8.  Everman,  Co.  G,  Reg't  38  Ind. 
Information  wanted  as  follows :  Papers. 

Geo.  W.  Coopxs. 

These  slips  are  exclnsively  for  the  nse  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  tad 
when  used  oy  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Itiembers  will  greatly  aid  the  Borean  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  to 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  nse  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  caaei.* 

Gbxkm  B.  Raum, 

*  Please  give  post-office  of  claimant. 


[Exhibit  No.  25.] 

[8-^60.] 

[Congressional.    Minors,  No.  322876.] 
Name  of  claimant,  S.  E.  Carmichall  (gnardian).    P.  O.- 


Name  of  soldier,  George  Thomas,  Co.  G,  Reg't  108,  U.  8.  C.  T. 
Information  wanted  as  follows:  Fapers. 

Geo.  W.  Coopn. 

[First  Deputy  Commissioner,  Bnrean  of  Pensions,  FeVy  15, 1892.] 
These  slips  are  exclnsively  for  the  nse  of  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress,  ind 
when  used  by  any  other  person  will  not  receive  consideration. 

Senators  and  Members  will  greatly  aid  the  Bnrean  of  Pensions  in  giving  them  an 
early  answer  if  they  will  fill  and  use  these  slips  in  making  calls  in  pension  cases.* 

Gbkxn  B.  Raum, 

dmumUiionet, 
*  Please  give  post-office  of  daimaat. 


Washington,  D.  O.,  Friday^  April  8, 1892. 

The  committee  met  at  10:30  a.  m« 

Present:  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler)^e8sr8. Brosins, Dnn- 
gan,  Little,  and  Lind,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and 
Hon.  L.  E.  JPayson. 


TESTIMOVT  OF  HOV.  B.  Y.  BBOOKSHIRE. 

Hon.  E.  Y.  Brookshire,  being  dniy  sworn,  testifies  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  district  do  you  represent! — ^A.  Eighth  district  of  Indiana. 
This  statement  that  I  desire  to  make  this  morning  in  the  beginning,  as 
I  am  expected  to  be  in  the  Committee  on  the  Post-OflBce  and  Post-Roads 
presently,  is  with  reference  to  some  evidence  that  came  ont  yesterday 
in  the  investigation  before  the  committee.  I  desire  to  say  that  Mr.  S. 
B.  Hersey  has  b^sa  uv^  ^^Ast^^ax^  ^  ^^^\idi\i!q^  to  my  i^ension  business 


PENSION  OFFICE  INVESTIGATION.  701 

for,  I  think,  perhaps  about  two  years.  Dnring  the  first  part  of  his  em- 
ployment I  paid  him,  I  think,  $25  per  month  and  postage,  and  recently 
I  have  been  paying  him  $20  per  month  and  postage.  I  became  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Hersey,  I  think,  perhaps  about  the  year  1889.  I 
knew  that  he  had  had  considerable  experience  in  the  pension  business, 
that  he  had  been  acting  chief  in  the  Pension  Office,  and  that  he  was 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  manner  of  doing  pension  business.  I 
have  always  had  confidence  in  his  integrity  at  all  times. 

When  I  first  came  here  I  attempted  to  attend  to  my  own  pension 
business  myself,  but  I  had  Scrivener  paralysis,  which  incapacitates  me 
from  doing  any  considerable  amount  of  writing,  and  I  had  to  depend 
ux>on  my  secretaries  to  do  my  work.  I  have  a  secretary  employed  to 
do  my  miscellaneous  business  and  another  to  do  my  shorthand*^  work. 
Mr.  Hersey  has  been  doing  my  pension  work  for  the  last  two  years.  I 
desire  to  say  in  this  connection,  believing  that  he  was  trying  to  render 
me  a  good  service  as  my  secretary,  I  have  turned  over  all  of  my  pension 
letters  after  I  examined  themi:  I  turned  them  over  to  him  to  have  him 
make  calls  at  the  Pension  Office.  Of  course,  I  have  attended  to  con- 
siderable of  this  business  myself  personally,  and  I  also  desire  to  say 
that  soldiers  seem  well  satisfied  with  the  services  that  we  have  been 
doing  for  them,  and  I  never  heard  any  complaints  until  I  heard  yester- 
day that  there  had  been  some  charges  preferred  against  Mr.  Hersey. 
I  will  say  farther  that  I  have  always  in  employing  Mr.  Hersey  told  him 
I  would  expect  him  to  look  after  my  pension  business,  and  I  desire  to 
render  the  very  best  services  possible  to  the  soldiers  who  wrote  me 
concerning  their  claims.  So  far  as  receiving  a  compensation,  or  expect- 
ing any,  of  course,  I  never  expected  anything  of  that  kind,  and  would 
not  have  permitted  it  from  any  man.  Wherever  anything  has  occurred 
that  has  resulted  in  the  abuse  of  the  courtesy  extended  to  members  of 
Congress  by  the  Pension  Department  by  my  secretary,  I  am  free  to  say 
I  am  sorry  about  it,  and  I  know  nothing  about  any  abuse  of  any  cour- 
tesy. Of  course,  what  I  have  done  for  the  soldiers  I  have  done  for 
them  as  a  member  of  Congress  and  as  their  representative,  and  I  did  it 
as  a  part  of  my  duty  as  a  member  of  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  whether  or  not  you  have  ever  had  soldiers 
outside  of  your  district  in  other  States  call  on  you  for  information,  and 
whether  or  not  yoa  will  fiimish  slips  for  the  purpose  of  getting  that  in- 
formation t — ^A.  Well,  no,  sir;  that  is  to  say,  they  have  written  to  me 
living  outside  of  my  district;  those  who  formerly  were  living  in  my  dis- 
trict who  were  acquainted  with  me.  Of  course,  they  have  written  to 
me  asking  me  to  find  out  the  status;  so  far  as  that  is  cqpcerned  1  think 
I  have  received  letters  from  Kansas,  from  Colorado,  and  from  people 
generally  who  have  moved  out  of  my  district  to  other  localites. 

Q.  When  you  received  these  letters  you  would  turn  them  over  to  Mr. 
Hersey  t — ^A.  Tes,  sir;  just  as  I  did  all  my  own  letters. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  What  would  you  think  of  the  propriety  of  discontinuing  all  Con- 
gressional interference)  with  the  Pension  Bureau  by  the  way  of  slips 
or  otherwise t — ^A.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hardly  know  how  to  answer  that 
question.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  this  work  is  carried  on  in  good  faith 
between  the  members  of  Congress  who  are  called  on  to  do  the  business 
for  their  soldier  constituents  and  the  Pension  Department,  I  can  not  see 
anything  improper  about  it. 


! 


702  PENSION   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  as  to  about  the  nunaber  of  clerks  it  takes 
to  answer  these  Congressional  calls  during  the  session  of  Congess!— A. 
!No,  sir;  I  have  never  investigated  that.  I  have  a  very  numerous  sol- 
dier constituency. 

Q.  Is  not  the  supposed  object  of  this  Congressional  interference  to 
give  some  advantage  to  the  particular  persons  who  apply  to  the  mm- 
bers  of  Congress  for  assistance  t — A.  I  judge  that  is  the  prevailing 
opinion  among  the  soldiers  or  they  would  not  write.  They  think  they 
can  get  their  cases  expedited  by  having  the  member  of  Congress  request 
the  status  and  that  at  once  informs  them  as  to  the  status  of  their  claim 
and  any  neeiled  evidence  is  suggested,  and  in  that  way  they  get  their 
cases  expedited. 

Q.  Don't  you'think  that  is  imposing  additional  labor  on  a  member 
that  ought  not  to  be  imposed  t — A.  I  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  lalx)r 
in  attending  to  this  work. 

Q.  It  seems  to  cost  you  something  like  $25  per  month  f — A.  Yes,  sir; 
not  only  does  it  cost  me  twenty  or  thirty  dollars  a  month,  postage  aud 
all,  to  attend  to  this,  of  course,  I  have  to  have  secretiiries.  All  three 
secretaries  will  cost  me  during  the  last  three  months,  $15  per  mouth. 
That  would  not  be  stating  it  extravagantly. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  That  necessarily,  of  course,  takes  your  time  from  legislative 
work! — A.  I  never  am  absent  from  the  House. 

Q.  It  tunis  your  attention t — A.  Of  cx)ur8e,  if  I  were  not  attendingto 
this  pension  work  of  the  business  of  my  constituents  I  could  be  reflect- 
ing and  studying  matters  of  general  legislation. 

Judge  Payson.  I  simply  want  to  ask  a  question  or  two,  so  the  rec- 
ord will  show  it  as  to  Mr.  Hersey.  By  virtue  of  the  employment  of  Mr. 
Hersey  by  you,  you  did  not  give  him  any  authority  to  use  your  slips 
through  the  Pension  Office  for  the  benefit  of  other  attorneys,  of  coarse! 
— A.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  You  had  no  knowledge  he  was  doing  that! — A.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  state  to  Mr.  Brookshire  that  when  Mr.  Payson 
stated  that  yesterday  he  also  stated  that  he  knew  of  no  evidenceoon- 
necting  Mr.  Brookshire. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir;  the  judge  told  me  that  in  a  conversation  I 
had  with  him.  I  asked  him  if  anything  occurred  in  connection  with 
this  matter  that  in  any  way  reflected  upon  me,  and  he  said  he  thoagbt 
not. 

TESTIMOVT  OF  HOV.  M.  K  OABTZ. 

Hon.  M.  K.  Gantz  sworn  and  examined. 

Mr.  Enloe.  What  district  do  you  represent! 

A.  Fourth  district  of  Ohio.  I  would  say,  unless  the  committee  desire, 
I  would  not  enter  into  a  detailed  statement  of  the  matter  because  it 
would  simply  be  reiterating  what  Mr.  Brookshire  has  said  before,  but  I 
would  like  to  say  this  in  addition,  that  I  have  been  sick  most  of  the 
winter  and  liave  had  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do,  and  I  needed  someone 
to  assist  me  in  looking  after  the  work  for  the  soldiers  in  my  district, 
and  I  employed  Mr.  Hersey  because  I  understood  he  wa«  very  efiicient 
in  the  work  about  the  Department,  and  that  I  paid  him  for  all  the 
work  he  did  and  had  no  knowledge  at  all  in  any  way  that  he  received 
compensation  from  any  one  else,  and  I  do  not  know  that  he  did. 

Judge  Paysoi^,  TUiait  \^^  yrha.t  he  did  for  youf 
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A.  Yes,  sir;  or  any  case  he  may  have  called  up  by  my  name,  and  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  it  at  all.  On  the  other  hand  he  has  been  of 
very  great  service  to  me.  I  know  that  during  the  month  of  March  he 
examined  and  repocted  to  me  more  than  fifty  cases.  I  would  say  fur- 
ther to  the  committee  that  I  keep  my  own  books.  I  simply  turn  over 
to  him  the  slip  of  the  case  and  then  he  goes  to  the  Department  and 
looks  it  up  for  me.    I  keep  my  own  books  and  answer  my  own  letters. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  had  no  authority  from  you  to  make  any  such  use  of 
any  slip  of  yours  f 

A.  No,  sir;  he  had  no  authority  from  me  whatever,  I  do  not  know 
that  he  has  done  so;  I  have  not  any  knowledge  of  it  at  all  that  he  has 
violated  the  use  of  my  name. 


TBSTIMOVT  OF  SAMUEL  P.  HEB8BT. 

SAMUEii  P.  Hebset  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — ^A.  My  name 
is  Samuel  E.  Hersey ;  I  reside  at  No.  933  I  street;  I  am  an  attorney. 
I  am  fifty  years  of  age. 

Q.  Mr.  Hersey,  did  you  see  published  in  the  newspapers  this  morning 
anything  in  regard  to  your  connection  with  calling  up  certain  pension 
claims  on  Congressional  slips! — ^A.  I  did. 

Q,  Are  you  employed  as  the  private  secretary  of  Mr.  Cooper! — A.  I 
am. 

Q.  You  have  heard  the  statements  that  you  were  acting  also  for  Mr. 
Gantz  and  Mr.  Brookshire.  Were  you  acting  for  them  also! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acting  for  any  other  members  of  Congress! — A.  Mr. 
Durborow  and  George  D.  Perkins,  of  Iowa. 

Q.  Had  you  had  any  previous  experience  in  the  same  line  as  private 
secretary  to  members  of  Congress!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  serve  any  members  of— do  you  serve  any  other  mem- 
bers in  the  same  way! — ^A.  Hon.  A.  M.  Martin,  Hon.  E.  P.  Brookshire, 
Hon.  I.  S.  Struble,  of  Iowa,  and  Hon.  Geo.  W.  Cooper;  and  now  and 
then  a  member  of  Congress  who  calls  upon  me  to  look  into  a  matter  in 
regard  to  pension  matters— other  members  I  mean. 

Q.  You  are  compensated  by  the  different  members  for  work  performed 
for  them! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  with  any  of  these  members  of 
Congress  that  you  might  use  their  slips  to  call  up  cases  other  than 
cases  referred  to  you  by  them  in  order  to  get  the  status  of  those 
cases! — ^A.  I  had  no  understanding  with  them  except  that  I  would  do 
my  level  best  to  render  efficient  service. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  arrangement  or  understanding  that  you  would 
receive  pay  from  other  attorneys  for  furnishing  them  such  information 
as  might  come  into  your  possession  by  the  use  of  these  slips! — A.  I 
had  no  such  understanding. 

Q.  Did  Mn  Cooper  know  anything  about  that  matter! — A.  I  don't 
see  how  he  could;  I  had  no  understanding  with  him.  I  have  not  met 
Mr.  Coox>er  three  times  this  session.  He  is  a  very  busy  man,  and  I 
very  seldom  see  him.  I  send  for  his  correspondence  every  morning  by 
my  clerk,  as  I  do  also  for  the  correspondence  of  Mr.  Brookshire. 
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Q.  Are  yon  personally  acqnainted  with  Thomas  F.  Morgan,  of  Bloom- 
ington,  Ind.t — ^A.  I  met  him  once  or  twice. 

Q.  Where  did  yon  meet  him,  on  the  street  f — ^A.  The  first  tame  I  met 
him,  Mr.  Cooper  introdnced  him  to  me  in  my  office.  This  was  two 
months  ago, 

Q,  WeU,  what  was  the  object  of  Mr,  Morgan's  visit  to  your  offire! 
Did  he  state  what  purpose  he  had  in  comiog  to  your  oflScef — A.  There 
was  no  purpose  stated.  He  came  in  with  Mr.  Cooper  and  Mr.  Cooper 
introduced  him  as  Mr,  Morgan,  from  Bloomington,  Ind.;  I  don't  know 
whether  he  said  Bloomington  or  not.  I  think  he  mentioned  the  feet 
that  he  was  in  the  same  business  with  me,  in  pension  work. 

Q.  That  Mr, Morgan  was  in  the  pension  business! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  introduce  him  to  you  as  one  of  his  constituents?— A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Didn't  tell  you  he  lived  in  his  district! — A.  No,  sir.  I  would 
know  that  firom  the  fact  of  his  being  at  Bloomington. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  about  it  at  that  time  between 

Judge  Payson  (interrupting).    Suppose  we  ask  him  what  was  said. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  in  regard  to  pension  business  at  the  time? 

Judge  Payson.  What,  if  anything,  was  said! 

Mr.  Enloe.  lAJl  right.    What,  if  anything,  was  said  f 

The  Chairman.  State  anything,  in  your  own  way,  that  was  said. 

A.  I  suppose  the  interview  lasted  not  more  than  three  minutes.  Mr. 
Cooper  introduced  him  and  Mr.  Morgan  said  something  about  his  being 
in  the  same  business,  and  then  we  commenced,  I  think,  a  discussion  of 
a  recent  decision  of  the  Secretary. 

Q.  What  was  that  decision! — ^A.  I  don't  remember.  It  was  a  mCTe 
incident  of  the  morning.  I  was  very  busy,  and  they  both  seemed  to  be 
in  a  hurry,  and  that  is  all  there  was  to  it.  Mr.  Morgan  said  he  wonld 
call  again ;  but  he  never  caded  again. 

Q.  Where  is  your  office! — A.  Koom  94,  Atlantic  Building,  this  city. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Cooper  make  this  remark  in  that  conversation :  "  If  you 
have  anything  worth  paying  for,  Mr.  Hersey  will  attend  to  it  for  yon." 
Did  he  say  anything  of  that  sort  to  Mr.  Morgan! — ^A.  If  he  did,  I  cer- 
tainly didn't  hear  it. 

Q.  You  didn't  hear  anything  of  that  sort! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  then  say  in  response  to  that  reinark  that  you  would  be 
glad  to  assist  him,  if  he  had  any  business!  Did  you  say  that  to  Mr. 
Morgan! — A.  I  don't  remember  what  I  said  to  him.  It  is  very  indis- 
tinct. The  whole  affair  was  so  brief,  I  don't  remember.  I  should  have 
been  very  glad  to  assist  him  though,  I  will  say,  or  any  one  else  in 
pension  matters,  so  far  as  I  could. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Morgan  tell  you  at  that  time  that  he  had  250  ease«  pend- 
ing, and  discussed  with  you  the  question  of  compensating  you  for  any 
services  you  might  render  him  in  this  case! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  or  Mr.  Cooper,  or  either  one  of  you,  in  t^iat  convexsation 
with  Mr.  Morgan,  indicate  to  Mr.  Morgan  that  the  comi)ensation  that 
you  thought  would  be  reasonable  would  be  $1  for  each  case  in  which 
the  status  was  furnished! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anybody  present  during  this  conversation  that  yon 
remember! — ^A.  Possibly  my  clerk  might  have  been  there.  He  is  a 
boy.    I  am  not  sure  of  that,  though. 

Q.  Have  you  more  than  one  clerk! — ^A.  No,  sirj  a  stenographer  and 
type  writer,  one  clerk. 

Q.  What  is  his  name! — A.  Lewis  Kane. 

Q.  Is  he  still  ttiex^l — A«  T^^  m^ 
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Q.  When  did  yon  open  correspondence  with  Mr.  Morgan  or  he  with 
yon  in  regard  to  getting  information  abont  x>eD8ion  cases! — A.  That  is 
a  matter  which  I  can  easily  find  ont  from  my  records.  I  wonid  be  glad 
to  have  the  committee  look  at  my  records.  Everything  is  open  before 
them,  and  I  would  he  glad  to  have  them  look  at  them.  I  have  done 
nothing  that  I  think  is  not  right  to  the  soldier,  or  members,  or  to  any 
one  else^  and  I  am  here  to  testify  to  anything  that  they  may  reqnest 
of  me. 

Q.  What  was  the  natnre  of  the  information  yon  were  furnishing; 
were  you  furnishing  it  to  attorneys  or  soldiers! — ^A.  To  attorneys. 

Q.  K  the  soldier  made  application  direct  for  information  did  you 
charge  the  soldier  for  the  information! — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  was  very  rare 
that  a  soldier  ever  wrote  to  me  in  which  they  inclosed  a  fee,  and  if 
they  did  I  invariably  returned  it. 

Q.  What  was  your  idea  about  the  services  you  were  rendering  fo? 
which  you  were  charging! 

Judge  Payson.  He  has  not  said  that  he  was  charging  anyone. 

A.  I  don't  deny  that.    I  will  make  the  statement  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Make  it. 

A.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  have  .called  up  cases  over  Congressional  sig- 
natures in  cases  where  attorneys  have  asked  me  for  the  status.  I 
knew  it  was  done  by  both  Congressmen  and  Senators.  They  sent 
their  clerks  over  to  make  inquiries,  and  there  was  nothing  wrong  about 
it;  no  violation  of  any  law  by  it. 

Judge  Payson.  Can  you  give  the  names  of  anybody  calling  up  cases 
over  Senators'  signatures  for  pay! 

A.  I  couldn't  prove  that.  I  make  that  statement.  I  didn't  say  for 
pay.  I  knew  that  I  was  in  violation  of  no  law;  that  I  was  no  violating 
no  rule^  regulation,  or  order  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  so  doing.  I  was 
benefitmg  the  claimant  or  soldier.  I  was  also  giving  the  attorney  the 
benefit  of  my  advice  as  an  attorney.  I  was  not  charging  him  anything 
for  it  unless  he  remitted  it  to  me  voluntary,  and  that  is  all  there  is  to 
it.  I  had  a  very  large  correspondence,  an  immense  correspondence; 
having  so  many  members  of  Congress  whose  work  I  had  to  attend  to. 
I  naturally  had  a  large  correspondence. 

Judge  Payson.  Let  me  understand  you.  So  far  as  yon  were 
concerned  your  services  were  gratuitous;  but  if  they  chose  to  make 
you  a  present  you  accepted  it! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  For  instance,  if  they 
would  say,  ^'I  understand  this  is  worth  a  dollar  a  case,"  and  they  would 
remit  a  dollar  for  the  case  I  would  take  it. 

By  Judge  Payson.  That  suggestion  would  come  from  them! — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  would  accept  it.  You  never  engaged  in  any  contract 
with  them  before  performing  the  services! — ^A.  I  mil  have  to  think  of 
that. 

Q.  Think  of  it! — ^A.  I  don't  know,  but  I  think  Mr.  Morgan  wrote  to 
me,  but  when  he  was  here  he  acted  so  kind  of  suspicious  and  his  letter 
was  so  much  that  way  that  I  became  suspicious  of  his  actions  and  I 
was  a  little  careful  how  to  approach  the  subject  to  him. 

Judge  Payson.  Too  suspicious  of  what! — ^A.  I  didn't  think  he  was 
acting  like  an  honest  man.  I  don't  want  to  say  that  either,  because 
that  might  injure  him;  but  that  was  my  impression. 

Q.  You  was  very  careful  in  writing  to  him! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr,  Enloe  : 

Q.  1  want  to  ask  70U  what  aros^  for  caiudBg  tbo  Q^c^ssity  of  atto^ 
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neys  baying  this  information  of  the  status  of  the  cases f  Gotildn't  tliey 
get  that  from  the  office  t — A.  An  attorney,  until  very  recently,  could 
get  any  information  which  I  could  for  him  if  he  knew  how  to  find  it 

Q.  Fntil  recently!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  V7hat  has  been  done  recently  to  prevent  it  f — ^A.  An  order  pro- 
mulgated by  the  Department  prohibiting  attorneys  from  looking  at  ti» 
testimony  or  looking  at  the  papers,  the  examination  or  reports  of  exas- 
iners;  but  members  of  Congress  have  that  privilege. 

Q,  That  created  a  market  then  for  that  sort  of  information  f— A  5o 
more  so  than  formerly.  It  naturally  would  create  a  market  for  infor- 
mation, though,  because  every  man  who  writes  to  his  Ck>ngressman  and 
wants  to  know  the  status  of  his  case  will  ask  what  the  record  is  and 
want  to  know  the  rejmrt  of  the  examioer,  and  nineteen  out  of  every 
twenty  cases  of  soldiers  writing  will  ask  the  question,  What  did  such  a 
Board  recommend  f  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  reconunendati(m 
was. 

Q.  Formerly  that  was  open  to  attorneys:  that  information  they  conld 
get  without  going  to  Congressmen! — ^A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  when  the  attorneys  were  shut  out  from  this  information  tien 
it  created  a  demand  for  information  through  Congressional  slips  of  a 
•  surreptitious  form! — A.  If  you  call  it  surreptitious. 

Q.  If  you  went  there  and  examined  into  the  status  of  cases  on  a 
Congressional  slip  call  you  i)erformed  a  labor  that  was  worth  something 
and  they  considered  it  worth  something! — A,  Yes,  sir.  My  duties  as  a 
Congressional  clerk  didn't  compel  me  to  go  down  and  do  their  work  and 
examine  their  cases  and  write  them  up  fully. 

Q.  Didn't  require  you  to  write  up  the  cases  to  give  the  exact  stains 
of  it  or  the  evidence  in  it! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  that  because  it  was  easy 
for  me  to  do  it. 

Q.  On  account  of  your  experience  as  a  lawyer! — ^A.  No,  sirj  my  ex- 
perience as  a  pension  clerk. 

Q.  Have  you  been  a  pension  clerk! — ^A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  in  the  Pension  OflBce!— A.  From  1882  to  Feb- 
ruary 1, 1890,    I  have  been  out,  dismissed,  two  Jrears.    I  was  dismissed, 
gwant  that  distinctly  understood)  by  Gen.  Baum;  from  the  Pension 
ffice. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  what  reason! — ^A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  inquire!  —A.  I  have  asked,  but  conld  get  no  satis- 
faction. 

Q.  You  don't  know  for  what  reason  you  were  retired! — ^A.  No,  sir; 
when  I  received  the  letter  from  the  general  requesting  my  resignation 
it  was  10  minutes  to  4.    I  went  and  made  some  such  remark  as  tliis: 
"  General,  my  services  in  this  oflBce,  which  have  been  recognized  by 
both  administrations  by  way  of  promotion,  and  my  services  here  in  the 
past  do  not  seem  to  warrant   any  such  conununication  from  yon.' 
Gen.  Kaum  said,  "  Gen.  Bussey  was  here  this  afternoon  and  it  was 
on  his  account  that  the  letter  was  written.    I  said,  '^  General,  this  is 
your  signature."    He  said,  "  Yes,  but  you  had  better  see  Gen.  Bns- 
sey.    It  is  now  too  late  to  see  him  this  afternoon.    You  can  see  him 
to-morrow  moniiug."    I  simply  asked  why  I  was  asked  to  resign.    I 
did  not  ask  for  retention.    I  went  to  see  Gen.  Bussey  the  next  morn- 
ing about  9  o'clock.    He  api)eared  to  know  nothing  about  it  and  re- 
ferred me  back  to  Gen.  Raum.    I  told  him  that  Gen.  Eaum  had  referred 
me  to  him,  but  I  saw  how  it  was  lying,  a  sort  of  a  see-saw  game.    So, 
Gen.  Bussey  then  asked  me  if  I  were  a  rerated   pensioner.    I  told 
Aim  no,  sir,    W  aa  ^^  o\)cc  ixsuxife  m  >i)[ife  ^^^%x  ^aja.  «Q55fc.t    I  said^  "  It  might 
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have  been  in  the  paper  as  such,  bat  it  is  not  trae.  If  you  hare  that 
report  here,  made  by  the  investigating  committee  you  can  see  and  as- 
certain.'^  He  reached  over  and  got  a  report  and  found  that  I  was  not  a 
rerated  pensioner,  and  upon  that  he  said,  "  Go  to  your  desk,  and  dur- 
ing the  day  I  will  see  Secretary  Noble  and  let  you  know  sometime 
later."  Weeks  and  months  passed  and  I  heard  nothing  from  him. 
On  the  1st  day  of  February,  1890,  about  noon,  a  communication  reached 
me  from  Qen.  Eaum  stating  that  I  was  discharged,  to  take  effect  on 
the  31st  of  January.    I  went  down  to  Gen.  Baum. 

Q.  Did  that  letter  assign  any  reason t — ^A.  No  reason  assigned; 
merely  a  dismissal;  peremptory  dismissal.  I  went  to  Gen.  Eaum,  but 
lie  didn't  seem  inclined  to  give  me  any  information,  and  I  never  got  it. 
I  supposed  it  to  be  the  vicissitudes  of  politics,  and  I  took  it  as  good 
naturedly  as  possible. 

Q.  Did  you  get  this  information  on  Congressional  slips  during  the 
Fifty-first  Congress  as  you  have  been  doing  since  the  Fifty-second! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  furnished  information  to  attorneys  then,  as  they  asked  you 
to  do  so! — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  And  they  comi)ensated  you  then,  as  they  have  been  doing! — A. 
Sometimes  they  did  and  sometimes  they  didn't.    I  never  asked  for  it. 

XJ.  You  think  you  did  as  much  of  that  business  during  the  session 
of  the  Fifty-first  Congress,  in  proportion,  as  you  have  done  up  to  the 
present  time! — ^A.  More,  I  think. 

Q.  You  had  correspondence,  then,  extending  over  the  entire  coun- 
try!— A.  Yes,  sir;  they  got  letters  from  all  parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Cooper.  And  Brookshire  and  others  received,  not  only  letters 
from  soldiers  of  their  own  district,  but  from  every  other  State. 

Q.  Yon  never  had  any  objection  made  at  that  time  to  your  going 
into  the  office  and  getting  this  information! — A.  I  never  had  the  least 
intimation  thrown  out  to  me  that  it  was  improi)er.  If  Charles  Lincoln, 
Gen.  Eaum,  or  anybody  had  suggested  it  was  improper,  I  should  not 
have  done  it. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  Mr.  Morgan  anywhere  else  besides  in  the  Atlantic 
building! — A.  I  met  him  in  the  Pension  Office  in  Lincoln's  room.  I 
asked  him  why  he  had  not  been  up. 

Q.  What  did  he  say! — ^A.  I  think  he  said  he  had  been  too  busy. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  time  you  met  him! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  met  him  outside  the  time  at  your  office! — A.  Yes, 
Bir;  I  met  him  twice,  once  in  my  office  and  once  at  the  Bureau. 

Q.  When  you  got  the  first  case  that  Mr.  Morgan  wanted  called  up, 
did  he  send  to  you  or  through  Mr.  Coox)er! — ^A.  I  don't  know.  I  have 
got  the  corresi)ondence.  He  addressed  the  letter.  I  don't  know  how  the 
envelope  was  addressed.  The  letter  came  to  Mr.  Cooper  in  his  mail. 
I  think  it  is  addressed  to  him.    That  I  can  show.    I  have  the  letter. 

Judge  Payson.  Is  that  the  letter! 

A.  Ko,  sir;  this  is  another  matter.    I  thought  it  was,  but  it  is  not. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Did  you  furnish  this  information  to  attorneys,  for  which 
you  were  receiving  compensation,  with  the  knowledge  of  the  members 
of  Congress  for  whom  you  were  working! 

A.  I  think  not.  I  think  no  member  of  Congress  knew  it,  unless  it  is 
Mr.  Struble,  because  he  would  ask  me  frequently  about  the  condition 
of  the  papers,  and  a^k  me  to  examine  papers,  and  I  would  send  them 
directly  to  him  instead  of  writing  to  the  claimant.  I  would  write  to  Mr. 
Stnible  and  sign  my  name  and  he  would  take  that  slip  ^u^t  Ob^^^^hiSk 
and  send  it  to  the  writer,  whoever  it  waa.  1  d^SiaJt^ccLOH^  ^\!kft  "^^^sa^ 
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Q.  You  didnt  know  whether  he  was  a  soldier  or  attorney  f— A.  No, 
sir;  I  didn't  have  the  letter. 

The  Chaibman.  At  that  time  was  this  particalar  information  fixr- 
bidden  in  the  office  T 

A.  No,  sir.  Had  I  supposed  or  had  any  one  intimated  to  me  the 
question  of  propriety,  I  would  have  desisted. 

Q.  You  said  a  moment  ago  there  was  some  information  that  was  dt*- 
nied  attorneys  in  the  officet — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  denied  at  that  timet — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  DUNGAN.  I  don't  understand  how  far  you  want  that  sng^es- 
tion  to  go  in  regard  to  Mr.  Struble.  You  mean  to  be  understood  that 
he  knew  you  were  getting  pay  from  outside  persons  f 

A.  I  can't  say  that  he  did  loiow. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  asked  you  if  any  of  the  members  of  Ck>ng^ress,  either  in 
the  last  or  this  Congress,  knew  you  were  paid  anything  for  those  serr- 
ices. 

A.  I  did  not  understand  that  question.    That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Struble  say  anything  to  you  that  would  convey  the  idea 
that  you  ought  to  be  paid  for  it,  or  it  was  prox)er  you  should  be  paidfo 
itt — A.  I  think  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  At  that  time  there  was  no  forbidden  informatioB,or 
this  iDformation  was  not  forbidden? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  at  a  certain  time  the  office  made  a  ruling  excluding  cer- 
tain knowledge  from  attorneys! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Which  knowledge  could  be  obtained  for  Congressmen  if 
desired  t 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  employed  by  Congressmen  to  examine  cases?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  by  virtue  of  that  you  had  authority  to  examine  this  forbidden 
information? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  on  a  call  slip. 

Q.  I  asked  you,  to  Imow,  if  you  furnished  any  of  this  for  pay.— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  any  of  the  Congressmen  knew  you  were  receiy- 
ing  pay  for  this  information? — ^A.  I  don't  know  that  they  did. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  Mr.  Cooper  ever  had  any  knowledge  of  it— A 
I  don't  think  he  did. 

Q.  You  know  whether  he  did  or  not? — ^A.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Cooper 
more  than  three  times  this  session,  and  he  is  very  seldom  at  my  office. 

Q.  Have  you  sold  any  of  this  forbidden  information  that  you  obtained 
on  Mr.  Cooper's  slips? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  on  his  slips. 

Q.  Have  you  done  that  on  Mr.  Martin's  slips? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  On  Mr.  Brookshire's  slips? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  any  other  members  of  Congress  slips? — ^A.  I  think  on  Mr.  Per- 
kin's  slips,  of  Iowa.  I  am  not  sure  about  that,  though.  I  can  ascertadn 
by  my  records. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  know,  and  I  want  you  to  be  very  specific  and  defi- 
nite about  it,  whether  any  one  of  these  men  had  any  knowledge  or  means 
of  knowing  you  were  receiving  pay  for  this  inlormation. — ^A,  I  don't 
think  they  had  any  knowledge  of  it, 

Q.  Do  you  think  they  knew  of  it?— A.  No,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.  You  were  not  a  recognized  attorney? — ^A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  you  could  not  get  that  information  unless  you 
were  a  recognized  attorney  or  an  accreted  representat|ye  of  f^  memlw 
pf  Congress?— A,  Yee;^  ^ir. 


PENSION   OFFICE  INVESTIGATION.  709 

Q.  Therefore  it  was  surreptitioiisf — ^A.  Iknowthis- 


Q.  Answer  yes  or  no! — ^A.  I  can't  answer  it  yes  or  no.  I  knew  this, 
.tbat  members  of  Congress  had  their  clerk  call  up  their  cases.  I  knew 
that  a  member  of  Gougress'  slip  was  honored  by  calling  down  any  case 
which  is  indicated  therein,  and  I  knew  that  certain  members  of  Congress 
Lave  allowed  their  clerks  to  call  up. 

Q.  For  pay  t — A.  I  don't  know  j  that  is,  I  don't  know  if  the  Congress- 
men knew  they  got  pay,  but  I  know  they  did. 

Q.  Did  the  clerks  get  paid! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who! — ^A.  I  won't  state. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  do  you  know  of  who  got  paid  for  doing  this  kind 
of  business!  Go  slow  and  give  the  number — ^A.  I  will  say  two,  for  in- 
stance. 

Q.  You  know  of  two! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  members  of  Congress! — ^A.  Clerks  of  members  of  Congress. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  of  Senators,  do  you  know,  have  been  doing  this 
same  thing! — ^A.  I  couldn't  prove  that. 

Q.  I  only  ask  you  what  you  know. — ^A.  I  only  know  what  I  can  prove* 
I  believe  one  more.    I  beheve  that^^ 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  That  is  a  Senatorial  clerk! 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.  How  many  clerks  of  Senators  do  you  know,  as  well 
as  members  of  Congress,  have  been  getting  pay  for  this  business! 

A.  There  is  no  Senator's  clerk  that  I  know.  I  say  I  believe  that, 
and  I  think  that  is  the  only  Senator's  clerk  whom  I  do  know  anything 
about. 

Q.  Then  you  know  of  two  clerks  of  members  of  Congress  and  one 
clerk  of  a  Senator  getting  pay  under  the  Eepresentative  privilege! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  derive  that  information  ! — ^A.  I  think  by  talking  with 
them. 

Q.  By  talking  with  the  clerks! — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  confine  myself  to 
clerks  of  members;  that  is  what  you  were  talking  about. 

Q.  How  many  different  interviews  did  you  have  with  these  two  clerks 
with  reference  to  their  getting  pay  for  this  same  purpose! — A.  I  had 
no  interview  with  the  object  of  obtaining  that. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  the  plain  question.  You  can  answer  that.  How 
many  times  did  you  talk  with  them  in  regard  to  that! — ^A.  I  can't  say 
in  regard  to  that. 

Mr.  Bnloe.  Hadn't  you  better  ask  him  their  names! 

Judge  Payson.  He  has  declined  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  He  didn't  decline. 

Judge  Payson.  How  many  different  conversations  had  you  had  with 
either  or  both  of  these  two  clerks  of  members  of  Congress  on  this  sub- 
ject!— ^A.  I  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q.  About  how  many! — ^A  I  should  think  nearly  every  day. 

Q.  Has  it  been  a  constant  topic  of  conversation  between  you! — A. 
No,  sir;  but  now  and  then. 

Q.  How  frequently  ! — A.  During  the  session  of  the  year  do  you  mean  ! 

Q.  Put  it  since  this  session  began. — A.  Perhaps  a  dozen  times. 

Q.  You  think  there  hasn't  been  any  wrong  done! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  yet,  apparently,  you  are  a  practicing  attorney  before  the 
Pension  Bureau! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  at  the  same  time  acting  as  the  private  secretary  to  several 
members  of  Congress,  whoever  they  may  be! — A,  Yes,  sir. 


710 


1>ENSI0N   OFFICE   INVESTIGATION. 


Q.  Id  the  last  Congress,  were  these  same  clerks  engaged  in  this 
same  basm ess! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  understand  that  fipom  conversatioiis  with  them!— A.  I 
am  not  sure  about  that;  I  don't  think  they  were. 

Q.  When  did  this  first  conversation  occur  with  either  of  them!— A. 
That  I  can't  tell  you. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  to  come  up! — A.  I  suppose  meeting  them  at 
the  Pension  Bureau. 

Q.  What  do  you  remember! — ^A.  Those  questions  can  not  be  answered 
that  way. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  first  conversation  you  had  with  a  clerk  of 
a  member  of  Congiess!  That  we  will  call  "A."  Designating  one  as  A 
and  one  as  B. — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  was^  the  last  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  A  on  this  busi 
ness! — A.  I  don't  know  how  to  answer  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Why  don't  you  get  the  names  of  the  derksT 

Judge  Payson.  He  declined  to  give  the  names  of  these  men. 

,A.  I  don't  care  to  do  that. 

Judge  Payson.  If  it  is  an  honorable  business  and  perfectly  proper 
and  you  have  been  in  it  for  years  and  do  not  believe  you  have  been 
doing  any  wrong  in  it,  why  do  you  decline  to  give  the  names! 

A.  It  is  from  no  such  motive. 

Q.  Do  you  decline  to  give  the  names! — A.  Not  if  you  insist  upon  it. 

Q.  Weil,  please  give  them. — A.  Mr.  Maddox  was  one. 

Q.  Who  is  he  clerk  for! — A.  I  could'ut  tell  you. 

Q.  Who  is  another! — A.  Mr.  McClellan  was  the  other  one. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  McClellan  clerk  for! — A.  I  couldn't  tell  you  as  to 
that. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  who  either  one  of  them  clerked  for! — A.  H.  L 
Maddox  was  the  name  of  the  first  one,  and  I  know  he  clerked  for  Mr. 
liourke  Oockran  of  New  York;  Mr.  English  of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr. 
Harter,  of  Ohio. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  McClellan  clerk  for! — A.  For  his  father,  I  think. 

Q.  What  State  is  liB  from! — ^A.  From  Indiana. 

Q.  Who  else  does  he  clerk  for! — A.  Mr.  Martin,  of  Indiana. 

Q.  Who  else! — A.  Those  are  all  I  know. 

Q.  Do  they  both  have  offices  down  town! — ^A.  They  do. 

Q.  Where  are  they! — A.  Let  me  tell  you  the  whole  of  it.  They  all 
have  offices  in  the  Atlantic  building  the  same  as  I  am. 

Q.  A  little  nest  of  you  together  there! — ^A,  No  nest  at  all. 

Q.  These  two,  those  are  all  the  clerks  you  have  knowledge  of  that 
you  could  swear  to  IVom  conversation  you  have  with  them  who  have 
been  doing  this  business! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Maddox  first  come  to  Washington  ! — ^A.  I  dont 
know. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  know  him! — A.  About  two  years  ago. 

Q.  Did  you  canvass  with  these  two  men  or  either  of  them,  and  from 
that  conversation  knew  they  were  in  this  business,  and  compared  notes 
with  them  how  they  were  doing  it! — A.  We  spoke  of  it  only  inciden- 
tally. 

Q.  I  simply  want  to  know  what  the  visit  was.  Did  you  compare 
notes  together! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  large  a  volume  of  this  business  did  you  have! — ^A.  Not  to 
amount  to  anything,  scarcely. 

Q.  And  you  have  always  regarded  it  as  an  honorable  sort  of  bofli- 
ness! — ^A,  Yes^  ^. 
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Q.  You  don't  regard  it  as  dishonorable  in  any  way  f — ^A.  "SOy  sir. 

Q.  Yon  don't  think  it  onght  to  be  concealed  from  the  Commissioner  T 
— A.  If  he  asked  it,  I  would  have  told  him,  or  Mr.  Idncoln  or  Mr.  David- 
son either. 

Q.  And  these  people  for  whom  you  did  this  business,  you  want  them 
to  understand  it  was  an  honorable  businessf — ^A.  If  they  asked  me  I 
would  have  told  them.    I  frequently  advised 

Judge  Payson.  Just  answer  my  question. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  can  make  any  statement  you  wish  to  when  we 
l^et  throu£:h. 

Judge  Payson.  Then,  to  repeat  what  you  said,  whatever  of  this  busi- 
ness you  have  done  it  has  always  come  to  you  through  the  correspond- 
ence of  some  of  the  members  of  Congress f 

A.  Yes,  sir;  came  to  me  in  that  way. 

Q.  When  people  of  the  country  would  write  to  the  members  of  Con- 
gress in  regard  to  this  business  and  they  would  turn  that  over  to  you, 
and  that  is  the  way  you  did  the  businessf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was 
though  the  members  of  Congress:  some  of  it  to  me  direct.  I  think 
that  of  Mr.  Cunningham  of  Xenia,  Ohio,  and  Mr.  Armstrong  also. 

Q.  Did  you  do  any  business  for  Cunningham! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  get  paid  for  it! — ^A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  Whose  name  did  you  use! — ^A.  I  think  I  called  up  the  cases  for 
him  over  Mr.  Cooper's  signature. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Cooper  know  about  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  not  a  constituent  of  Cooper's! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Cooper  didn't  know  anything  about  it  so  far  as  you 
know! — A.  No,  sir;  neither  did  any  of  the  others. 

Q.  Was  Cunningham  a  lawyer! — ^A.  I  don't  know  what  he  was.  I 
supposed  he  was  a  claim  agent. 

Q.  Then  Cunningham,  so  far  as  Mr.  Cooper  knew — Mr.  Cooper  knew 
nothing  about  him!— A.  I  don't  think  he  ever  knew  him. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen,  then,  that  this  man  wrote  you,  that  you  used 
Mr.  Coox>er's  slip  to  call  up  his  cases  without  Cooper's  knowledge! — ^A. 
That  is  what  I  was  tr5dng  to  tell  you  before.  There  was  a  vast  corre- 
spondence with  five  or  six  of  these  members  of  Congress  in  pension 
matters.  I  had,  as  I  supposed,  a  right  to  call  up  claims  over  Congres- 
sional signatures. 

Q.  Without  notifying  the  Congressmen!— A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  assumed 
that  they  wouldn't  have  any  objection,  inasmuch  as  others  didn't  object 
to  my  calling  up  cases,  or  the  office  did  not  object  to  my  calling  up 
cases. 

Q.  How  could  the  office  object  unless  it  knew! — ^A.  There  was  nothing 
concealed  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  inform  Oen.  Eaum.  or  give  him  to  understand  you 
were  using  these  Congressional  slips  tor  other  attorneys'  business! — ^A. 
No.  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  know  that  nobody  but  an  attorney  of  record  has  a  right 
of  look  at  these  cases  unless  they  were  the  authorized  representatives 
of  a  Senator  or  Member  of  Congress! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  it  was  of  your  own  suggestion  that  you  used  Cooper's  name  ! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  say  the  office  didn't  object  to  if  when  they  didn't 
have  any  knowledge  of  it! — ^A.  I  didnt  know  but  they  did  know  it 

Q.  Did  Gen.  Baum  know  it! — ^A.  I  think  he  has  known  it  a  long 
tune. 

Q.  Since  this  investigation  eommencedf — A^  T«&,  ^ii\  ^s^^\^^<^^s^ 
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Q.  Ton  don't  want  to  swear  to  tliatt — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  DuNOAN.  Is  that  suspicion  that  you  have  atta<^hed  to  other  busi- 
bers  doing  the  same  thing  and  also  from  little  things  that  were  dro]ipeil 
that  yon  heard  and  firom  the  £aiCt  that  other  people  were  doing  thu  » 

well  as  yon  ? 

A,  I  don't  understand  that. 

Qi  Yon  said  yon  suspected  that  Gen.  Banm  knew  from  certain  things- 
knew  that  you  were  doing  this,  or  this  was  being  done.  Do  yoa  mean 
that  he  suspected  it  titiat  these  other  men  were  doing  it  as  well  as  yonr 
self! — ^A.  I  expect  that  Oen.  Baum  knew  it  was  done  and  beingdone 
by  others  as  well  as  myself. 

Judge  Paybon.  You  said  a  little  while  ago  you  never  made  a  charge 
for  any  busine^ss  you  did  in  this  way  for  any  of  these  i)eopIe,  except 
whatever  these  gentlemen  gave  you  in  the  form  of  gratitude  f— A.  I 
did  not  say  gratitude. 

Q.  You  did  not  make  any  charge  for  M — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  unless  they 
wrote  me  and  asked  me  what  it  was  worth,  and  then  I  would  say  a  dol 
lar  a  case.  I  thought  that  was  none  too  much,  and  they  could  pay  me 
or  not,  just  as  they  saw  fit. 

Q,  There  was  no  obligation  on  their  part  to  pay  youf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  no  understanding  between  you  and  them  as  to  what 
you  were  to  receive  for  compensation! — ^A.  There  was  an  imphed  un- 
derstanding that  I  was  to  receive  a  dollar. 

Q.  Before  you  did  the  work! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q«  How  could  that  arise  without  something  was  said  about  itf— A  I 
told  you  I  said  I  thought  such  work  was  worth  a  dollar  a  case. 

Q.  You  expected  it  thenf — ^A.  I  rather  expected  ilL  yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  exx>ected  to  be  paid  a  dollar  a  case! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  in  some  cases  charge  at  the  rate  of  $3  a  case!— A 
Never  in  the  world. 

Q.  Who  else  was  in  partnership  with  youf — ^A.  No  one. 

Q.  Fever  f— A.  No,  sir. 

Q«  No  partnership  where  there  was  a  unity  of  workf — ^A.  I  have  had 
no  partnership. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  such  partnership? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  business  that  you  had  and  which  you  did  without 
the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  Congressmen  in  which  there  was  an 
agreement  to  divide  with  anybody  what  you  could  make  out  of  it?— A. 
I  think  a  man  by  the  name  of  Peet,  from  Columbus,  who  wrote  me  to 
look  up  a  number  of  cases,  and  I  assumed  he  was  with  Maring  & 
Slusher,  and  they  had  a  lot  of  old  cases  to  look  up. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  They  were  pension  attorneys? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Of  what  place? 

A.  I  don^t  know  that;  Columbus,  Ind.,  I  think. 

Q.  What  relationship  existed  between  Mr.  Cooper  and  Mr.  Peet?— 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge  you  did  not  know  of  any? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I 
do  not  remember  that  there  was  any. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  tiiat  they  were  brothers-in-law? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Never  heard  that  they  were? — A.  I  saw  it  in  the  paper  this  morn- 
ing. 

Q.  That  was  the  first  intimation  you  had  of  it?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  yon  went  into  that  you  assumed  that  Peet  was — ^we  will 
not  go  into  the  details  of  this  matter.  You  understood  that  Peet  was 
acting  for  M^axmg)  ^Ixxs^oisi^  ^  C>q.^  ^s\i^  X^&sd^  ^^S^s^sso^L^^^Vii^sJtun^  &  Co. 
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were  attorneys  for  the  sale  of  toagh  cases,  but  that  Mr.  Peet  was  to 
accept  no  feesT — A.  I  said  I  assumed  that. 

Q.  Yon  assumed  thatf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  said  he  was  a  clerk  in  the  office  f — ^A.  I  said  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  firm. 

Q.  You  assumed  also  that  the  work  he  was  doing  was  for  Maring, 
Slasher  &  Co.! — ^A.  I  assumed  that. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  he  write  yout — ^A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  notf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  Mr.  Morgan,  addressed  to  Bloomington, 
Ind.,  on  the  8th  day  of  February,  1892,  in  which  you  said  to  him — 

As  the  present  regulations  of  the  Bureau  forbid  attorneys  from  examining  the 
records  and  medical  reports^  and  also  any  adverse  testimony  that  may  be  iJled,  I  can 
not  of  eonrse  obtain  snch  information  only  through  the  courtesy  of  members  of  Con- 
gress in  the  Department  work  I  attend  to.  It  wiD  therefore  be  necessary  to  consider 
aU  correspondence  on  the  subject  as  strictly  confidential. 

A.  I  wrote  that;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you,  on  the  27th  day  of  February,  1892,  write  to  Mr.  James 
F.  Morgan,  and  among  other  things  say  this: 

Please  keep  all  information  I  give  you  in  regard  to  these  cases  as  strictly  con- 
fidential, BO  lar  as  my  name  is  concerned,  for  the  reason  that  the  present  rulinss  of 
the  Bureau  forbid  an  attorney  from  examining  the  records  of  certificate  of  medical 
examination  in  all  cases. 

Did  you  write  him  thatf 

A.  Kit  is  written  there,  I  will  anticipate  that  I  did,  but  I  can  not 
tell  without  looking  at  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  you  did! — ^A.  I  wrote  him  once;  I  do  not 
know  what  I  wrote  him  at  that  time. 

Q.  If  you  regarded  this  matter  as  honorable,  why  did  you  want  him 
to  regard  it  as  confidential  t — ^A.  Because  I  did  not  want  to  have  claim 
ants  write  me;  I  had  received  letters  from  claimants  and  1  have  to  return 
every  one.    I  did  not  want  a  claimant  to  say  that  I  had  charged  him 
anything  for  examining  his  case. 

Q.  But  the  attorney  wouid  pay  you;  your  conscience  would  not  allow 
you  to  take  it  directly  from  the  claimant? — A.  K  the  attorneys  pay  me 
I  do  not  ask  why  you  or  anyone  else  would  get  the  money  to  pay  me. 

Q.  Just  so  you  got  itt — ^A.  That  is  right. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  law  does  not  fix  the  compensation  which  an 
attorney  shall  receive  from  a  claimant! — ^A.  It  does. 

Q.  If  an  attorney,  then,  charged  more  than  the  law  allows,  being  only 
entitled  to  charge  a  fijced  fee,  would  not  the  attorney  himself  be  violat- 
ing the  ^aw  if  he  accepted  more  than  the  pay  of  an  attorney! — ^A.  He 
would. 

Q.  Then,  did  you  assume  fix)m  that  fact  that  the  attorney  was  paying 
you  out  of  his  own  pay! — ^A.  I  supposed  he  was.  I  took  it  for  granted 
that  he  was. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Morgan  know  your  address  in  this  dty! — ^A.  I  should  say 
he  did. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  letter  heads,  or  anyway  by  which,  when  he  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  you,  he  would  know  what  your  address  was! — ^A. 
Well,  I  wrote  on  Congi-essional  paj^r,  but  ufied  to  %t;aAfii^  u^  ^\l\m^*j^ 
correspondence  with  my  stamp. 
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Q.  He  had  been  to  your  office,  and  knew  it  was  in  the  Atiaiitk\m3d* 
ing? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  knew  it  was  in  the  Atlantic  building. 

Q.  He  was  sufficiently  familiar  with  your  address  to  address  yonb^ 
your  address  f — ^A.  Address  it  care  of;  or  address  it  simply  to  Vtsb- 
ington. 

Q.  K  it  had  been  addressed  to  the  Atlantic  building,  it  would  have 
been  sufficiently  definite  to  find  you^  would  it  notf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  necessity  for  Mr.  Morgan  to  send  his  correspond- 
ence to  you  in  regard  to  the  services  you  were  rendering  here  in  thm 
claims,  through  Mr.  Cooper! — A.  No,  sur. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  sent  any  money  at  any  time  to 
you  through  Mr.  Cooper!  Did  you  learn  anythiiig  about  that  !--A  Y«, 
sir. 

Q.  State  what. — ^A.  I  did  not  see  the  check.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it,  except  what  Mr.  Cooper  told  me. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Cooper  tell  you! — ^A.  He  called  me  down  and  sud 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Morgan  which  he  did  not  exaetlj 
understand  ]  that  tiiere  was  a  check  in  the  letter  to  him,  made  XMiyahle— 
he  did  not  say  to  whom — ^I  think  $25,  and  I  said  **Mr.  Cooper,  why! 
suppose  that  is  in  payment  (I  think  I  said  that  was  in  payment)  of  aome 
service  which  I  had  performed  with  reference  to  some  cases  that  1  had 
examined  and  given  an  expert  examination."  Mr.  Cooper  said,  '^  Weccr- 
tiiinly  can  not  take  any  pay  for  any  work  that  we  do  for  anyone  in  my 
district,"  and  he  said  ^'I  shall  return  it  to  him." 

Q.  Did  you  understand,  or  was  there  any  understanding  between  yon 
and  Mr.  Cooper,  that  he  did  take  pay  for  services  rendered  oatside 
of  his  district! — A.  !N^o,  sir. 

Q.  But  simply  told  you  on  receiving  this  money  to  return  it?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  return  it  or  not! — A.  He  wrote  a 
letter,  1  think  it  was,  it  may  have  been  indorsed  on  the  back  of  the  let- 
ter, that  he  did  not  understand  why  Mr.  Morgan  should  send  him  that 
amount  as  he  very  well  knew  that  he  never  accepted  any  pay  for  any 
services  rendered  to  any  person.  I  remember  the  impression  it  made  on 
me  very  well. 

Q.  Was  that  $25  ever  sent  to  you  again  by  Mr.  Morgan! — A  No, 
sir. 

Q.  He  has  not  sent  it  back  any  more! — A.  He  has  not  sent  it  back 
any  more. 

Q.  He  knows  where  your  address  is! — A.  I  should  think  so. 

Q.  If  he  should  want  to  send  you  $25  he  could  have  sent  it  direct  to 
you! — A.  He  could  have  done  so;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  further  correspondence  with  Mr.  Morgan  about 
pension  claims  since  that! — A.  !No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  send  in  any  more  to  Mr.  Cooper,  after  that,  that  you  re- 
member! — ^A.  He  sent  in  a  list  of  claims  that  he  wanted  Mr.  Cooper  to 
call  up.  I  responded  in  Mr.  Cooper's  name  that  he  would  be  very  glad 
to  call  up  the  cases,  and  would  send  replies  from  the  Pension  Buieaa 
when  received. 

By  Mr.  P ayson  : 

Q.  That  is  subsequent  to  the  $25-business! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Did  you  say  how  many  there  were  of  them!— A.  It  was  a  letUi 
asking  Mr.  Cooper  to  call  up  some  cases. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Have  you  c8bii\»9L  OTi\iMCL  fee  >2s\fe  ViS\ — A^..  'SC<i^  eir^ 
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Q.  It  was  never  tendered  to  you! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  knows  he  owes  it  to  you  just  as  weU  now  as  he  did  thenf — ^A. 
JuBt  as  well  now  as  he  did  then. 

Q.  It  has  not  been  canceled  in  any  way! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  it  was  for  pay  for  services  rendered  he  has  not  canceled  it  in 
any  way! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  see  here  that  Mr.  Morgan  gives  an  account  of  his  trip  to  this 
city,  in  which  he  says: 

I  ^entto  Washington,  D.  C,  to  look  after  my  professional  business,  including:  the  mat- 
ter of  claims  pending  in  the  Bureau  of  Pensions,  in  January  last.  I  arrived  in  Washing- 
ton  Tuesday,  January  5, 1892,  and  left  there  January  10.  I  called  on  Hon.  Geo.  W. 
Cooper,  M.  Cy  representing  my  district,  the  next  day,  Wednesday.  I  saw  him  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  After  the  House  convened  we  went  into  the 
gallery.  I  told  him  I  had  a  lot  of  claims  for  nensions  I  wanted  called  up,  and  he  made 
an  appointment  for  mo  to  come  to  his  house  tne  next  morning.  I  went  to  his  house  on 
Kew  Jersey  avenue  Thursday  morning  about  9  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Cooper  took  me  to 
the  Pension  Office  first  and  introduced  me  to  Gen.  Raum,  the  Commissioner,  and  from 
there  to  the  Land  Office,  and  then  to  the  Atlantic  Building,  where  he  introduced  me 
to  Mr.  S.  R.  Hersey,  telling  him  that  I  was  a  claim  agent,  and  turning  to  me  made 
the  remark,  **  If  you  have  anything  worth  paying  for,  Mr.  Hersey  will  attend  to  it 
for  you.''  Mr.  Hersey  said  something  like  this,  that  he  would  be  glad  to  assist  me. 
Mr.  Cooper  spoke  of  Mr.  Hersey's  former  position  in  the  Pension  Office  and  his  ability 
to  do  the  work  in  that  line.  There  was  some  further  conversation  on  the  subject 
which  I  can  not  recall.  I  told  Mr  Hersey  that  I  had  some  250  cases  pending,  and 
there  was  something  said  as  to  compensation  for  the  work  to  be  done  by  Mr.  Hersey, 
and  it  was  indicated  by  one  or  the  other  that  the  cost  would  be  $1  in  each  case  where 
the  status  was  furnished. 

Is  that  the  visit  that  he  paid  yoa^  to  which  you  referred  a  while  ago  in 
your  testimony! 

A.  That  must  be  the  visit.    He  never  paid  but  one  visit  to  me. 

Q.  Then  he  knew,  it  seems  from  his  deposition,  that  your  office  was 
in  the  Atlantic  Building — he  was  bound  to  know  your  address! — ^A.  Oh, 
yes;  he  knew  my  address. 

Q.  Well  now,  I  see  he  says  in  the  exhibit  he  files — ^h"e  files  a  letter 
here,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  seen  that  letter!  Just  read  the 
letter^  and  read  the  postscript,  and  say  whether  you  saw  it.  You  can 
look  it  over.  Did  you  see  that  letter  at  the  time! — ^A.  I  do  not  re- 
member. 

Q.  He  says  here  in  this  i)Ostscript: 

P.  S. — I  ¥riU  pay  such  compensation  as  is  proper  for  the  status  of  these  claims;  I 
would  have  written  direct  to  your  man  Hersey,  but  I  did  not  get  his  address. 

A.  I  have  seen  the  letter,  but  I  would  not  like  to  swear  to  it. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Cooper  call  your  attention  to  it  after  that,  Mr.  Hersey, 
that  Mr.  Morgan  had  sent  him  these  25  pension  claims,  and  that  he 
claimed  in  his  letter  that  he  did  not  know  how  to  address  you  and 
where  your  office  was! — ^A.  !No,  sir;  if  the  letter  came  to  me  at  all  it 
came  in  the  regular  correspondence,  which  I  send  for  every  morning. 

By  Mr.  P AYSON : 

Q.  Mr.  Hersey  does  not  say  that  he  saw  that  letter  apparently.  Just 
look  at  his  reply  to  the  letter,  and  you  will  see  that  he  did. — A.  I  could 
not  say  positively  that  I  saw  it.  I  will  not  say  that  I  saw  it.  I  have 
no  idea  of  evading  anything,  general. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  Fow,  I  see  this  language  in  the  letter  of  February  27, 1892,  ad- 
dressed to  Hon.  George  W.  Ccoper,  Washington,  D.  C,  on  page  14, 
Exhibit  No.  6,  in  the  deposition  of  Morgan,  and  1  call  your  attention 
to  it. — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  seen  that  letter. 
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not  you  have  any  recollection  of  it. — ^A,  That  one  he  had,  and  that 
remember. 

Q.  That  one  you  wrote  him! — ^A.  Yes;  this  one  I  wrote  him. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  receive  that  letter  from  him,  Exhibit  No.  6!— A 
received  that. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  or  not  that  was  sent  through  Mr.  Coq 
or  whether  it  came  to  you  through  the  mails  T — ^A.  I  tMnk  it  was  j 
dressed  to  me,  care  of  Mr.  Cooper.  I  think  it  came  to  me  as,  Mr.  Cooi 
was  out  of  town. 

Q.  The  next  question  I  want  to  ask  is  if  you  remember  writrng  1 
letter,  Exhibit  No.  4,  to  Mr.  Morgan! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  that  I  recognize 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Hersey,  in  Exhibit  No.  5,  here,  I  see  that  he  says  in 
letter  to  Mr.  Cooper: 

I  replied  to  Mr.  Hersey  a  few  daye  ago^  bnt  as  he  did  not  give  aiiy  addreBS  I  e 
letter  m  your  care. 

That  letter  is  the  one  you  referred  to.  That  came  through  the  m 
in  Mr.  Cooper's  absence,  did  it  nott 

A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  That  is  what  you  supposed  it  relates  to.  Look  at  Exhibit  Nc 
and  see  if  you  wrote  him  that! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  wrote  him  that 

Q.  Did  you  keep  copies  of  those f — ^A.  I  think  I  have  those.  I  ke 
copies,  usually,  of  my  correspondence. 

Q.  You  can  examine  those  copies,  if  necessary,  and  compare  them  w 
these. — A.  If  necessary,  I  think  I  can  identify  them.  I  recognize  t 
letter. 

Q.  See  if  you  remember  receiving  such  a  letter  as  that.  Exhibit  ]Si 
8,  from  Mr.  Morgan! — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  received  that  letter. 

Q.  Never  received  that  letter! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that! — ^A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  It  is  dated  March  9! — ^A.  March  9. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 
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Q.  Is  this  an  ordinary  slip  that  is  used  by  attorneys  in  calling  for  in- 
formation about  cases  [handing  witness  a  purple  printed  slip]! — ^A.  !N^o. 
sir ;  this  is  the  application  used  to  have  a  claim  placed  upon  the  completed 
files. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  such  information  as  you  have  fur- 
ui^ed  has  been  furnished  by  any  employ^  to  any  attorney  f — ^A.  I  do  not.. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  to  prevent  a  clerk  in  the  office  from  getting 
access  to  this  information  and  furnishing  it  to  any  attorney,  if  he  chooses 
to  do  sof — A.  Any  examiner  in  the  office  could  get  all  the  information 
in  any  case  that  is  charged  to  him  as  examiner.  Any  file  clerk  could 
get  any  information  in  any  case  on  file  in  the  division  in  which  he  serves. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  file  clerks  and  examiners  there  are  em- 
ployed  in  the  office! — A.  I  do  not  know  how  many  there  are  now,  but 
there  is  a  large  number.  Wlien  I  was  in  the  western  division  we  had 
215  file  clerks  and  examiners. 

Q.  If  a  file  clerk  or  an  examiner  was  wiUing  to  furnish  such  informa* 
tion,  could  he  not  make  some  other  arrangement  to  fiirnish  that  in- 
formation!— ^A.  Psee  nothing  in  the  way  of  his  doing  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  are  attorneys  who  have  rela-« 
lives  in  the  Pension  Bureau  acting  as  file  clerks  or  examiners! — A.  I 
do  not  call  to  mind  any  at  present. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  number  of  men  now  employed  in  the  Pension 
Office  who  were  formerly  employed  by  George  E.  Lemon! — ^A.  There 
are  some. 

Q.  Gould  they  not  get  that  information  and  furnish  it  to  Lemon,  if 
they  cared  to! — ^A.  They  could. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  former  employ^  of  Mr.  Dudley  has 
been  acting  as  file  clerk  or  examiner! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  who 
has  been  formerly  in  Mr.  Dudley's  employ. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  persons  who  have  been  associated  with  pen- 
sion attorneys  who  are  now  in  the  office  who  have  had  access  to  this 
information! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  at  Xenia,  Ohio,  authorized  to  furnish 
this  information  to  persons  who  might  send  in  cases  at  one  dollar 
apiece! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  send  out  any  such  slips  to  any  parties  to  be  used  in 
connection  with  these  cases! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Look  at  this  paper  and  see  if  you  identify  it  as  an  office  slip  which 
is  used  in  calling  up  cases. — ^A.  I  can  identify  that  as  an  office  slip. 

Q.  State  what  that  purports  to  be. — A.  That  is  a  form  of  applica- 
tion to  have  a  case  placed  upon  the  completed  files. 

The  Ghaibdiian.  Is  it  a  blank  for  attorneys  or  claimants! 

A.  For  either. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Under  Orders  149  and  151!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  any  examiner  in  the  office  might  furnish  the  same 
information  that  you  furnished,  in  the  matter  you  have  testified  about, 
if  he  chose  to  do  so! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Woidd  not  the  question  of  integrity  be  in  the  way! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  that  that  woiSd  be  reprehensible  conduct  for  a 
man  to  carry  on! — ^A.  It  would  be  a  violation  of  the  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  office. 

Q.  It  could  not  be  done,  except  in  plain  violation  of  the  rules,  could 
it! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  are  any  printed  rules  of  the  office 
which  prohibit  it,  but  it  is  well  understood  th^t  QtUy  Q^»mr\X^\  ^\  ^^^ 

baa  uo  tight  to  tdmish  aaoh  informatioiu 
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Q.  Do  yon  keep  a  record  in  your  office  of  all  this  business  that  joq 
have  transacted  for  pay,  where  information  was  obtained  nnder  slipirf 
a  member  of  Congress  t — ^A.  I  think  I  have  a  record  of  most  of  tW 

Q.  Siniie  you  have  been  acting  as  private  secretary  for  membm  of 
Congress  have  yoa  transacted  any  x>ension  busine^^s  in  connection  vitii 
getting  the  status  of  claims,  where  you  have  not  done  it  under  C^ 
gressional  slips! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  a  record  in  such  casesf — ^A.  I  think  I  can  find  ihm. 
There  are  very  few. 

Q.  How  many  have  you  placed  upon  your  docket,  approximatdy. 
since  you  first  began  this  method  of  business? — ^A.  For  which  I  receiTed 
pay? 

Q.  Yes;  how  many  cases  of  all  kinds! — A.  I  could  hardly  tell. 

Q.  Give  it  approximately. — ^A.  I  would  say  a  thousand  aftogetber. 

Q.  In  the  cases  you  had  when  you  employed  another  attorney  in  the 
case,  have  you  ever,  under  cover  of  Congressional  slips,  secured  informs 
,  tion  with  reference  thereto! — ^A.  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

Q.  About  how  many  cases  of  that  kind  have  you  !-^A.  I  do  not  sop- 
pose  that  I  have  a  hundred.    I  merely  approximate  it. 

Q.  How  many  cases  have  you  been  engaged  in  for  which  you  have 
received  pay,  as  you  have  described  here  to-day!  Give  it  approxi- 
mately.— A.  1  should  say  about  two  hundred  altogether;  but  I  am 
guessing  at  that. 

Q.  Have  you  never  said  verbaUy  or  in  writing  that  you  had  about  a 
thousand! — A.., No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  never  said  so,  or  so  written! — ^A.  You  mean  cases  in 
which  I  have  received  pay!  No,  sir.  The  thousand  c^ases  referred  to 
are  cases  I  called  up  for  members  of  Congress,  and  of  which  I  have 
data.  ' 

Q.  But  you  have  kept  a  record  of  all,  whether  you  were  the  attorney 
or  whether  you  did  it  for  other  attorneys! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  many  correspondents  have  you  had  in  other  parts  of  the 
country  in  this  business  of  securing  information  from  the  Pension  Office 
under  Congressional  slips  for  outside  parties,  either  attorneys  or  ap- 
plicants!— A.  I  think  six  or  seven. 

Q.  Give  me  the  names  of  them. — A.  I  include  Mr.  Morgan,  Mr.  Wor- 
rail,  Mr.  H.  C.  Peet,  Mr.  Cunningham,  Mr.  Darst,  Mr.  Armstrong, 
and  Mr.  Canfield. 

Q.  Who  else! — A.  I  can  not  recall  any  other  person  just  now. 

Q.  How  many  cases  did  you  have  for  Mr.  Morgan,  ftrst  and  last!— 
A.  I  think  about  twenty -five. 

Q,  Where  did  he  live! — A.  Bloomington,  Ind. 

Q.  Where  did  Mr.  Worrall  live! — A.  Bloomington,  Ind. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  have  for  him! — ^A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  About  how  many! — A.  Twenty-five  or  thirty,  I  should  say. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  have  for  Mr.  Peet,  first  and  last! — A.  Eight 
or  ten. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  have  for  Mr.  Cunningham! — ^A*  I  am  sure  I 
do  not  know. 

Q.  These  are  approximate;  about  how  many! — ^A.  I  should  say 
thirty. 

Q.  How  many  for  Mr.  Darst! — ^A.  I  had  very  few  for  him. 

Q.  Where  did  Mr.  Cunningham  live! — ^A.  In  Xenia,  Ohio. 

Q.  Where  aid  Mr.  Darst  live! — ^A.  I  think  his  address  is  Alpha, 
Ohio. 

Q.  You  liad.  \eT^  te;^  iot  \>\tcA — K*  ^f  ^rj  1<k^* 
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Q.  Where  did  Mi^.  Armstrong  live! — A.  Xenia. 

Q.  How  many  did  yon  have  for  him  t — ^A.  About  as  many  as  I  had 
for  Mr.  Cunningham — about  thirty. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  have  for  Mr.  Ganfieldt — A.  Not  so  many  as 
for  the  others. 

Q.  Twenty  or  twenty-five! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  of  these  men  are  constituents  of  Mr.  Cooper! — ^A.  Mr.  Mor- 
gan and  Mr.  Worrall. 

Q.  In  all  cases  that  came  to  you  from  Mr.  Morgan  and  Mr.  Worrall, 
did  you  use  Mr.  Cooper's  slips! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  these  cases  were  put  through  did  Mr.  Cooper  know 
about  it! — A.  I  was  not  putting  cases  through 5  I  was  getting  the  status 
of  cases.    I  do  not  suppose  he  knew  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  or  not! — ^A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  him  anything  about  it! — ^A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Where  did  Mr.  Peet  live! — ^A.  I  think  he  lives  in  Columbus,  Ind.  ' 

Q.  Did  he  live  there  when  the  business  was  begun  between  you  and 
him! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  Mr.  Cooper's  town,  and  he  was  a  constituent  of  Mr. 
Cooper's! — A.  He  was  a  constituent  of  Mr.  Cooper's. 

Q.  Was  all  the  business  of  Peet  done  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Cooper! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Cunningham  lived  in  Xenia! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  not  a  constituent  of  Mr.  Cooper's! — ^A.  STo,  sir. 

Q.  In  whose  name  was  the  business  done  for  Cunningham! — ^A.  I 
do  not  know.  Sometimes  it  was  done  in  one  way,  and  some  times  in 
another. 

Q.  Why  was  it  some  times  done  in  one  way,  and  some  times  in 
another! — A.  The  cases  were  all  called  up  on  Congressional  slips,  and 
it  did  hot  make  any  difference. 

Q.  Why  did  you  use  Mr.  Brookshire's  name  and  Mr.  Cooper's,  too! — 
A.  I  think  Mr.  Cunningham  was  formerly  a  correspondent  of  Mr. 
Brookshire's.  I  think — I  am  sure  he  was  a  correspondent  of  Mr.  Brook- 
shire's in  the  Fifty-first  Congress. 

Q.  Did  you  use  Mr.  Brookshire's  name  in  all  matters  for  Cunning- 
ham!— ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  use  his  name  in  aU  those  cases! — A.  There  was 
no  reason.    • 

Q.  Whose  slips  did  you  use  in  Darst's  cases! — ^A.  I  can  not  tell. 

Q.  Whatever  name  occurred  to  you,  you  used  to  call  up  cases! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  never  use  anybody  else^s  name,  except  Mr.  Brookshire's 
and  Mr.  Cooper's,  in  all  these  cases! — ^A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whose  name  you  used  in  Armstrong's  cases! — 
A.  Very  likely  Mr.  Cooper's  or  Mr.  Brookshire's.  Sometimes  I  used 
one,  and  sometimes  the  other. 

Q.  Why  did  you  use  Mr.  Brookshire's  name  at  all  in  Armstrong's 
cases. — ^A.  I  had  no  special  reason. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Cunningham! — ^A.  I  met  him  once. 

Q.  Was  it  before  or  after  this  business  began! — A»  It  was  before. 

Q.  Where  was  that! — A.  In  Col.  Lincoln's  room  or  in  the  room  of 
the  Second  Deputy  Commissioner. 

Q.  Under  what  circumstances! — ^A.  I  think  he  was  there  looking 
after  his  business,  and  I  noticed  that,  as  he  sat  opposite  me,  he  did  not 
know  exactly  how  to  proceed  to  investigate  a  pension  claim,  and  I 
think  I  offered  to  aid  him  in  that  case.    He  &eem^  \j(>  \^  ^  ^Xx^s^^sl  \f^ 
the  works 
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Q.  Was  anytliing  said  between  you  and  him  about  the  busiDeffit- 
A.  i^o,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  you  got  into  business  with  him?— 11 
think  he  wrote  to  me  after  he  returned  home. 

Q.  Have  you  that  letter  which  he  wrote  to  yout — ^A.  I  dont  know. 

Q.  Have  you  a  distinct  recollection  that  he  did  write  to  you?— A.  I 
have  a  pretty  distinct  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  writing  him  at  that  time  ? — ^A*  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  not  receive  a  letter  from  him  in  which  he  asked  yon  to 
look  up  the  status  of  a  certain  case  for  him? — A.  Possibly  I  did. 

Q.*  And  did  you  not  reply  to  that  letter,  giving  him  the  status  d 
whatever  claim  he  asked  for! — ^A.  Very  likely  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  use  a  Congressional  slip! — ^A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  in  the  conmiencement  of  this  examination  tlol 
you  never  commenced  any  busiuess  except  through  Congressmen?— A. 
I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  K  you  did  you  did  not  mean  to  be  so  understood  T — ^A.  I  do  not 
think  I  Haid  so. 

Q.  Here  is  a  case  that  came  to  you  independent  of  any  Congres^onal 
interference? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  get  this  letter  (in  which  a  dollar  was  inclosed)  from  an 
attorney  in  a  case,  and  you  did  call  it  up  under  a  Congressional  sKp?— 
A.  I  presume  I  did. 

Q.  Have  you  a  distinct  recollection  of  it? — ^A.  I  have  not.  1  bad  a 
great  deal  of  business  then,  and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  tell. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  of  receiving  the  claim  of  WOliam  D.  Green, 
Company  F,  Thirty-fourth  Ohio  Volunteers,  case  64290? — A.  It  ao€3 
not  occur  to  me  now. 

Q.  Did  you  not  send  him  a  power  of  attorney  to  execute  to  enable 
you  to  represent  him? — ^A.  JSTo,  sir. 

Q.  If  he  says  you  did,  and  that  he  returned  it  to  you,  you  have  no 
recollection  of  it? — ^A.  I  sent  him  a  power  of  attorney,  but  not  then.  I 
think  it  was  last  year,  sometime  in  the  fall,  that  I  sent  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  object  in  sending  a  power  of  attorney? — ^A.  Becaosc 
the  rules  of  the  oflSce  allow  an  attorney  to  act  as  a  special  agent  in  those 
cases. 

Q.  That  was  your  object? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  get  information  from  the  office  under  a  i>ower  of  attorney 
that  you  could  not  get  as  a  private  secretary? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Was  this  before  this  order  was  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioner which  prohibited  certain  information  being  furnished  to  attor- 
neys? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Payson  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  at  the  present  time,  and  sinc^  that,  tiiat 
you  could  as  a  special  agent  of  an  attorney  get  such  information  T— A. 
Kot  since. 

Q.  You  think  it  was  necessary  to  send  you  a  power  of  attorney  to 
authoiize  you  to  do  that?— A.  You  think  so. 

Q.  Well,  I  want  the  facts.  You  have  a  record  of  all  cases  in  whidi 
you  acted  on  his  power  of  attorney?— A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  That  record  you  have  in  your  possession?— A.  Yes:  I  amprettr 
sure  of  it.  '  ^     ' 

Q.  What  action  have  you  ever  taken  under  that  power  of  attorney, 
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Q.  What  was  the  method  of  ascertaiuiag  the  status  of  these  cases — 
8ay  first,  as  to  Mr.  Morgan's  cases!  What  did  you  do — ^go  to  the  office 
and  call  for  the  papers  in  the  casef — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  the  office  of  the  Deputy  Oommissioner. — ^A.  I  would 
present  the  slips  to  the  deputy  as  though  they  were  being  attended  to 
for  a  member  of  Congress. 

Q.  You  would  do  that  precisely  as  if  you  were  acting  for  a  member 
of  Congress  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  begin  this  practice  of  using  Congressional  slips  f — 
A.  I  could  not  say.    It  was  last  year. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  1891,  or  the  last  session  of  Congress  t — ^A.  The  last 
session  of  Congress:  somewhere  in  1890. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  long  session  or  in  the  short  session! — ^A.  I  do  not 
lemember.  • 

Q.  Who  was  the  first  member  of  Congress  for  whom  you  were 
private  secretary! — ^A.  Mr.  Cooper. 

Q.  Is  he  the  first  member  of  Congress  whose  name  you  ever  used! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  began  to  make  those  calls  soon  after  you  lefb  the  office! — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  follow  that  custom  up,  whether  it  was  to  your  interest  to 
do  BO  or  not!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  instance  when  you  have  not  used  it  when  it 
would  have  been  to  your  advantage  to  do  so! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  If  a  claim- 
ant would  write  to  me  and  he  was  a  soldier,  I  would  call  up  the  case 
and  return  him  the  money. 

Q.  In  how  many  instances  did  you  return  the  money! — A.  I  do  not 
remember. 

Q.  How  many  times  have  you  ever  returned  such  money! — ^A.  Half 
a  dozen  times.    AH  the  times  I  have  called  up  those  sort  of  cases. 

Q.  How  much  money  did  you  ever  receive  at  one  time! — ^A.  I  never 
received  more  than  $1  at  a  time. 

Q.  And  how  small  a  sum  did  you  receive  at  one  time! — ^A.  I  do  not 
know:  I  can  not  recalL 

Q.  How  smaU  a  lee  was  ever  sent  to  you! — ^A.  As  small  as  two  post- 
age stamps. 

Q.  Those  you  did  not  return  !-r-A.  I  don't  suppose  I  did. 

Q.  On  the  29th  of  August,  1891,  did  you  write  to  Mr.  H.  C.  Peet,  of 
Columbus,  Ind.,  a  letter  in  which  you  used  this  expression: 

If  I  see  the  glimmer  of  a  dollar  anywhere,  you  can  rest  assared  I  wiU  take  ad- 
vantage of  it. 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  quoted  his  language. 

Q.  "Glimmer  of  a  dollar''  is  jdl  there  is  quoted! — ^A.  I  would  not 
take  a  dollar  from  a  soldier,  except  when  I  am  his  attorney, 

Q.  G^iat  is  the  distinction  you  draw! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  Avjiy  in  which  you  can  excuse  yon-self  in  giving  this 
information  to  those  attorneys!  If  there  is  I  would  be  glad  to  have 
you  put  it  upon  this  record. — ^A.  It  wa«  like  this:  I  had,  as  I  said,  a 
great  many  members  of  Congress  for  whom  I  did  work.  I  knew  that 
if  I  asked  them  to  call  up  cases  that  they  would  allow  me  to  do  it. 

Q.  If  they  had  known  that  pay  was  attached  to  it  would  they  have 
done  so! — A.  I  do  not  know  what  they  would  have  done  in  that  case. 
This  correspondence  was  with  attorneys,  and  they  were  willing  to  pay 
for  such  information  as  I  was  enabled  to  give  tliein,  wlilcli  was  worth 
more  than  what  they  could  get  if  they  came  themselves*  The^  "^xfe- 
ferred  that  and  they  were  willing  to  pay  for  it. 
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Q.  Can  yon  imagine  why  a  member  of  Congress  would  allow  yoa  to 
nse  his  name  in  that  first  Cunningham  caset — ^A.  I  do  not  propose  to 
answer  that. 

Q.  Why  not! — ^A.  Simply  because  I  know  something  of  Congiw- 
sional  human  nature. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  thatt — ^A.  That  is  as  explicit  as  I  cu 
make  it. 

Q.  That  is  not  explicit.  I  confess  I  do  not  understand  it  at  alL  Do 
you  mean  that  members  of  Congress  would  have  allowed  itf — ^A.  I  do 
not  believe  that  they  looked  at  it,  many  of  them,  as  an  impropriety. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  these  things  were  regarded  as  an  impro- 
priety by  Mr.  Brookshire  when  he  came  to  know  of  them  T — A.  Ym, 
sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  swear  that  when  Mr.  Cooper's  attention  was  called  to 
this  that  he  regarded  it  as  an  impropriety  f — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  there  was  some  Congressional  human  nature  in  those  two 
cases  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Kow  what  do  you  mean  by  that  expression  t — ^A.  I  reasoned  in 
this  way:  I  thought  I  was  giving  valuable  information  which  voald 
eventually  benefit  the  soldier.  The  attorneys  were  willing  to  pay  for 
that  information  and  for  my  extra  labor  and  my  knowledge  of  the 
cases. 

Q.  You  did  not  know  of  any  member  of  Congress  that  did  not  r^a- 
diate  it  as  soon  as  he  knew  of  itt — ^A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  inform  Mr.  Cunningham  that  you  were  calling  ap 
these  claims  for  status  on  Congressional  slips? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  Mr.  Cunningham  says  you  never  iiLformed  him  that  you  wen 
calling  them  up  except  by  power  of  attorney  he  is  mistaken  t — As  He 
is,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 
Q.  Did  you  write  to  him  al^ut  itt — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  sa 
Q.  Have  you  got  a  copy  of  that  letter? — ^A.  I  think  I  have. 
Q.  I  want  you  to  furnish  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Cunningham  informing  him  that  you  were  calling  np  these  claims  on 
Congressional  slips. — ^A.  I  will  give  you  Cunningham's  letters. 

Q.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Cunningham  have  any  corre8X)ondence  with 
reference  to  his  calling  up  cases  through  Mr.  Brookshire? — ^A.  I  think 
that  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Cunningham  to  write  to  Mr.  Brookshire. 

Q.  Why  so?  He  was  not  Mr.  Brookshire's  constituent. — A.  No;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  great  many  attorneys  writo  to  other  members  of 
Congress  than  their  own. 

Q.  When  the  soldier  or  claimants  are  not  constituents  of  such  mem- 
bers?—A.  They  do  it  frequently. 

Q.  I  never  heard  of  it.  But  that  was  the  reason  you  told  him  to 
write  to  Mr.  Brookshire?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

tic^'tj^**  ^^^  *^^®  ^^^^  reason:  Because  you  were  private  secretary  to 
A  55^^®**"^  *°^  ^^  ^^  ^^-  Brookshire's  mail  came  to  your  hMids, 
and  therefore  it  would  appear  on  the  surface  that  you  did  it  in  a  legiti- 
mate way  ?  Don't  you  know  that  that  is  the  reason  as  well  as  you  knoir 
that  you  are  sitting  in  that  chair?— A.  Yes,  I  acknowledge  that 
in  fK^  ^^  T®^®  proceeding  upon  the  selfish  idea  of  not  corresponding 
in  xne  regular  way,  and  thus  deceiving  somebody,  and  do  you  not  know 

o  Tii  ^^®  ^^^^^  ^<>o^^  at  it  in  that  way. 
cases  wmnH^"^  not  know  that  all  Mr.  Brookshire's  maa  about  pensian 
^Two^     ^?J®  ^  you?— A.  Yes,  sir.  *^ 

iny 'wS^      ^^  ^"^  """^^"^  *^'  y^"  actiont—A.  I  never  analyied 
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Q.  Did  you  do  such  things  without  a  reason! — ^A.  I  suppose  I  had 
some  reason. 

Q.  Why  could  not  Cunningham  correspond  with  yout — ^A.  He  could 
have^  done  so. 

Q.  Gould  he  not  have  done  so  as  easily  that  way  as  the  other  way  t — 
A.  Just  as  easily. 

Q.  Then  you  had  this  selfishmotive  of  using  the  Congressional  calls? — 
A.  If  you  say  so. 

Q.  I  am  asking  yout — ^A.  I  can  not  answer. 

Q.  Why  can't  you  answer! — ^A.  You  ask  me  for  my  reasons  for  such 
and  sucl  things.  I  have  not  analyzed  the  reasons  to  give  an  answer 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  you. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  of  his  letters  coming  to  you  through  Mr. 
Brookshiret — ^A.  I  think  there  are  some,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  of  any  letter  being  addressed  to  Mr.  Brookshire 
with  reference  to  certain  cases  pending,  with  a  dollar  inclosed,  asking 
Mr.  Brookshire  to  have  the  cases  called  up? — A.  A  letter  addressed  to 
Mr.  Brookshire  T    I  do  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  that  Mr.  Cunningham  knew  that  you 
were  calling  up  cases  through  any  member  of  Congress,  as  you  say  you 
wrote  him  to  have  them  called  up  through  Mr.  Brookshii>et — ^A.  I  do  not 
remember. 

Q.  Was  it  not  Mr.  Cunningham's  invariable  rule  to  inclose  a  dollar 
whenever  he  asked  for  the  status  of  a  caset — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  How  did  he  find  out  that  that  was  your  charge  f — ^A.  I  do  not 
know. 

Q,  Will  you  bring  a  copy  of  the  letter  with  reference  to  thatf — ^A. 
1  will  bring  all  of  his  letters. 

Judge  Payson.  Will  you  bring  from  your  record  a  list  of  the  cases 
you  have  caUed  up  for  Mr.  Cunningham  f 

A.  I  will,  if  I  have  them,  judge. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  opening  of  this  business  with  Mr.  Pen- 
field  t — ^A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  can't  tell  about  when  it  began  t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  circumstwces  under  which  it  began  f — ^A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  it  was  upon  a  letter  Mr.  Canfield  wrote  you  ask- 
ing you  to  ascertain  the  status  of  claims,  in  which  letter  he  inclosed  you 
a  dollar  for  each  claim  he  named  t — ^A.  I  don't  remember  as  to  that. 

Q.  Will  you  m^e  a  memorandum  to  bring  the  first  letter  you  received 
from  him? — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  it  is  in  my  possession. 

Q.  Whenever  he  wrote  you  as  to  any  claim  you  called  it  up! — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  got  the  status! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Always  on  Congressional  slipst — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Whose  t— A.  Well,  I  can't  tell. 

Q.  Brookshire's  or  Cooper's! — ^A.  One  of  the  two. 

Q.  You  don't  know  which! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  use  those  slips  indiscriminately! — ^A.  I  had  no  regular 
way  of  using  them. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  ask  him  for  a  power  of  attorney;  that  is,  ask  Mr. 
Canfield! — A.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  with  reference  to  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  doing  any  business  for  him  except 
on  Gongiessional  ^ps;  any  distinct  recollection! — A.  No^«i£« 
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Q.  Do  yoa  remember  of  any  inquiry  being  made  as  to  where  he  got 
the  money  he  paid  to  yout — A.  No^  sir. 

Q.  I£  he  says  in  his  evidence,  ^^I  said  to  the  claimant,  I  can  get  tbe 
status  of  their  cases  if  they  were  willing  to  pay  a  dollar  apiece,  and 
they  were  willing  to  pay  the  dollar  and  would  pay  it,  and  I  sent  a  doQv 
and  got  the  status,  got  the  cases  called  up,  and  sent  to  him  the  dollar,^ 
you  don't  know  whether  that  is  true  or  not  T — ^A.  I  don't  remember  any- 
thing about  that. 

Q.  Can  you  remember  any  case  in  which  yon  furnished  any  infonna- 
tion  in  which  you  were  not  i>aid  at  the  rate  of  $1  per  case  for  Can- 
field  ! — A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  you  were  advised  as  to  the  status,  some^ 
times,  whether  cnt  not  it  was  through  Mr.  Cooper  t — ^A.  I  do  not  know 
as  to  that. 

Q.  It  would  probably  be  sot — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  If  I  filed  slips,  sometiDM 
the  Pension  Office  answered  those  slips  personally ;  sometimes  thtsf 
don't  answer  them  at  all. 

Q.  All  this  correspondence  was  carried  on  by  yon  on  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives  stationery? — ^A.  Yes,  air;  I  think  so.  You  have  the 
letters.  I  doe't  consider  myself  in  tiie  pension  business  to  any  great 
extent. 

Q.  Do  you  know  John  S.  Armstrong,  of  Xenia^  Ohiot — A.  I  know  of 
him;  I  don't  know  him. 

Q.  How  did  your  bu^ess  with  him  begin! — ^A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  Can  you  say  whether  or  not  it  began  through  a  member  of  Con- 
gress, or  in  the  correspondence  with  a  member  of  Congress! — ^A.  It 
strikes  me  he  was  one  of  the  correspondents  of  a  member  of  Congress; 
I  think  he  was. 

Q.  If  he  says  he  wrote  to  you  directly  on  information  Uiat  he  got  from 
Mr.  Canfield,  are  you  prepared  to  deny  that!  "  I  was  told  by  George 
C.  Canfield.  and  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Hersey  myself,  indosing  $1,  and  in  re- 
ply he  sent  me  the  status  of  those  cases."  Are  you  prepared  here  to 
say  that  is  not  true! — ^A.  I^o,  sir. 

Q.  Then  there  is  a  case  that  didn't  begin  through  any  member  of 
Congress! — ^A.  I  presume  so.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  it  is  or  to  deny 
that. 

Q.  If  that  statement  is  true  this  case,  then,  didn't  begin  that  way  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  begin  through  a  member  of  Congress! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  applied  for  a  power  of  attorney  firom  Mr.  Arm- 
strong!— A.  I  think  he  sent  me  a  power  of  attorney,  and  I  believe  1 
returned  it  on  account  of  its  being  informal.    I  think  ke  did  not  return  it 

Q.  Then  everything  you  have  done  for  him  has  been  done  onCongrea- 
sional  slips  and  without  any  power  of  attorney! — ^A.  I  think  so,  ji^ge. 

Q.  You  transacted  business  of  this  same  character  for  Mr.  Benjamin 
S.  Darst,  in  the  county  of  Greene,  State  of  Ohio! — ^A.  I  dmi't  know  what 
county  in  Ohio. 

Q.  How  did  your  connection  with  him  begin! — A.  I  could  not  say;  I 
don't  remember  it. 

Q.  If  he  said  it  began  by  letter  direct  to  you,  from  information  be 
received  from  Cunnuigham^  from  Xenia,  you  are  not  prepared  to  deny 
that! — A.  'No J  sir. 

Q.  If  he  says  the  first  case  he  had  he  wrote  you  aboat  it  and  sent  joa 
a  dollar,  you  would  not  deny  that  or  say  that  is  not  the  exact  fsict!— A 
Ko.  sir  •,  I  would  not  deny  that* 

Q.  Attaclied  t/o  ^^. Y>^bL%^^  ^NV^<(ssi^^\s^>^QS&  ^^:^&j^\&  q,  oUp  purportmf 
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to  be  signed  by  Mr.  Cooper^  and  then  that  is  erased,  and  Mr.  Brookshire 
has  signed  it.  Why  did  you  do  thatt-^A.  It  is  probable  I  fonnd  that 
among  the  list  of  Mr.  Brookshire's  correspondence,  though  I  am  not 
sure. 

Q.  How  do  yon  mean  among  his  correspondence,  when  you  were  cor- 
Te8x>onding  directly  with  this  man  yourself  t — ^A.  The  soldier's  claim, 
very  likely.  I  don't  say  it  is,  but  probably  he  was  corresponding  with 
Mr.  Brookshire. 

Q.  Isn't  it  more  probable  that  after  you  used  Brookshire's  name  on 
the  first  slip,  since  you  erased  Cooper's  and  put  Brookshire's  on  this  one, 
so  it  would  be  the  samet  If  you  were  to  guess  at  it,  wouldn't  that  be 
a  best  guess  t — ^A.  I  think  the  first  guess  is  the  best. 

Q.  Jdl  right;  make  a  memorandum  of  that  case,  please,  and  look  it 
up.  It  is  Mary  A.  Hilton,  widow^  'No.  610004.  You  said  you  never 
were  in  partnership  with  anybody  m  this  business.  What  was  the  ar- 
rangement between  you  and  Mr.  PeetT  Tell  it  in  your  own  way;  how 
it  began  and  all  about  it.  Commence  at  the  beginning  and  give  it  in 
consecutive  order;  aU  about  your  arrangement  with  him. — ^A.  I  am 
afraid  I  cant  give  it  correctly,  judge,  from  my  memory;  my  memory  is 
very  poor.    . 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  the  witness  should  be  entitled  to  look  at  the  cor- 
re8XM>ndence. 

A.  I  think  I  have  the  correspondence;  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

By  Mr,  Payson  : 

Q.  Haven't  you  done  more  business  with  Mr.  Peet  in  the  way  of  cor- 
resx)ondence  than  with  anyone  else  you  have  named! — ^A.  Oh,  no,  in- 
deed. 

Q.  Whom*  did  you  have  the  most  business  with! — ^A.  I  think  with 
Mr.  Worrall,  of  Bloomington,  Ind.  I  did  work  for  him  a  long  time.  He 
used  to  write  me  and  ask  my  opinion  about  certain  evidence. 

Q.  And  you  did  the  most  business  with  himt — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is 
my  judgment. 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  become  acquainted  with  Peetf — ^A.  I 
don't  remember  now;  I  think  he  wrote  me  a  letter. 

Q.  You  didn't  get  through  any  member  of  Congress,  then! — ^A.  I 
can't  remember  that,  judge;  but  I  think  I  have  the  correspondence, 
which  will  refiresh  my  memory. 

Q.  Mr.  Peet  says,  "  In  the  first  place  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Samuel  R.  Hor- 
sey^ asking  him  about  information  that  could  be  had  by  calling  up 
claims  of  x)ensions,  and  so  forth."  You  wouldn't  deny  that  was  the 
true  statement,  would  you,  and  that  you  replied  to  it  stating  what  you 
would  do? — A.  I  don't  think  I  ever  put  it  in  that  way. 

Q.  Make  a  memorandum  and  bring  the  case  with  you  the  next  time 
you  come,  will  youf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Beagan  in  connection 
with  thatf 

The  Chairman.  Some  of  the  committee  think  that  this  man,  since 
he  has  admitted  in  broad  terms  as  to  what  he  has  done,  unless  there  is 
something  in  the  record  that  you  might  want  to  bring  out,  that  that 
might  be  communicated. 

A.  I  have  admitted  everything. 

Judge  Patson.  In  the  commencement  he  stated  that  all  the  business 
originally  came  from  new  members  of  Congress  and  turned  over  to  him 
by  the  member,  and  I  have  a  list  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  cases  not 
one  of  which  came  through  a  member  of  Congress,  but  through  oom:^ 
spoudence  with  himaelt 
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A.  I  dou't  think  I  stated  that. 

Q.  You  said  that  business  came  through  members  of  Gongre8S.-*^ 
That  is  a  mistake. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  a  single  correspondent  you  had  in  all  this  amy 
which  you  have  given  for  any  case  you  have  not  now  named  where  tbe 
business  you  have  done  with  any  attorneys  was  not  outside  of  mentben 
of  Congress  ! — ^A.  You  refer  now  to  cases  in  which  I  have  received  pay! 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  talking  about  only  those  cases. — ^A.  I  can  not  eaD 
to  mind  any. 

Mr.  Little.  Didn't  he  once  before  that  say  that  if  that  question  was 
asked  it  was  a  misapprehension  t 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  said  that  this  witness  has  furnished 
an  excellent  example  of  direct  and  positive  evidence. 

Judge  Patson.  I  don't  mean  to  be  understood  that  he  has  not.  He 
has  answered  very  frankly  and  promptly. 

Q.  (By  Judge  Payson.)  Did  you  say  in  answer  to  a  question  by 
Mr.  Enloe  that  you  never  fixed  any  rate  of  compensation;  that  yon 
simply  indicated  what  you  thought  it  was  worth  and  took  what  money 
they  chose  to  pay  yout — ^A.  It  was  always  a  suggestion  that  fl  per 
case  was  the  usual  fee  charged  by  attorneys. 

Q.  Do  you  still  adhere  to  the  statement  that  you  didn't  charge  as  a 
matter  of  contract  a  dollar  a  case  for  every  case  you  examin^  and 
that  that  was  the  understanding  between  you  and  these  people  f— A.  1 
don't  think  I  understand  you. 

Q.  Didn't  you  as  the  consideration  you  was  going  to  receive  for  doing 
this  business  charge  a  dollar  a  case  for  every  one! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Because  of  the  understanding  yoM  were  to  be  paid  a  dollar  a 
caset — ^A.  Yes,  sir:  it  was  the  understanding. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  the  witness  if  he  didn't  attend  to  business  for 
several  parties  mentioned  in  the  examination  where  there  was  no  agree- 
ment in  advance  for  the  payment  of  a  dollar  and  some  of  which  he  has 
not  received  compensation! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.  What  cases  are  they  t 

A.  I  think  Morgan's  case  and  I  think  WorraU's  case. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  submit  he  has  the  right  to  look  at  the  record  to  see. 

Judge  Payson.  Certainly  he  has. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you,  Mr.  Hersey,  recurring  again  to  Peet.  You  may 
look  at  this  letter  [handing  witness  letter  dated  July  11,  1891,  signed 
S.  R.  Hersey  and  addressed  to  H.  C.  Peet,  Columbus,  Ind.]. — A.  Yes, 
sir :  that  refreshes  my  memory. 

Q.  Now  wouldn't  you  say  that  the  commencement  of  the  Peet  matter 
was  upon  your  own  suggestion! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  was  made  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Cooper,  your  princi- 
pal!— ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  now,  audit  is  pretty  clear  to  me  that  Mr. 
Cooper  spoke  of  a  man  by  the  name  of  Peet,  who  expected  to  go  into 
the  pension-agency  business,  and  he  expected,  or  he  knew,  that  I  was 
an  expert,  and  I  took  him  for  what  he  said  that  he  was  not;  but  my 
memory  is  poor  upon  that  matter,  because  there  were  a  good  many  details 
mentioned,  and  I  didn't  know  exactly  what  it  meant. 

Q.  Is  it  not  true  that  this  letter  is  not  restricted  to  calling  up  claims, 
but  to  a  general  pension  business! — ^A.  Any  business;  I  didn't  know 
exactly  what  he  did  mean. 

Q.  Didn't  he  say  pension  business  and  any  other  arrangement  he 
might  wish! — A.  I  supposed  he  might  mean  pension  business,  bat  I 
didn't  know  but  bei  ixv\^\i\»  \ii!^sd2&.  vskj  oNX^jsl  \sv)fi&s\.<^iga« 
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Q.  Do  you  recognize  on  the  next  page  what  purports  to  be  a  second 
letter  from  yon  to  Mr.  Peett  -  It  is  there^  but  the  heading  is  gone.  I 
gaess  it  was  a  status  of  a  claim  at  the  heading,  and  Mr.  Peet  took  it 
off  to  send  to  the  claimant,  and  that  is  the  b^ance  of  the  letter. — A. 
Yes,  sir;  I  rememb^  that  letter.  That  letter  was  written  in  response 
to  a  letter  I  received  from  him  after  the  first  one  was  written;  that  is, 
I  presume  so. 

Q.  Didn't  you  put  this  on  record  there  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  didn't  like  to  be 
known  as  charging  claimants  lor  examination  and  advice  there,  as  I  did 
not  know  how  the  Department  might  regard  it,  and  I  had  to  be  very 
prudent. 

Q.  You  had  to  be  prudent  in  writing  this  letter! — A.  Yes,  sir;  that 
is  a  diplomatic  letter.  I  don't  know  how  it  was  situated,  or  I  don't 
know  how  he  was  situated  at  that  time  and  was  desirous  to  know,  and 
I  thought  a  letter  of  that  kind  would  draw  him  out. 

Q.  You  say  in  this  letter  that  you  have  the  status  of  thousands  of 
claims  you  have  examined  for  other  attorneys  prosecuting  them.  Was 
that  true  at  that  timet — A.  That  includes  every  case  as  attorney. 

Q.  Have  you  the  status  of  about  a  thousand  cases,  then  f — ^A.  I  should 
think  about  a  thousand.    I  don't  know,  though,  as  there  were  so  many. 

Q.  How  many  in  them  would  you  receive  pay  t — ^A.  I  have  not  had 
pay  but  in  very  few  of  them.  Those  thousand  cases  include  all  the  Con- 
gressional cases  that  I  have  examined. 

The  Chairman.  Includes  all  you  had  taken  upt 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Judge  PAYSON.  What  proposition  did  you  make  to  him  on  the  22d 
of  August,  to  which  he  replied,  saying : 

Tonrs  of  the  22d  instant  at  hand  and  the  proposition  yon  make  therein  I  accept. 
One  doUar  for  the  examination  of  claims  and  making  report  is  not  too  much. 

That  is  your  letter  to  hinu  What  was  the  proposition  he  made  to 
yout 

A.  I  don't  know;  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  We  have  not  Mr.  Peet's  letter  here.  That  was  evidently  a  proix)- 
sition  made  in  reply  to  a  proposition  made  firom  you  to  him.  It  indi- 
cates a  proposition  first  from  you  to  Peet  and  then  from  Peet  to  you? — 
A.  I  always  supposed  Mr.  Peet  was  connected  with  Maring  &  Slusher 
in  some  way.  I  never  investigated  the  matter  and  I  thought  he  wrote 
me  very  carefully  and  therefore  I  asked  no  questions  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  opening  up  of  the  matter  in  Worrall's  case, 
how  tiiat  happened? — A.  To  tiie  best  of  my  recollection  Worrall  used 
to  write  letters  to  Mr.  Cooper  and  ask  a  great  many  favors,  and  in  those 
letters  in  regard  to  pension  matters  to  have  attended  to  all  those  would 
have  taken  a  great  deal  of  time,  and  I  think  I  took  it  upon  myself  to 
write  Mr.  Worrall  one  day  to  the  effect  that  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
comply  with  his  numerous  requests  in  detail.  The  outcome  of  that 
letter  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Didn't  you  write  to  himf    I  will  read  you  his  statement: 

I  have  written  Mr.  Cooper  inclosing  a  half  a  dozen  slips  of  cases  I  wished  called 
up,  and  I  received  a  reply  from  Mr.  Hersey  stating  he  was  attending  to  Mr.  Cooper's 
letters  in  his  absence,  and  so  forth,  and  he  ought  to  be  compensated  for  the  work. 

Does  that  refresh  your  recollection  t 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  about  as  it  occurred! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  ^^I  think  I  replied  to  him  and  he  said  in  his  reply  that  it  was  worth 
a  dollar  for  each  case  "•    Is  that  correct  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  What  is  the  object  of  the  continaatloii  and  reite»tioiio( 
this  examination  t 

Judge  Payson.  It  is  to  see  if  this  testimony  is  corroboratayeof  the 
witness. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  writing  a  letter  to  any  of  these  correspoBdati 
that  you  would  attend  to  the  business  at  this  end  of  the  line,  using  that 
expression  ?— A.  l^o,  it  is  not  an  expression  that  I  use.  I  may  hafe 
done  so,  but  I  don't  think  so. 

Q.  What  is  your  understanding  in  all  those — ^this  correspondence  with 
Peet  in  as  to  how  the  fees  were  divided — the  fees  tiiat  Peet  got!— A  I 
don't  think  I  had  any  definite  understanding. 

Q.  You  hadn%  ehf — A.  Ko,  sir;  except  that  he  was  to  pay  me  one 
dollar  a  case. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  Foote  cases  T — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  To  Eeagan  &  Oo.  f — ^A.  I  never  heard  anything  that  I  rememba 
of  from  either  of  those  parties. 

Q.  If  those  matters  come  through  Peet  you  didn't  know  anyUiing 
about  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  only  knew  Peet! — A.  I  only  knew  Peet. 

Q.  I  wish  you  could  tell  us  how  the  conversation  hapx>ened  between 
you  and  Mr.  Maddox  and  Mr.  McClellan  when  you  learned  they  were 
in  the  same  kind  of  business;  how  did  this  conversation  happen?— 
A.  I  can't  state  in  what  manner  it  did  occur.  We  met  at  the  Pension 
Bureau  and  called  up  cases.  There  were  others  besides  us  there. 
There  was  no  collusion  or  partnership  between  us.  We  were  three  dis- 
tinct and  different  individuals. 

Q.  You  meet  a  great  many  private  clerks  and  clerks  of  the  memtos 
and  Senators  who  are  in  this  business — ^who  are  in  it  in  a  legitimate 
way! — A.  I  met  Senator  Plumb's  private  secretary. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  you  if  he  is  the  one  you  thought  called  up  in- 
formation and  got  pay  from  attorneys! 

A.  It  was  a  matter  of  common  remark  that  he  was  using  Senator 
Plumb's  sig^nature  to  call  up  cases. 

Judge  Payson.  What  is  his  name! 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  A  large,  stout  man! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  his  name  B.  F.  Flanniken! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  How  many  different  correspondents  were  you  correspond 
ing  withon  this  subject,  Mr.  Hersey,  altogether! 

A.  As  near  as  I  recollect  there  were  seven  or  eight. 

Q.  Did  any  of  those  seven  or  eight  attorneys  ever  have  any  difficulty 
about  knowing  what  your  address  was  here  in  Washington  City  excej^ 
Mr.  James  F.  Morgan! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  never  receive  any  letters  from  the  others  sent  through 
the  members  of  Congress  stating  they  did  not  know  your  address  and 
therefore  sent  through  the  members  of  Congress! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Morgan  is  the  only  one  who  exhibited  that  lack  of  knowledge 
as  to  your  whereabouts! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is  any  statement  you  desire  to  make  in  con- 
nection with  your  testimony  or  in  explanation,  you  have  that  privilege, 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  one  other  question.  What  has  been  your 
relations  with  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions;  are  you  on  good  terms 
with  him,  and  were  you  in  your  visits  to  the  Pension  Office! 

A.  He  has  always  treated  me  very  courteously  since  I  left  tiie  office. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  in  re^^urd  to  any 
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matters  since  the  convening  of  this  Congress,  especially  relative  to 
this  investigation  or  the  propriety  of  it! — ^A.  This  CongressT 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  in  reference  to  the  former  investigation! — ^A.  In  refer- 
ence to  the  former  investigation  I  did.  I  understood  he  had  asked  Mr. 
Cooper  whether  or  not  I  was  not  coaching  him  in  regard  to  i>ension 
matters. 

Judge  Payson.  I  want  to  ask  you  at  this  time,  were  you  Mr.  Cooper's 
private  secretary  t 

A.  Tes,  sir;  I  saw  the  Commissioner  and  told  him  what  I  had  heard, 
and  gave  him  to  understand  that  I  did  not  meddle  with  his  private 
affairs;  that  they  were  nothing  to  me,  and  that  what  I  knew  about  the 
Pension  Office  was  my  own  affair^  and  that  I  had  not  coached  any- 
body. I,  at  the  same  time,  told  him  I  had  no  respect  for  liim,  because 
I  considered  he  had  treated  me  in  a  very  cowardly  way,  but  that  didn't 
prevent  me  from  doing  justice  to  him.    That  was  the  substance  of  it. 

Q.  He  didn't  indicate  to  jrou  at  any  time  that  he  desired  to  prevent 
this  investigation,  did  heY — A.  No,  sir;  we  talked  of  the  completed  files, 
and  were  quite  sociable  for  a  few  minutes. 

Q.  Could  you  have  established  a  good  social  standing  with  a  man 
after  talking  with  him  about  his  treatment  of  youT — ^A.  That  is  the 
&ct. 
-  Q.  Didn'thetAke  offense  at  it  t — ^A.  No,  sir;  ifhe  did  he  didn't  show  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  something  this  afternoon  about  not  know- 
ing what  you  were  discharged  for.    Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  sot 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  never  knew  why  I  was  discharged.  And  I  want  to  say 
furthermore  that  5.  or  6  of  the  board  of  review  who  were  there  at  the 
time  considered  it,  as  many  of  them  stated,  an  outrage. 

Judge  Payson.  Is  that  competent  evidence  to  go  into  the  record  t 

The  Chaibman.  No;  I  don't  think  it  is. 

Witness.  I  would  like  to  say  that  if  there  is  any  moral  obliquity  or 
great  wrong  involved  in  what  I  have  done  no  member  of  Congress  with 
whom  I  had  any  dealing  is  responsible  one  atom. 

Judge  Payson.  I  think  that  appears. 

A.  I  have  never  looked  upon  it  in  the  light  of  abusing  the  privileges, 
and  I  know  there  were  thousands  of  claims  which  were  called  up  over 
Congressional  signatures,  and  knowing  at  the  same  time  I  could  render 
very  valuable  information  to  the  soldiers  for  very  little  money.  Had  I 
conversed  with  anybody  about  the  impropriety  or  the  wrong  of  it  tliey 
might  have  convinced  me^  perhaps,  that  it  was  an  impropriety.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  Conmiissioner  and  Deputy  Conmiissiouers  knew  it,  but 
I  can't  prove  it. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Just  state  the  circumstances  that  led  yon  to  believe  they 
knew  it. 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Compton,  who  is  a  clerk  in  the  Second  Deputy's  office, 
firequently  noticed  the  fact  and  remarked  upon  it  in  a  casual  wtiy  tltati 
Mr.  Cooper  was  calling  up  claims  that  were  filed  by  Mr.  Cunningham, 
and  various  other  little  intimations  that  I  can  not  define,  led  me  to  be- 
lieve that  he  knew  it. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Compton  t — ^A.  Mr.  Compton  is  a  clerk  in  the  Second 
Auditor's  room.    He  attends  to  Congressional  slips. 

Q.  What  made  you  think  because  he  knew  that  that  the  Deputy  knew 
itf — ^A.  Because  he  is  the  right-hand  man  of  Col.  Lincoln. 

Q.  Is  that  the  Deputy  you  refer  tot — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  and  he  bears  very 
confidential  relations  to  him* 
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Q.  Did  Mr.  Gompton  know  yon  were  actiiig  in  this  way  and  leoeiying 
pay  for  this  serviced — ^A.  I  don't  know  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Enlob.  The  Commissioner  knew  you  were  engaged  in  ttis  boa- 
ness  some  time  before  this  investigation  was  inaugurated? 

A.  I  think  he  knew  it  in  January,  1892. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  knew  it  last  year  in  S^temb^t— A. 
I  don't  know  that 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  knew  it  in  September  or  October  of  last 
year  or  have  any  reason  to  believe  that  he  knew  it  theut — ^A.  Only 
from  tiie  fact  I  have  stated  here  in  relation  to  Mr.  Compt6n,  and  I  think 
also  that  Mr.  Stauffer,  in  the  office  of  the  First  Deputy,  also  knew  it. 

Q.  Nobody  ever  suggested  to  you  when  you  went  into  the  Pengion 
Office  that  you  were  engaged  in  an  improi)er  buiness  in  hunting  np  thi8 
evidence t — ^A.  No^  sir;  I  frequently  mentioned  it  and  I  made  no  secret 
of  it. 

Judge  Payson.  Of  your  actions  t 

A.  Of  my  receiving  pay. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  announcement  of  itt — ^A.  I  must  have  spok^ 
of  it  to  i)eople. 

Q.  Anybody  but  these  i)eople  who  sent  you  claims  T — ^A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Anybody  besides  these  clerks  Y — ^A.  I  didn't  say  anything  about 
clerks,  I  said  individuals. 

Q.  What  individuals  did  you  ever  tell  you  were  getting  money  except 
these  men  you  were  working  for! — ^A.  Perhaps  a  dozen. 

Q.  Tell  some. — A.  Let  me  see  if  I  can  think.  I  have  talked  with  % 
great  many  x>eople.  I  don't  know  now.  I  talked  wit^  so  many  people 
I  don't  know  as  I  can  remember. 

Q.  You  never  told  Gen.  Baum  of  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. ' 

Q.  Nor  Mr.  Lincoln! — ^A.  No^  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Davidson! — ^A.  No,  sur. 

Q.  Nor  anyone  in  authority  in  the  Pension  Office! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  went  in  on  the  courtesy  extended  to  members  of  Congressf— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  your  business  had  been  perfectly  legitimate  you  would  haye 
acted  the  same  as  you  did! — ^A.  Yes.  sir. 

.    Mr.  Little.  Did  you  tell  this  clerk  Gompton  because  you  thought  be 
would  tell  his  sux>erior  officers! 

A.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Gompton  know  that  you  were  getting  in- 
formation from  the  files  which  were  concealed  from  attorneys! 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  he  did. 

Q.  Didn't  Mr.  Gompton  know  exactly  what  information  you  were 
getting! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  it  has  been  only  a  short  time  since  that  order 
issued. 

Q.  Since  that  order  has  been  received  didn't  he  know  you  were  get- 
ting that! — ^A.  Yes,  sir:  over  Gongressional  signatures. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  know  you  were  making  any  use  of  that  infor- 
mation that  a  member  of  Gongress  would  not  make! — ^A.  I  dont  know. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  know  if  you  ever  called  ux>  any  on  the  slips  of 
Mr.  Dunbar,  J.  G.  Dunbar,  the  man  who  ran  against  Mr.  Gooper  for 
Gongress  up  there.    Did  you  ever  call  up  any  on  his  slip! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  find  any  of  those  slips  in  there  in  your  examina- 
tions!— ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  seen  them,  b^t  not  signed  by  him. 

Q.  Not  on  Gongressional  slips! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  sort  of  slips! — ^A.  I  saw  them  written  on  slips  of  paper. 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  731 

The  Ohaibman.  The  same  size  as  Congressional  slips t — A.  Yes,  sir; 
ou  a  piece  of  pax)er  reading  like  this : 

FleiMe  give  condition  of  claim  to  claimant  through  Hon.  Mr.  Dunbar. 

Q.  Who  would  sign  them? — ^A.  No  signatures  to  those  I  saw.  I  simply 
noticed  them  as  I  passed  through  the  cases. 

Q.  Did  you  know  whose  signature  it  was? — A.  Ifo,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  whose  handwriting  it  was? — A.  No,  sir;  I  could  not 
identify  the  handwriting. 

The  Ohaibman.  Could  you  state  whether  there  were  many  or  few  of 
them? — ^A.  Oh,  no;  I  never  came  across  many  of  them. 

Mr.  Enlob.  You  would  come  across  them  accidentally? — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
and  I  paid  no  particular  attention  to  them. 

Q.  You  couldn't,  of  course,  unless  you  examined  aU  the  cases  from  that 
district,  tell  how  many  he  used? — ;A.  No,  sir;  but  some  of  the  examin- 
ers in  the  western  division  could. 

Q.  You  think  some  of  them  know? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  do  you  think  knows?  Well,  you  needn't  answer  that  ques- 
tion. I  don't  think,  if  I  wish  to  get  that  information,  I  had  better  put  it 
in  the  record  to-day  or  they  wouldn't  be  around  when  I  want  them  to- 
morrow, or  will  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Judge  Payson.  Mr.  Hersey,  you  need  not  bring  those  copies  if  you 
don't  want  to.    You  agree  with  what  this  record  shows? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 


TESTIMOHY  OF  HEVSY  E.  LIVSAWEAVEB. 

Het^by  B.  Lineawsayeb,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  Bnlob  : 

Q.  Mr.  Lineaweaver,  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupa- 
tion?— ^A.  My  name  is  Henry  E.  Lineaweaver;  my  age,  23;  I  am  a  clerk 
in  the  Pension  Office. 

Q.  Have  you  been  bom  twice,  Mr.  Lineaweaver? — ^A.  No,  sir;  not 
that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  of  having  filed  two  statements  in  regard  to 
your  birth  and  place  of  residence  in  the  Pension  Office? — A.  I  am  not 
aware  of  that  fact,  but  I  saw  it  in  the  public  press  while  you  were  look- 
ing for  me  the  other  day. 

Q.  You  will  not  swear  that  you  did  not  do  it? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  born? — ^A.  In  the  city  of  Washington. 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside? — A.  I  reside . 

Q.  I  want  your  legal  residence. — A.  I  claim  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania for  my  legal  residence. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  get  a  claim  on  that  State? — ^A.  Because 
when  I  took  the  civil  service  examination  I  was  a  minor,  and  I  took  the 
residence  of  my  parents. 

Q.  Where  did  they  reside? — A.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Is  your  father  living  here? — ^A.  In  his  lifetime.    He  has  been 
dead  twenty  years. 
Q.  Is  your  mother  living? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Enloe.  Where  is  she  living? 
A.  Here  with  me. 
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Q.  Was  she  living  in  Pennsylvania  theut — A.  No,  sir:  with  me. 

Q.  Where  was  her  legal  residence  thent — A.  In  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Q.  How  did  she  a<5quire  a  legal  residence  there  and  reside  in  Waib- 
ington? — ^A.  My  father  left  there  and  went  into  business  here,  uid  six 
years  after  he  came  here  he  died. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  constitutes  a  legal  residence? — ^A.  Oh,  yes,  sir; 
I  think  so. 

Judge  Payson.  Is  that  material  heret 

The  Witness.  I  stated  to  you  that  at  the  time  I  was  appointed  in 
the  Pension  Office  my  legal  residence  was  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
for  the  reason  that  J  was  a  minor  and  my  residence  was  the  domidle 
of  my  parents. 

Q.  Didn't  you  state  your  mother  lived  heret — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Little.  And  your  father  was  deadf 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  How  did  you  make  out  that  you  had  a  legal  residence  in 
Pennsylvania? — A.  We  had  property  there  and  I  didn't  get  that  until 
I  was  of  age,  and  so  I  considered  that  my  legal  residence. 

Q.  Did  that  give  you  a  legal  residence  in  Pennsylvania t — A  Tbe 
civil  service  decided  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  submit  that  question  to  themt — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How! — A.  In  my  application. 

Q.  Did  they  inquire  into  that  matter  at  that  timet — A.  Idont  know. 

Q.  Did  they  inquire  anything  of  you  in  regard  to  your  having  stated 
you  were  a  legal  resident  of  Washington? — ^A.  I  don't  know  as  1  did. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  a  statement  on  lile  in  that  office  that  you  were  a 
resident  of  Washington  City? — A.  I  didn't  state  I  was  a  legal  resident 
of  Washington. 

Q.  Did  you  state  you  lived  here! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  on  file? — ^A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  It  was  true,  then,  was  it! — ^A.  I  don't  know  what  is  on  file. 

Q.  If  it  is  on  file,  is  it  true! — A.  I  think  so.  If  it  is  on  file  it  us  sa 
I  havent  seen  the  papers  since  I  made  them  out. 

Judge  Payson.  Is  that  comjxetent! 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  know,  then,  if  you  didn*t  make  your  claim  ot 
a  legal  residence  in  Pennsylvania  in  getting  your  appointment  there 
for  the  reason  you  knew  of  some  politicjU  influence  out  there  which  yon 
could  get  in  order  to  get  that  appointment! 

A.  I  got  that  appointment  on  the  recommendation  of  mutual  firiends. 

Q.  The  first  time! — ^A.  The  first  time  as  a  messenger  boy,  in  1883. 

Q.  You  were  simply  getting  in  under  the  civil  service  when  you  took 
the  examination! — A.  1  took  the  examination. 

Q.  You  filed  this  statement  with  the  Commissioner  when  he  came 
into  office! — ^A.  Every  change  of  administration  they  require  you  to 
furnish  a  statement  of  that  sort. 

Q.  You  haven't  filed  more  than  two  and  given  more  than  two  places 
of  birth  and  residence! — A.  !N^ot  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  your  idea  in  signing  that  statement  that  you  had  to 
claim  a  residence  in  some  State  in  order  to  be  appointed! — A.  I  didn't 
know  anything  about  the  law.  I  was  only  14  years  old,  and  I  didn't 
consider  any  matter  of  that  magnitude.  The  office  was  then  just 
going  into  the  civil  service  classification. 

Q.  When  did  you  leave  Washington  City  to  go  on  this  trip  you  have 
just  been  on! — ^A.  I  don't  remember  about  that;  on  Monday — ^I  think 
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Monday  a  week  ago.  Yon  have  the  record  there,  and  the  record  will 
show  the  date. 

Q.  This  is  a  correct  statement  of  your  expenses  on  tliat  trip  [hands 
paper  to  witness]? — ^A.  That  is  my  daily  report. 

Q.  Did  you  make  that  outt — ^A.  Did  I  do  the  workf 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not, 

Q.  Who  wrote  it! — ^A.  Mr.  Greenawalt. 

Q.  What  did  he  know  about  your  trip? — ^A.  He  was  with  me. 

Q.  Was  he  with  you  when  you  started  from  heret — A.  He  was. 

Q.  You  and  he  started  from  here  together? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  went  out  as  a  special  examiner! — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  get  $3  i)er  day  outside  of  your  regular  salary? — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  many  depositions  did  you  take  on  that  trip? — ^A.  I  assisted 
in  all  the  depositions. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  take! — ^A.  I  didn't  take  any. 

Q.  Didn't  you  state  in  here  you  took  one? — A.  I  did  take  one. 

Q.  You  didf— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  took  one  deposition;  not  at  that  time, 
though. 

Q.  At  what  time? — A.  I  have  been  away  again  since  you  have  been 
looking  for  me.    You  did  not  discover  my  absence  this  time. 

Q.  When?— A.  Last  Friday. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  to? — ^A.  Ohio. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  on  the  first  trip? — ^A.  Well,  I  left  Washington 
on  the  3  o'clock  train  and  went>to  Columbus  and  Xenia  (Columbus,  Ohio), 
and  fr6m  Xenia  to  Alpha  and  from  Alpha  to  Dayton. 

Q.  Then  where  did  you  go? — A.  I  think  I  went  to  Indianapolis. 

Q.  Where  else? — A.  From  there  to  Columbus,  Ind. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  next? — ^A.  I  traveled  around,  back  and  forth 
from  one  place  to  another,  Indianapolis,  Greenfield,  and  subsequently 
went  to  Bloomington,  Ind. 

Q.  What  date  did  you  start  from  Washington? — ^A.  I  don't  remem- 
ber the  date.  You  have  the  record  there,  which  is  made  up  from  a 
memorandum  which  I  carried  in  my  pocket,  expense  account  in  it,  and 
I  don't  remember  the  day.  You  have  that  there,  and  you  can  see  for 
yourself. 

Q.  On  March  22  you  went  to  Dayton,  Alpha,  and  Xenia? — A.  The 
report  is  correct.  I  don't  remember  the  dates,  but  I  presume  that  is 
right. 

Q.  Then  Dayton  and  Alpha  on  the  23d? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  March  24  you  went  to  Indianapolis  and  Columbus,  Ind., 
didn't  you? — ^A.  I  went  to  both  of  those  places,  but  I  don't  remember 
the  dates,  but  the  report  shows. 

Q.  This  report  is  correct? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  went  to  Columbus  and  Indianapolis  on  March  25? — ^A.  I  was 
to  both  of  those  places  according  to  the  report. 

Q.  On  the  26th  from  Indianapolis  to  Greenfield,  Ind.,  and  back  and 
forth  there? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  if  the  report  says  so. 

Q.  On  March  27  to  Indianapolis  and  Bloomington,  Ind.? — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  On  March  28  from  Bloomington  to  Indianapolis? — A.  I  was  at 
both  of  those  places.    The  report  is  correct  in  regard  to  that. 

Q.  On  March  29  you  went  to  Indianapolis  and  was  then  en  route  to 
Washington.  Is  that  correct? — ^A.  I  want  to  say  right  there  that  that 
report  shows  where  employed.    It  don't  state  I  went  there  that  day. 
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Q.  You  couldn't  be  employed  where  you  were  not,  could  yon?— A.  1 
might  have  been  at  work  there  the  day  before, 

Q.  You  didn't  say  that. — A.  No,  sir;  I  didn't  say  that  in  this  case, 
nor  I  didn't  do  that  in  this  case. 

Q.  March  30,  en  route  to  Washington t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  on  March  31 1 — ^A.  What  day  of  the  week  was 

that! 

Q.  That  was,  according  to  this  report,  on  Thursday.  Where  were 
you  on  that  day  t — ^A.  I  don't  remember  where  I  was  that  day. 

Q.  You  were  then  en  route  to  Washington,  D.  C,  on  March  SOT— A. 

Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  know  where  you  were  the  next  day? — ^A.  I  got  here;  the  train 
left  Indianapolis  about  3  o'clock,  and  was  a  through  train  and  got  h^ 
the  following  day  at  2.16  or  2.20. 

Q.  Well,  when  you  got  here  how  long  did  you  stay  here! — A.  Igot 
here  at  2 :15  on  Wednesday  or  Thursday,  Wednesday,  I  think,  and  I  took 
the  3  o'clock  train  Friday  to  Xenia.  Saturday  morning  I  reached 
Xenia,  at  6:30, 1  think,  and  went  to  Columbus.  Took  the  train  at  8:20 
for  Washington  and  came  back  here  at  2:20, 1  think. 

Q.  Did  you  take  a  deposition  on  that  trip? — A.  I  took  a  deposition 
on  the  2d  of  April. 

Q.  At  Xenia? — ^A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  Whose  deposition  did  you  take? — A.  G.  C.  Canfield. 

Q.  Where  did  he  live? — A.  Xenia. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Canfield  make  more  than  one  dex>osition  in  this  case?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  l)oth  of  them? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  they  were  both  taken? — A.  Yes;  I  took  the  second  one  my- 
self and  was  present  when  the  first  one  was  taken. 

Q.  Why  was  not  the  first  one  satisfactory? — A.  I  learned  afterwards 
that  possibly  I  might  get  a  little  more  information  than  we  got  the  first 
instance. 

Q.  How  did  you  learn  that;  whom  did  you  learn  that  from? — A.  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  postmaster  at  Xenia. 

Q.  What  did  he  say? — A.  I  don't  remember  the  substance.  The  let- 
ter was  addressed  to  Gen.  Eaum,  and  stated  that,  possibly,  if  Mr.  Can- 
field  had  known  my  mission  he  would  have  given  me  more  information. 

Q.  He  didn't  know  your  mission  ? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  tell  what  you  were  there  for? — A.  No,  sir;  I  didn't  tell 
everybody  what  I  was  doing. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  ? — A.  Investigating  cases  called  up  by  Mr. 
S.  B.  Hersey  on  Congressional  slips. 

Q.  Mr.  Greenawalt  was  the  man  sent  out  by  Commissioner  Baom  to 
do  that? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Couldn't  he  do  that  alone? — ^A.  This  matter  wa«  something  with 
which  I  was  very  familiar,  and  I  went  along  with  him. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  been  a  special .  examiner — that  is,  Mr.  Greena- 
walt?— ^A.  He  is  a  supervising  examiner. 

Q.  He  is  employed  to  take  testimony? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  understood  this  matter,  which  was  referred  to  him  by  tt6 
Commissioner,  and  he  was  right  there  in  the  office? — ^A.  He  i)08sibly 
did. 

Q.  What  were  you  sent  out  fort — ^A.  Because  I  possibly  had  more 
information  than  he  did« 
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Q.  Because  yoa  had  more  information  t — ^A.  I  was  more  familiar  than 
he  was  with  the  matter. 

Q.  You  couldn't  give  him  that  information! — ^A.  I  didn't  have  the 
information.    I  was  getting  it,  and  I  wanted  to  be  on  the  ground. 

Q.  Didn't  you  go  around  with  him,  and  he  failed  to  introduce  you 
while  you  were  there! — A.  ]^o,  sir^  I  registered  at  the  hotel,  and  I  was 
introduced. 

Q.  Were  you  introduced  to  Mr.  Worrall  the  day  that  you  were  there  f — 
A.  I  was  there  on  Sunday,  and  he  came  up  and  I  was  introduced  to 
him* 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  his  deposition  was  taken! — ^A.  The  state- 
ment was  taken  by  Mr.  Greenawalt  on  Sunday,  and  I  came  in  just  as  he 
completed  it,  and  we  copied  it  that  night,  and  the  next  morning  Mr. 
Worrall  was  to  come  in  and  sign  it  at  iO  o'clock;  but  instead  of  doing 
that  he  drove  out  in  the  country,  and  we  intended  to  leave  at  10:30,  but 
we  did  not  take  our  train,  and  waited  until  he  came  back. 

Q.  You  are  confident  you  were  introduced  to  him  and  he  knew  your 
name  and  business! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  he  knew  my  name,  and  my  name  was 
on  the  hotel  renter. 

Q.  Now  state  to  this  tM>mmittee  what  additional  information  it  was 
the  postmaster  at  Xenia  told  you  that  Mr.  Canfleld  could  give  you  if 
he  knew  your  mission! — ^A.  He  said  in  his  letter,  which  can  be  pro- 
duced^ that  he  heard  Mr.  Ganfleld  state  if  he  had  known  the  purpose  of 
Mr.  Lmeaweavei^s  mission  he  could  give  him  more  information  tlian  he 
did. 

Q.  What  are  the  i)olitics  of  Mr.  Ganfleld! — A.  Eepublican,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  have  this  deposition  when  yon  took  the  second  one! — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  the  original  deposition  and  exiiibit. 

Q.  Did  the  postmaster  kaow  what  your  uiission  was  at  Xenia! — A.  I 
don't  know.    I  didn't  see  him.    He  left  the  morning  I  got  there. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  suggest  something.  When  Mr.  Hersey  was 
on  the  stand  we  checked  down  Judge  Paysun  on  the  ground  that  he 
admitted  the  truth  about  all  in  those  papers.  Now,  the  manner  of  their 
getting  them  is  nothing  to  us.    I  don't  see  any  point  in  it  yet. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Sometimes  it  takes  me  quite  a  while  to  develop  a  point. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  if  you  were  not  sent  back  and  took  that  informa- 
tion because  this  man  had  furnished  information  in  some  way  that  if 
you  would  come  back  it  would  implicate  Congressman  Cooper! — 
A.  Not  at  all.  I  didnt  know  what  he  said.  The  letter  came  in  and  I 
was  directed  to  go  to  Xenia  and  see  the  postmaster,  and  he  left  before 
I  got  there.  And  I  concluded  to  go  and  see  Mr.  Canfleld,  and  I  did  so, 
and  stated  to  him  that  I  had  heard  he  said  if  he  had  known  my  mission 
he  would  have  given  me  more  information  than  before.  He  said  this 
had  been  in  talking  to  the  postmaster^  and  I  said  the  postmaster  had 
written  and  I  came  there  to  take  his  deposition,  and  I  told  him  I 
wanted  just  what  he  knew. 

Q.  What  additional  fact  did  you  get  in  taking  thatdexK>sition  except 
the  statement  from  this  man  that  Hersey  was  the  private  secretary  of 
Congressman  Cooper! — ^A.  I  think  I  remember  the  fact.  I  got  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Hersey  was  connected  at  different  times  with  this  man,  and 
said  that  he  was  calling  up  cases  on  Congressman  Cooper's  slips.  I 
asked  him  to  specify  a  particular  case,  and  he  said  the  case  of  Henry 
Miller,  who  resided  in  the  country  some  place,  and  I  asked  him  to  pro- 
duce Oxe  letter  of  Mr.  Hersey^  and  he  said  he  didn't  have  it,  and  I  sug> 
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geeted  we  go  then  to  Mr.  Miller,  and  we  telephoned  oat  in  UuitTiciiiitj, 
but  could  not  find  him.  He  also  stated  that  after  the  claim  waft  allowed 
in  which  Mr.  Hersey  had  filed  a  Congressional  slip  signed  by  Mr. 
Cooper,  that  he,  Canfield,  had  received  the  notice  in  the  regnlw  w»j 
and  he  transmitted  it  to  Mr.  Miller. 

Judge  Payson.  You  mean  through  Mr.  Cooper  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Wouldn't  he  have  received  notice  in  the  regular  waj 
through  Mr.  Cooper  if  the  private  secretary  of  Mr.  Cooper  attended  to 
this  business! 

A.  If  this  slip  on  which  he  called  up  the  case  was  a  slip  ci  Congicfie- 
man  Cooi>er's,  why,  he  would  be  notified. 

Q.  He  got  the  information  through  Mr.  Coox>ef  and  in  the  regukr 
way! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  develop  any  additional  fact  but  that  this  man  was  Mr. 
Cooper's  private  secretary! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  the  other  affidavit 

Q.  And  it  developed  that  this  man  was  charging  a  dollar  a  case  and 
this  other  man  was  paying  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  additional  facts? — A.  I  got  the  additional  fact 
that  this  man  said  that  he  was  corresponding  and  calling  up  cases  cm 
Congressman  Cooper's  slips. 

Q.  He  didn't  tell  you  in  the  first  instance  how  he  was  getting  the  in- 
formation t — ^A.  I  dont  remember  whether  he  did  or  not;  I  dont 
remember. 

Q.  I  see  that  your  expense  account  on  this  trip  amounted  to  $86  and 
some  cents,  and  your  expense  account  in  the  other  matter  would  make 
this  deposition  cost  about  $136? — A.  That  deposition  did  not  cost  $136. 

Q.  That  is  all  the  work  you  did,  according  to  your  report? — ^A.  1  got 
$3  a  day  and  my  expenses. 

Q.  You  got  $49  for  the  entire  time  you  were  gone  on  this  trip!— A 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  got  a  salary  of  $1,600  per  year  besides? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  extra  $86  and  something? — ^A.  I  put  in  my  charge,  and  I  got 
my  pay. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  prox)er  to  charge  the  Oovemment  for  paying  a 
I>orter  in  a  sleeping-car? — A.  The  law  allows  porter's  fees. 

Q.  I  see  it  did  in  this  case. — ^A.  It  has  been  allowed,  and  it  ought  to 
be. 

Q.  Is  that  so? — ^A.  It  is  recognized  as  a  legitimate  Government  ex- 
pense to  pay  for  such  things. 

Q.  Does  the  Government  allow  a  man  to  pay  a  x>orter  a  quarter  on  a 
sleeping-car? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  a  man  traveling  for  the  Grovemment  is 
supposed  to  have  the  modern  conveniences,  and  if  you  dont  tip  a  por- 
ter you  don't  get  it. 

Q.  Is  it  usual  for  the  Commis-sioncr  to  detail  a  special  examiner  to  go 
out  and  accompany  another  examiner  in  the  field  to  take  depositions f— 
A .  When  the  best  interests  of  the  service  can  be  served  by  doing  it  it 
is  done. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  particular  instance  where  it  has  been  done!— 
A.  I  don't  know  of  any  particular  instance;  up,  sir. 

Q.  Wasn't  this  investigation  promoted  by  a  desire  by  Gen.  Bamn  to 
get  a  chance  to  investigate  the  investigator? — ^A.  I  don't  Imow  what  he 
desired. 

Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  ?— A.  IS^o,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  to  go  down  and  investigate  Cooper?— A.  No, 


PENSION  OFFICE   INVESTIGATION.  737 

sir.  The  first  intimatioii  we  had  about  this  matter  was  by  this  man 
WhittinghiU.  He  came  in  one  day  and  made  this  remark:  He  wanted 
to  know  how  it  was  people  in  Washington  conld  get  this  sort  of  thing 
done  when  they  couldn't  even  get  a  reply.  We  corresponded  with  him 
and  told  him  if  there  was  anything  of  that  kind  it  was  not  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  Bureau,  and  told  him  to  send  $3  to  Charles  Beagan 
&  Co.,  and  that  is  all  I 'know  about  it.  And  we  corresponded  with 
him  in  regard  to  this  case  and  then  started  to  inyestigate  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  Mr.  WhittinghiU  wrote  the  letter  ! — ^A.  In 
September  last. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  *Oreenawalt  directed  at  that  time  to  look  into  it? — ^A. 
No,  sir;  it  had  not  come  to  a  head  yet. 

Q.  Was  he  directed  to  pay  any  attention  to  it! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  paid 
attention  to  it  myself.  We  started  it  agoing.  We  found  there  was  a 
nigger  in  the  fence  somewhere  and  started  to  look  it  up. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Greenawalt  received  any  instructions  to  make  this  in- 
vestigation untU  the  date  of  this! — A.  He  went  to  Canton,  Ohio,  I 
think  it  was,  in  February.  That  is  where  his  first  instructions  were 
received. 

Q.  Was  he  acting  in  such  a  way  that  the  Commissioner  couldn't 
trust  him  unless  you  accompanied  him  to  see  that  he  did  his  duty? — 
A.  He  did  that  all  on  the  first  occasion,  but  the  Commissioner  con- 
cluded, probably,  that  the  second  trip  would  close  the  matter  up,  and, 
as  I  said  before,  I  being  more  familiar  with  it  than  Qreenawalt,  I  went 
with  him  to  help  him. 

Q.  Mr.  Qreenawalt  had  all  the  communications  that  came  to  the 
office  on  the  subject,  didn't  he  f — ^A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Why  didn't  hef— A.  I  had  some  of  them. 

Q.  Wasn't  he  investigating  itt — ^A.  No,  sir  5 1  was  as  much  interested 
in  it  as  he  was.  I  had  the  original  letters  from  WhittinghiU  and  some 
others. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  give  him  those  letters  t — ^A.  He  didn't  require 
them  on  the  first  trip. 

Q.  Couldn't  he  take  them  on  the  second  trip  without  youT — ^A.  They 
didn't  come  to  him  in  the  regular  way  that  he  should  have  them. 

Q.  He  could  have  had  that  information  before  he  lefb  Washington, 
coiUdn'theT — ^A.  Wedidn'thave  the  information.  Iwillstate,Mr.Eidoe, 
I  was  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  subject-matter  in  investigation.  I  was 
probably  the  first  one  in  the  Bureau  that  noticed  it.  The  letter  having 
come  to  my  desk  as  private  secretary  and  it  took  sometime  to  get  it 
started,  we  corresponded  with  WhittinghiU  and  he  corresponded  with 
Beagan  and  Beagan  with  Peet. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question:  Could't  you  have  given  that  in- 
formation to  Mr.  GreenawaltT  Wasn't  he  as  competent  to  make  this  in- 
vestigation as  you  wereT— <A.  He  might  have  been,  on  general  principles, 
po9sibly,  as  competent  as  I  am.  He  is  a  much  older  man  and  has  much 
wider  experience,  but  I  tiiink  I  rendered  him  considerable  help  on  that 
trip. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  be  justified  in  spending  $136  for  one  deposition  T — 
A.  I  think  the  services  are  in  equal  amount  to  the  money  spent. 

Q.  In  proportion  to  the  amount  of  brains  you  expended  f— A.  I  am 
too  modest  to  say  as  to  that. 

Q.  When  you  were  in  the  Pension  Office  you  were  in  the  same  room 
as  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  when  he  was  there! — ^A.  At  one  time;  yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Never  saw  him  make  any  negotiations  for  a  loan  from  ofi 
c1erk8? — A.  I  never  saw  him  make  any  negotiations;  no,  ^. 

Q.  Never  heard  him  say  anything  about  borrowing  money  fromtl 
man  or  that  man? — ^A.  I  may  have  heard  him  say  something  aboat 

Q.  Who  did  you  hear  him  say! — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  you  iiear  him  say  anything  about  borrowing  money  fro&li 
Fithian? — A,  I  remember  that  case. 

Q.  What  is  that! — A.  My  recollection  of  that  case  is  as  follows:  1 
Haum,  I  understood,  wanted  to  negotiate  a  loan  aiMlke  wcottoseeH 
Barker,  and  the  major  said  it  was  all  right,  and  Mr.  Baum  gave  bin 
note.  Barker  was  to  have  it  discount^  at  a  bank  in  WashingtoD  tn 
The  matter  went  on  three  or  four  days  and  the  money  didn't  materii^ 
and  the  first  thing  we  knew  Mrs.  Fithian  came  down  aiid  wanted  \ 
to  take  the  money  from  her.  I  don't  remember  what  else  whs  siiid« 
I  heard  him  tell  her  that  nothing  of  that  kind  could  be  done  and 
had  better  go  to  her  desk,  and  my  recollection  hi  Barker  cane  d< 
afterwards  and  Raum  waited  to  know  what  he  meant  by  thai.  Bar 
never  returned  the  note  to  Mr.  Baum  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Didn't  Mr.  Eaum  tell  you  what  Mrs.  Fithian  said  to  him!— A 
I  don't  remember  that. 

Q.  You  didn't  have  any  curiodity  to  know  that? — A.  He  may  h 
told  me,  but  I  don't  remember  it. 

Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  Mrs.  Fithian  offered  to  loan  him  the  mone] 
give  it  to  him  if  he  would  promote  hert — A.  No,  sir;  he  did  not 

Q.  Didn't  you  understand  that? — ^A.  No,  sir.  She  had  beeu  ny 
mended  several  times  by  Maj.  Barker  for  promotion,  but  she  bad 
been.    Young  Eaum  had  not  recommended  it  to  the  Commissioner 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  being  promoted  by  Mr.  Eaum,  jr 
through  his  influence,  or  recommendation  tty  him  for  promotion, 
had  loaned  hira  money! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Eaum  ever  borrow  any  money  togethert— A. 


PENSION  OTFIOE  INVESTIGATION.  739 

Q.  Did  you  ever  borrow  any  money  from  Mr.  LatooretteT — A.  I  de- 
cline to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  borrow  any  money  through  any  pension  employ^! — 
A.  No,  sir.  I  did  get  some  money  from  Mr.  Latourette  five  or  six  years 
agro. 

Q.  Through  a  Pension  Office  employ^ t — ^A.  No,  sir;  to  him  direct. 

Q.  Do  you  owe  Mr.  Latourette  anything  now? — A.  NOy  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  is  a  Mend  and  associate  of  yours  f — ^A.  He  is  a  friend  of  mine- 
that  is,  I  have  known  him  a  long  time. 

Q.  Wouldn*t  you  and  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  associate  together  after 
office  hours  and  go  together  at  the  office  a  good  deal  while  Mr.  Smith 
iras  there  t — ^A.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Smith  more  than  once  or  twice  after 
office  hours,  and  Mr.  Kaum  very  rarely  after  office  hours. 

Q.  Did  you  associate  together  in  the  office  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  Our  asso 
ciations  were  purely  official. 

Q.  Purely  official! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  knew  them. 

Q.  Why  didn't  you  associate  with  your  friends  t — A.  I  didn't  happen 
to  meet  them. 

Q.  Never  met  themt — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  occasionally  I  met  them;  bat  I 
never  made  it  my  business  to  meet  them  or  associate  with  them. 

Q.  Did  you  associate  with  them  as  much  as  with  other  friends  in  the 
city! — ^A.  Not  at  all;  for  the  simple  reason  I  didn't  meet  them.  If  I 
had,  I  probably  would  have  associated  with  them.        * 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  reason  why  you  didn't  wish  to  associate  with 
ihemt — ^A.  Not  in  the  least.    I  should  have  considered  it  a  pleasure. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  borrowing  money  throupfh 
Pension  Office  employes  there! — A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  anything 
about  his  private  affairs  there  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  effort  to  prose<;ute  Mr.  Latour- 
ette for  borrowing  money  on  pension  certificates! — A.  I  don't  know 
anything  about  it.  I  saw  something  in  the  paper,  but  never  paid  any 
attention  to  it. 

Q.  It  never  came  under  your  observation  except  as  you  saw  it  in  the 
pai)er! — A.  No;  because  it  would  not  come  under  my  jurisdiction  offi- 
cially. 

Q.  Do  you  know  George  W.  Wayson,  jr.! — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  him  borrowing  money  from  the  spe- 
cial examiners  while  acting  in  the  field! — A.  I  don't  know  anything 
about  it.    I  heard  he  borrowed  money  from  employes  in  the  Bureau. 

Q.  What  employes! — ^A.  I  didn't' hear  any  names  mentioned  that  I 
remember. 

Q.  Didn't  you  see  this  matter  published  in  the  newspapers! — A.  I 
don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  was  investigated  by  Gen.  Bussey 
and  Gen.  Baum! 

Judge  Patson.  I  submit  this  is  all  secondary  evidence  in  any  event. 

By  Mr.  Enloe.  I  want  to  know  if  he  ever  saw  those  notes  taken  in 
that  examination! 

A.  I  remember  at  the  time  that  there  was  an  investigation  under  way 
and  I  think  it  was  had  and  completed.    I  never  examined  the  papers. 
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Saw  them  there  on  the  desk,  probably/ and  I  don't  know  joBt  what  tn- 
timony  was  taken  or  who  was  sworn  or  what  the  result  of  the  investi- 
gation was.    Never  paid  any  particular  attention  to  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  this  man  Smith,  who  was  imper- 
sonated by  another  person  there  and  getting  his  position  in  the  Peosioii 
Office— William  P.  Smith  t— A.  I  knew  him  officially. 

Q.  You  didn't  know  him  jiersonallyt — ^A.  I  knew  him  in  the  office 
there  as  an  employ^.  He  didn't  come  in  my  way  at  alL  He  was  first 
appointed  as  a  laborer  and  afterwards  got  in  by  the  civil  service.  1 
never  met  the  man  after  office  hours;  he  was  employed  as  a  messeoger. 

Q.  Where  do  you  draw  the  line  between  your  Mends  officially  and 
personally  t — A.  Lots  of  people  I  see  in  the  office  there — and  I  know 
them  pretty  nearly  all — ^in  fact  most  of  them.  My  association  with  them 
in  tiie  office  from  9  to  4  is  official  purely. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  circumstances  at  the  time  Mr. 
Smith  secured  that  appointment;  when  was  he  promoted  from  a  laborer 
to  that  of  messenger  in  the  classified  service  ! — A.  I  remember  Mr.  Bobeit 
Strachan  had  been  to  see  Mr.  Baum  two  or  three  times  in  regard  to  the 
promotion  of  a  man  or  boy,  as  he  called  him^  from  some  subordinate 
position,  and  Mr.  Eaum  said  he  would  consider  the  matter.  Strachan 
said  he  knew  him  all  his  life,  and  Smith  was  subsequently  api>ointed,  as 
I  remember  it.  Afterwards,  I  don't  know  just  how  long  it  was,  he  was 
promoted  to  messenger,  just  about  the  time  Congress  had  made  a  pro- 
vision to  increase  the  force  of  the  Bureau.  The  Commissioner  wanted 
to  know  who  appointed  this  man,  and  said  he  had  never  heard  of  him, 
and  I  said  Strachan  had  recommended  him;  and  he  said  he  tiiought  he 
wtated  him  to  resign. 

Q.  Was  he  dismissed  T — A.  He  was  not  dismissed.  I  went  out;  it 
was  part  of  my  duty  to  go  with  the  examination  papers  that  were  certi- 
fied from  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  and  I  noticed  his  name,  and  I 
told  the  Commissioner  he  had  been  certified  to  be  appointed  to  the  first 
vacancy  that  was  created,  and  he  appointed  him  in  the  classified  service 
in  the  regular  way. 

Q.  You  were  laboring  to  get  him  appointed! — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Would  the  Commissioner  have  known  about  this  certification  if  it 
hadn't  been  for  you  f — A.  No;  he  probably  wouldn't  unless  it  wa»  called 
to  his  attention. 

Q.  You  were  looking  after  his  interests! — A.  Not  at  all.  He  had 
done  nothing  to  be  dismissed  for,  and  the  Commissioner  secured  a  va- 
cancy for  a  soldier,  and  he  wouldn't  have  to  be  retired  from  service^  and 
I  considered  it  my  duty  to  render  him  that  much  service. 

Q.  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  was  desirous  that  he  should  be  certified! — A.  I  told 
him  the  Commisnioner  directed  me  to  dismiss  him,  and  he  says,  ^^AU 
right,  I  can't  help  it." 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  about  Smith  having  paid  $200  to  Strachan 
to  secure  that  appointment! — ^A.  Not  at  that  tune. 

Q.  You  heard  of  that  later! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  didn't  hear  about  it  before  the  investigation  made  hj 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  ! — ^A.  No;  that  was  the  first  I  heard 
about  it. 

Q.  Did  Baum  ever  talk  with  you  about  that! — ^A.  No;  not  until  af- 
terwards; he  did  afterwards. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  was  getting  any  money  fi^m  Strachan,  borrow- 
ing money  or  receiving  money! — A.  I  knew  of  one  transaction  he  had 
with  Strachan.    I  remember  he  stated  to  me  one  day  he  was  going  oat; 
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be  said  Strachan-  had  promised  to  discount  a  note  ait  the  bank,  and  he 
would  probably  send  the  money  or  brine  it  that  day,  and  told  me  to 
take  it  if  Strachan  brought  it.  Strachan  brought  it  down  and  gave  me 
an  envelope,  and  I  concluded  there  was  money  in  it,  and  I  opened  it  in 
his  presence,  and  he  told  me  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Baum,  and  I  did  so. 

Q.  How  much  money  was  in  itt — ^A.  I  don't  remember.  I  think  it 
was  some  90  odd  dollars. 

The  Oh  AIRMAN.  Who  was  it  sent  that  money  T 

A.  Strachan. 

Judge  Patson.  It  was  the  proceeds  of  a  discounted  notef 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  Strachan  told  you  to  hand  it  to  Mr.  Baum,  and  that  was  the  pro* 
ceeds  of  a  discounted  notet — ^A.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Baum  had  told  me  Strachan 
had  promised  to  discount  a  note  tor  him^  and  he  would  probably  bring 
it  down  that  day,  and  if  he  did  to  receive  it,  and  he  would  get  it.  I  knew 
what  it  was  when  he  came,  but  he  didn't  know  whether  to  give  it  to  me 
or  not,  but  I  told  him  I  knew  what  it  was,  and  he  gave  it  to  me,  and  I 
gave  it  to  Mr.  Baum,  but  I  don't  remember  the  amount. 

Q.  Was  this  while  Smith  was  in  the  office T — ^A.  I  don't  remember  the 
date.  It  didn't  make  any  impression  upon  my  mind;  simply  a  business 
transaction.  I  knew  Baum  and  Strachan  had  known  each  other  a  long 
time. 

Q.  Did  Baum  send  any  money  by  you  to  Strachan  at  any  timet — A. 
He  sent  $50  by  my  messenger  Patterson  in  payment  of  this  note. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  he  didt — ^A.  I  was  there  at  the  time. 

Q.  When  he  gave  it  to  him? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  what  it  was  for? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  he  told  me  what  it  was 
for.    He  said  he  wanted  to  send  this  money  up  to  Strachan. 

Q.  I  thought  you  said  a  moment  ago  you  didn't  know  anything  about 
his  financial  matters. — ^A.  I  didn't  generally^  but  I  knew  of  one  or  two 
specific  cases  that  I  heard. 

Q.  It  is  purely  specific  matter  that  you  want  to  teU? — ^A.  You  make 
your  questions  specific  and  I  will  tell  you  all  I  know. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anybody  give  you  your  lesson  before  you  came  up 
here? — ^A.  I  have  been  watching  you. 

Q.  What  have  you  been  watching  me  about? — A.  During  this  inves- 
tigation. 

Q.  I  understand  that  is  part  of  your  business,  to  watch  people,  and  I 
would  like  to  know  what  you  have  been  finding  out  about  me? — A.  I 
me^ui  that  I  was  watching  your  method  of  procedure  here. 

Q.  Are  you  profiting  anything  by  it? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Baum  sending  any  money  besides  that  $50. — 
A.  No.  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Baum  has  any  notes  outstanding  now 
that  Mr.  Barker  is  indorser  on  in  the  hands  of  parties  here? — ^A.  l^o; 
I  do  not. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  office  at  the  time  a  certain  $72  came  in  and  was 
deposited  with  Baum?— A.  No,  sir,  I  was  not;  I  was  in  Michigan. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Baum's  connection  with  that 
transaction? — ^A.  Only  what  I  heard  subsequently. 

Q.  Didn't  know  anything  of  your  own  knowledge? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  key  to  the  safe  at  that  time? — ^A.  i  had  the 
oombination. 
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Q.  Yon  carried  the  combinati.on  to  the  safef — A.. I  knew  what  it 
was. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Eanm  know  itf — A.  I  always  did  the  business  with  the 
safe.  I  don't  know  whether  I  gave  him  the  combination  or  not  I  think 
I  did  when  he  first  came  there. 

Q.  Did  you  have  that  written  down,  or  did  it  require  to  be  written 
down  in  order  to  remember  it! — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  was  not  a  difficult  com- 
bination. 

Q.  You  think  he  could  remember  the  combination? — A.  I  dont 
know  whether  he  could  or  not.  He  went  to  the  s^e  once  probably 
where  I  went  two  or  three  hundred  times. 

By  Mr.  Little  : 

Q.  Was  it  a  public  safe? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  it  belong  to  the  Department? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  it  was  public,  wasn't  it? — A.  Everybody  didn^t  have  lie 
combination ;  it  was  a  safe  purchased  by  the  Department  long  before, 
and  was  still  kept  there. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  It  was  the  office  safe? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  had  a  simple  combination? — A.  It  might  have  been. 

By  Judge  Payson: 
Q.  How  many  numbers  or  letters  on  it? — ^A.  Three. 
By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  say  now  that  Mr.  Raum  never  got  into  that  safe  except 
when  you  were  there? — A.  I  didn't  say  so,  for  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  it  to  be  a  fact  that  he  got  into  it  in  yonr  ab- 
sence?— A.  I  do  not  know  it. 

Q.  At  different  times  before  that? — ^A.  I  don't  know  anything  of  that 
kind.    I  was  not  absent  before  that. 

Q.  Never  absent  before  that? — ^A.  No,  sir;  notforany  length  of  time. 

Q.  How  much  longer  had  you  been  in  that  office  there  than  Mr. 
Eaum  ? — A.  I  had  been  there  since  1886. 

Q.  In  that  part  of  the  office? — A.  That  division  was  only  organized 
after  Commissioner  Raum  came  in.  The  work  had  been  done  by  me  aud 
others.    I  had  been  there  since  '87. 

Q.  You  were  placed  in  this  office  at  the  time  he  went  in  there  t-^- A 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  the  combination  of  the  safe  very  well  ? — ^A.  I  had  no 
trouble  in  getting  into  it. 

Q.  Did  Kaum  say  anything  to  you  about  that  $72  when  you  got 
back? — A.  No;  the  first  I  heard  about  the  $72,  Bailey  came  to  me  and 
said  he  had  deposited  $72.  I  asked  him  when  he  deposited  it,  aud  he 
said  the  day,  and  I  told  him  he  didn't  leave  it  with  me,  because  I  was 
not  there.    I  told  him  he  would  have  to  go  to  Mr.  Eaum  to  get  it 

Q.  Did  you  look  in  the  safe  for  it? — ^A.  I  don't  remember.  My  im- 
pression is  I  did. 

Q.  If  you  looked  into  the  safe,  didn't  you  do  so  because  you  thought 
he  put  it  in  the  safe? — A.  I  thought  it  would  be  put  there  if  left  with 
him.    I  knew  I  had  given  him  the  combination  at  one  time. 

Q.  You  supposed  he  knew  the  combination? — A.  I  had  given  it  to 
him  at  one  time;  I  knew  that. 

Q.  That  is  the  reason  you  looked  into  the  safef — ^A.  Yes^  sir. 
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Q.  What  did  you  do  when  you  found  it  was  not  there! — ^A.  I  told 
him  to  go  to  Mr.  Baum. 

Q.  Was  your  attention  called  to  the  amount! — ^A.  I  don't  remember. 
I  think  I  told  him  I  would  si)eak  to  him  about  it,  but  I  omitted  to 
-do  so. 

Q.  Who  finally  carried  that  money  in  to  Mr.  Bailey  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  that  money! — ^A.  From  Mr.  Baum. 

Q.  Which  Mr.  Baum  9 — ^A.  Green  B.,  jr. 

Q.  Whobrought  the  money  to  you t — A.  What! 

Q.  Did  he  bring  the  money  to  yout — A.  No,  sir.  He  went  to  Phila- 
delphia on  Saturday  and  returned  on  Tuesday,  and  I  think  I  went  over 
to  his  house  on  Wednesday  and  he  gave  me  some  money  and  told  me 
to  giTC  it  to  Bailey. 

Q.  Did  you  go  there  for  that  money  T — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  came  he  to  hand  you  the  money  if  you  didn't  go  there  to 
get  itt-^A.  I  wont  there  to  see  him  because  he  hadn't  been  at  the  office. 

Q.  Did  the  Commissioner  tell  you  to  go  and  get  the  money  f — ^A.  No^ 
sir;  he  never  spoke  to  me  about  it. 

Q.  You  didn't  go  there  for  it! — A.  No,  sir.  . 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  when  he  gave  it  to  youT — A.  No,  sir; 
he  handed  it  to  me  and  told  me  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Bailey. 

Q.  Anything  said  about  itT— A.  No,  sir.  He  did  say  it  was  a  con- 
science fond. 

Q.  What  was  your  business  there  T — ^A.  He  was  sick. 

Q.  Ton  went  because  he  was  sickT — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  during  office  hours! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Y(Hi  didn't  know  anything  about  the  Commissioner  having  prom* 
ised  Mr.  Bailey  the  evening  before  that  the  money  would  be  brought 
l^at  day! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  hadn't  heard  thatt — ^A.*No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  CommAsioner  Baum  didn't  send  you  after  the  money  T — ^A. 
No.  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  take  itt — ^A.  Mr.  Bailey. 

Q-  You  didn't  take  it  to  the  Commissioner  T — ^A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Didn't  speak  to  him  about  it  at  all! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Gave  it  to  Mr.  Bailey  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  sayT — ^A.  I  said  here  is  $72  Mr.  Baum  sent  you 
which  you  left  with  him  during  my  absence,  and  I  would  like  to  have 
your  receipt  for  it,  which  he  gave  me. 

Q.  How  many  times  have  you  been  promoted  since  Gen.  Baum  has 
been  in  the  office  f — ^A.  Once. 

Q.  When  was  thatt — ^A.  January  1, 1890. 

Q.  Have  you  any  relatives  in  the  Pension  Office  T — ^A.  I  have. 

Q.  How  many  T — ^A.  One. 

Q.  8ist«r  or  brother  T — ^A.  Sister. 

Q.  How  much  compensation  does  she  receive  f — ^A.  Twelve  hundred 
dollars  a  year. 

Q.  How  many  times  has  she  been  promoted  since  Mr.  Baum  went 
into  oflftceT— A.  Twice 

Q.  From  whatf— A.'  From  9000  to  $1,000  and  from  $1,000  to  $1,200. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  relatives  in  the  Government  service  T — ^A. 
No.  sir;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Linea weaver,  have  you  ever  acted  in  the  capacity  of  a  spy  for 
Oommissioner  Baum  on  the  employes  of  the  Pension  Office  t — ^A.  I 
object  to  tihat  term. 
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Q.  I  ask  yon  to  answer  the  question. — A.  I  decline  to  answer  it  wten 
asked  in  that  manner. 
Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  the  committee  if  he  shall  not  answer  the  qaestkm. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  the  committee  the  definition  of  the  word  spyf— A.  1 
gaesa  I  could. 

Q.  What  is  it! — A.  You  evidentiy  could  tell  it  as  well  as  I  conld. 

Q.  If  it  wUl  make  the  dose  more  palatable  to  you  I  will  ask  yoa  if 
you  ever  had  any  instructions  from  Gen.  Baum  to  watch  the  PensioD 
Office  employes,  and  other  persons,  and  report  the  result  of  your  obser- 
vations f — ^A.  I  will  say  no,  I  have  not. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  i£  x>ersons  who  do  that  are  spies  T — A.  Yon  can 
draw  your  own  conclusion  on  that. 

Q.  I  will  then  ask  you  if  a  spy  is  not  one  performing  services  of 
looking  into  things  secretiy  for  some  one  else  or  on  his  own  acocmnt?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  you  told  the  Commissioner  at  any  time  wbat 
observations  you  made  at  any  time  about  the  Pension  Office  em- 
ployes?— ^A.  I  have  said  to  the  Commissioner  on  several  occasioos, 
when  the  matter  had  been  spoken  of^  that  I  had  noticed  some  of  the 
Pension  employes  at  different  times,  quite  often,  down  at  Wilkid's 
Hotel  associated  with  George  B.  Fleming. 

Q.  Associating  with  George  B.  FlemingT — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  you  understand  from  the  Commissioner  that  Fleming  wm 
a  man  to  be  watched T — ^A.  No,  sir;  he  never  intimated  anything  of  the 
kind  to  me.  I  used  to  go  down  there  occasionally,  where  they  had  a 
sort  of  rendezvous. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  that  the  Commissioner  brought  Mr.  Sprosser  here 
for  the  purpose  of  having  Mr.  Fleming  watched? — ^A.  No,  sir;  he  did 
not  bring  him  here  at  all.  • 

Q.  He  did  nott — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  for  that  purpose. 

Q.  You  are  x)ositive  he  did  not  bring  him  here  for  any  such  purpose  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  know  about  it! — ^A*  I  don't  know  whether  I  do 
or  not. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  that  impression? — ^A.  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  once  said 
that  he  was  coming  here  for  a  few  days;  that  is  the  only  way  I  knew 
anything  about  it.    I  heard  Baum,  jr.,  speak  about  it. 

Q.  You  heard  Baum,  jr.,  say  he  was  coming  here  for  that  business f— 
A.  He  said  he  was  coming  here  on  that  business. 

Q.  Who  did  he  say  he  was  going  to  watch? — ^A.  Fleming,  I  think. 

Q..  Anybody  else? — ^A.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Didn't  he  say  that  he  was  going  to  watch  employes  and  see  who 
was  telling? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  couldn't  tell  that.  *I  knew  he  would  catch 
the  birds. 

Q.  He  would  catch  the  birds  ? — A.  They  would  all  flock  together;  they 
were  of  the  same  feather. 

Q.  And  you  then  know  that  Mr.  Bprosser  was  not  brought  here  for 
that  purpose? — ^A.  You  asked  me  if  he  was  brought  here  by  the  Com- 
missioner for  that  purpose,  and  I  say,  no;  I  think  Mr.  Baum,  jr.,  did 
that. 

Q.  You  think  the  Oommissioner  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  his 
coming? — ^A.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  that  information  about  that?    l>o  you  state 
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that  Green  B.  Banm,  jr.,  told  yon  the  Commissioner  didn'fc  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  itt — A.  I  didn't  state  that.  I  said  that  he  said  he  was 
going  to  have  Sprosser  come  here  to  have  him  do  that. 

Q.  Where  did  yon  get  that  information  that  the  Commissioner  didn't 
^ve  himt — A.  I  got  it  from  the  flEU^t  that  Mr.  Banm,  jr.,  said  he  was 
going  to  bring  him  her^,  and,  fhrthermore,  I  will  say  the  information 
on  that  point  I  received  in  the  last  conple  of  days.  Yon  sent  Mr.  A.D. 
Wilcox,  the  examiner  for  the  committee  down  to  look  at  the  papers 
and  the  daUy  rex)orts  of  Mr.  Sprosser,  and  they  were  brought  in  and 
the  Commissioner  looked  them  over,  and  he  said  he  did  not  know  what 
he  was  doing  here;  he  had  not  ordered  hitii  here,  and  Mr.  Bntterfield 
said  that  Mr.  Banm,  jr.,  brought  him  here. 

Q.  You  heard  him  say  he  didn't  know  what  he  was  doing,  here  T — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  that  timet — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  couple  of  days  ago. 

Q.  You  are  positive  the  Commissioner  made  that  statement  in  your 
presence  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  else  was  present t — A.  I  think  Gen.  Butterfield. 

Q.  He  heard  the  same  statement T — ^A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  did. 
or  not.  It  was  an  official  matter  and  I  suppose  Mr.  Eaum  directed  it  to 
be  done,  and  it  was  done  through  the  special  examiner  division. 

Q.  Who  directed  it  to  be  donet — ^A.  I  suppose  through  the  sx)ecial 
examination  division. 

Q.  Whom  do  you  8upx)08e  they  got  their  direction  fromt — ^A.  I  don't 
know.    It  is  a  matter  of  record. 

Q.  Who  has  authority  to  issue  those  instructions  T — A.  The  chiefs  of 
divisions  can  call  a  man  in. 

Q.  On  whose  suggestion  T — ^A.  On  the  recommendation  of  the  person 
in  authority,  the  Commissioner  or  deputy  commissioners. 

Q.  Could  he  have  done  it  on  the  authority  of  Baum,  jr.t — A.  If  he 
understood  it  came  from  the  Commissioner  he  could. 

Q.  Could  Mr.  Baum,  Jr.,  go  over  there  and  state  that  it  came  from 
the  Commissioner T — A.  You  will  have  to  ask  him;  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Sprosder  when  he  was  here! — A.  No,  sir;  I 
don't  know  him. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  about  what  he  was  doing  while  he  was 
heret — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Ever  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Baum  or  with  anybody  else 
about  what  he  did  while  heret — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  times  did  you  report  to  the  Commissioner  ab6ut  these 
meetings  you  observed! — ^A.  I  don't  know;  I  never  kept  any  account 
of  it. 

Q.  Every  time  you  saw  itt — A.  Perhaps  I  did  and  perhaps  I  didn't. 

Q.  Didn't  have  any  instructions  from  himt — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Thought  it  might  be  useful  to  him! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  didn't  say  he  wanted  itt — A.  No,  sir;  he  didn't  intimate  so  to 
me;  he  didn't  say  anything  to  me  in  my  presence  that  he  wanted  to 
know  their  associates. 

Q.  Did  you  and  Mr.  W.  J.  Brooks  ever  go  on  those  expeditions 
together  t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  never  with  you  when  you  made  these  observations  t — ^A. 
He  might  have  been. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Brooks  was  looking  for  that  sort  of  in- 
formation t — ^A.  I  do  not  know. 
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Q.  Did  he  ever  say  to  you  he  had  seen  these  men  togethert— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  he  was  going  to  report  it  to  the  Commissioner  Y — ^A*  No,  sf; 
never  said  the  last. 

Q.  You  don't  know  then  whether  he  was  carrying  the  iofdrmataoa  tg 
the  Commissioner  or  notf — A.  I  didn't  ask  him  anything  ahont  it 

Q.  Did  you  ever  rex>ort  to  the  Commissioner  you  had  seen  eertaa 
employ^  looking  at  the  newspapers  and  chuckling  over  the  news  t— A 
I  don't  know  as  I  ever  did.  There  is  one  9U|n  sitting  over  there  wbo 
seemed  to  be  very  much  amused;  in  £irct  that  is  about  M.  he  seemed  to 
have  to  do.  He  used  to  get  amused  regularly  at  noon  and  keep  it  up 
all  day  nearly. 

Q.  You  piean  Mr.  Fawcettf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Fawcett  suggests  that  I  ask  you  the  question  whether  yoo  aad 
Mr.  McElfresh  didn't  go  down  to  WiHard's  Hotel  together  and  make 
some  notes  and  go  away  to  confer T — ^A.  No,  sir;  we  were  not  there  on 
that  business. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  remarks  about  your  observations  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Elfresh?— A.  I  was  there  on  other  business  just  at  that  time.  I  nei^ 
noticed  these  men. 

Q.  You  remember  the  occasion? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  their 
being  there,  and  I  remember  going  in  and  after  I  got  in  I  stopped  to 
make  some  notes.  I  heard  something  and  put  it  down  because  1 
wanted  to  remember  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  the  Commissioner  that  you  had  seen  these  men  dowD 
there? — A.  No,  sir;  they  were  so  insignificant  that  I  did  notnotioe 
them. 

Q.  Didn't  the  assistant  secretary  recommend  that  you  be  removed 
from  the  appointment  clerk's  office  on  the  ground  of  your  insulting 
language  and  ways  to  Pension  Office  employes? — A.  I  don't  know 
that  that  was  the  object  or  groiind  of  the  removal. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  it  was  on  that  ground? — ^A.  I  don't  know,  no, 
sir ;  but  I  heard  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  get  a  removal  after  that? — ^A.  Not  just  at  that  time,  no,  sir. 

Q.  You  after  that  time  got  a  promotion,  something  in  the  nature  of 
a  promotion  to  the  position  of  private  secretary  to  the  Commissioner?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Instead  of  being  shoved  a  little  further  way  from  the  Commis- 
sioner you  were  drawn  a  little  nearer? — ^A.  If  you  like  to,  put  it  in 
that  way. 

Q.  Did  you,  along  about  the  time  Ore^i  B.  Baum,  jr.,  was.appointed 
here,  see  these  genUemen  down  by  Hancock's  gallery  quite  often?— A 
I  have  been  to  Hancock's  on  several  occasions;  I  like  his  mixed  drinks 
and  I  dare  say  they  were  there,  because  they  usually  hung  around  such 
places. 

Q.  That  is  the  reason  you  found  them  so  often? — ^A.  I  found  them 
more  at  a  distance;  they  didn't  hang  around  together  very  much  after 
they  saw  me. 

Q.  You  were  not  following  them? — ^A..  They  would  scatter  in  all  di- 
rections. 

Q.  When  you  saw  them  it  was  not  because  you  were  looking  for 
them? — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  impossible  to  follow  them. 

Q.  When  you  discovered  them,  were  you  looking  tor  th^n? — A.  No, 
sir;  not  particularly. 
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Q.  Just  accidental  meeting  t — ^A.  I  went  in  that  neighborhood  often. 

Q.  And  it  was  the  unity  of  taste  that  brought  you  together! — A. 
Decidedly  not. 

Q.  I  don't  mean  social  taste,  but  appetite. — ^A.  I  don't  think  I  could 
get  on  the  outside  of  as  much  as  they  could. 

Q.  If  you  hadn't  been  moved  by  the  same  spirit  you  wouldn't  have 
found  them  under  the  same  circumstances  unless  you  found  them  by 
design  f — ^A.  They  were  moved  by  a  greater  spirit. 

Q.  Mr.  Fawcett  asks  if  you  ever  saw  him  in  a  barroom  t — ^A.  I  don't 
know  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  remarks  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
ex-Union  soldiers  in  the  office,  and  speak  of  them  in  very  disrespectful 
terms  and  say  if  you  had  the  i>ower  you  would  down  a  lot  of  themt — 
A.  ISTo,  sir;  I  never  did. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question.  A  question  that  has  been  written 
on  a  piece  of  paper  and  handed  to  me. — ^A.  If  you  will  tell  me  what  the 
question  is  I  will  answer  it 

Q..  It  was  handed  to  me  on  a  slip  of  paper. 

Mr.  ENL.OE.  I  think  I  will  let  the  examination  go  now,  and  call  you 
later  if  I  want  you.    That  is  all  for  the  present. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10:30  a.  m. 


Satttbdat,  April  9, 189J9. 

The  committee  met  at  10 :30  a.  m. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Hon.  H.  H.  Wheeler),  Messrs.  Lind  and  Dun- 
gan,  of  the  committee,  and  Hon.  B.  A.  Enloe  and  Hon.  L.  E.  Payson. 


TESTXHOVT  OF  W.  J.  BB00K8. 

W.  J.  Brooks,  being  first  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  as  follows* 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Mr.  Brooks,  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — ^A. 
W.  J.  Brooks;  residence,  719  Ninth  street  NE.;  I  am  a  special  exam- 
iner at  the  Pension  Bureau;  forty  years  of  age;  that  is,  I  am  in  my  forty- 
first  year. 

Q.  Mr.  Brooks,  what  are  your  duties  in  the  District  of  Columbia? — 
A.  Well,  my  duties  are  those  of  a  special  examiner,  the  same  as  in  the 
field  and  elsewhere. 

Q.  What  is  the  compensation  you  receive! — ^A.  Nine  hundred  dol- 
lars per  diem  and  11,400  salary. 

Q.  An  assignment  in  the  District  of  Columbia  here  is  a  little  more 
profitable  than  it  is  to  a  man  who  is  traveling  aU  the  time? — A.  Not  in 
all  cases. 

Q.  Why  is  itt — ^A.  Traveling  all  the  timet  Yes,  it  would  be  more 
profitable  than  a  man  traveling  all  the  time.  Not  any  more  so  than  a 
man  stationed  in  New  York,  Philadelphia,  or  Chicago. 

Q.  Do  you  have  to  go  outside  of  this  District  of  Columbia  to  taransact 
your  business? — ^A.  Sometimes  I  do. 

Q.  Not  very  often? — ^A.  Not  often. 
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Q.  A  man  who  is  stationed  in  these  other  places  has  territory  that  fa 
a  little  broader  than  yours  ?— A.  No,  sir.  Well,  there  are  some  who  have 
broader  territory,  but  if  there  are  cases  down  in  Virginia  or  southeni 
Maryland  or  the  counties  adjacent  to  the  District  I  have  to  take  them 
in  as  far  as  Harper's  Ferry. 

Q.  This  $900  which  you  receive  outside  of  your  salary  is  supposed  to 
be  a  ftind  to  pay  hotel  bills,  and  matters  of  that  sort,  is  it  not ! — A.  Well 
we  do  pay  hotd  hiUs  if  we  have  any  to  pay. 

Q.  If  you  don't  have  any  to  pay  you  get  that  anyway  and  it  is  added 
in  your  compensation t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  not  you  able  to  save  a  large  amount  out  of  that  money,  more 
than  any  other  assignment  you  have  had,  or  haven't  you  had  any 
other  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir.    l^ot  if  I  haven't  got  my  family  with  me. 

Q.  You  have  the  advantage  of  your  family  here,  haven't  yoat— A 
Yes,  sir;  the  same  as  other  examiners  in  other  places  have. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  that  the  special  examiners  don't  look  on  this  as  a 
more  desirable  assignment  than  others! — ^A.  I  don't  know  how  others 
look  at  it. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  it  is  regarded  in  the  office  as  a  more  desirable 
one! — A.  I  know  how  I  regard  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  others  regard  itt — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  stationed  in  the  District  here  have  yon  at 
any  time  performed  anything  in  the  nature  of  secret  services  for  the 
Commissioner,  in  looking  a^r  the  movements  of  Pension  Office  em- 
ployes or  newspaper  i)eoplet — ^A.  The  Oommissioner  has  never  in- 
structed me  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  I  didn't  ask  you  if  he  had  instructed  you.  Mr.  Palmer,  please  read 
the  question. 

(The  question  read.) 

A.  For  the  Commissioner  t   I  don't  quite  understand  you. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Please  read  the  question  again. 

(Question  read  again). 

Q.  You  understand  the  English  language,  don't  you  f — ^A.  I  think  Ido. 

Q.  Eead  the  question  again. 

(Question  read  again.) 

A.  I  have  for  the  benefit  of  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  You  have  for  the  benefit  of  the  Commissioner  t  What  do  you 
mean  by  that! — A.  I  mean,  if  I  observed  anything  that  I  thought  was 
of  any  benefit  to  the  administration,  in  my  judgment,  I  would  make  a 
note  of  it. 

Mr.  Dung  AN.  And  report  it  to  him! 

A.  I  don't  think  I  reported  the  movements  to  him  of  anyone. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  with  the  notes  which  you  were  making  if 
not  to  report  itf — A.  I  have  informed  other  parties. 

Q.  What  other  parties! — ^A.  I  think  I  informed  young  Mr.  Baum, 
when  he  was  assistant  appointment  clerk. 

Q.  Did  young  Mr.  Raum  tell  you  to  look  up  such  information  and 
furnish  it  to  him! — A.  I  don't  remember  that  he  did. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  he  told  you  he  wanted  you  to  do  itt — ^A.  I  don't 
have  any  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  be  doing  it  then  ! — ^A.  I  simply  did  it  on  my  own 
motion  after  office  hours. 
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Q.  Without  any  expression  of  a  desire  of  that  sort  on  tlie  part  of  the 
Commissioner  or  yonng  Mr.  Eaum  or  anybody  else! — A,  I  have  no 
recollection  that  young  Mr.  Baum  or  the  Commissioner  ever  said  any- ' 
thing  about  it. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  such  information  as  that  would  be  accept- 
able to  Mr.  Baum  or  desirable  to  him  or  his  son  if  nobody  ever  gave 
yon  any  intimation  about  itf — A.  It  was  during  the  time  the  former 
investigation  was  going  on,  and  I  naturally  supposed  it  would  be  of 
interest  to  them. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  never  told  the  Commissioner  anything  about  itf — 
A.  I  have  no  recoUection  of  reporting  it  to  the  Commissioner  at  all. 

Q.  Then  if  the  Commissioner  said  you  did  report  it  to  him  in  giving 
such  information  he  misrepresented  the  fact? — ^A.  I  am  speaking  of 
that  time,  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  subsequent  time. 

Q.  What  other  time  do  you  mean  then,  other  than  the  time  you  have 
mentioned! — A.  I  have  mentioned  it  to  him;  I  think  it  was  subsequent 
to  the  close  of  the  investigation,  that  I  observed  certain  things. 

Q.  You  haven't  since  that  time,  since  the  close  of  that  investigation, 
you  have  not  been  giving  that  information  to  himf — ^A.  I  haven't  seen 
any  necessity. 

Q.  You  have  not  paid  any  attention  to  these  Pension  Office  employes 
who  were  discharged  because  it  was  supposed  they  were  inrnishing  in- 
formation to  Mr.  Fleming,  on  which  he  was  writing  newspaper  arti- 
cles!— A.  Sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Please  read  the  question. 

(Question  read.) 

A.  At  what  time! 

Q.  Since  the  time  yon  just  mentioned! — A.  Since  the  close  of  the 
last  investigation! 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  deny  that! — ^A.  I  do. 

Q.  If  the  Commissioner  says  he  got  any  information  from  you  in 
regard  to  that  he  is  mistaken,  since  Mr.  Jennings  and  Fawcett  and 
Hodgson  and  Mr.  Payne  and  some  six  or  seven  were  discharged  ! — A.  I 
have  not  paid  any  attention  to  them  since  the  close  of  the  investiga- 
tion; but  since  the  close  I  did  mention  the  fact  to  Gen.  Baum  of  what 
I  observed  during  the  time  of  the  investigation. 

Q.  But  you  say  that  since  that  time,  these  more  recent  offenses  of 
Mr.  Fleming  in  the  public  newspapers  in  writing  articles,  you  didn't 

g've   any  information  about  the    movements  of  these  men  to  Gen. 
aum! — ^A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  If  he  says  he  got  that  information  from  you  at  that  time  he  mis- 
states the  fact! — A.  I  have  not  given  him  any  information  since  the 
time  I  have  just  spoken  of. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  taking  the  papers  in  the  case  of  Charles  A.  De 
Arnaud  to  Jersey  City! — A.  I  remember  that. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  the  original  papers  out  there! — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  Have  you  carried  the  original  papers  in  any  other  case  where 
there  was  a  civil  suit  pending  and  they  wanted  them  as  evidence! — 
A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  an  exception  was  made  in  this 
case! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  rule  of  the  office  where  papers  are  called  for  to  be  used 
in  civil  suits  that  are  on  file  in  the  Department,  a  certified  copy  of  the 
papers  is  sent  instead  of  the  original! — A.  I  don't  know  what  the 
rule  is. 
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Q.  Isn't  that  the  practice  t — ^A.  I  have  never  had  occasion  to  find  oil 

Q.  Don't  yon  know  that  the  law  provides  that  certified  copies  sM 
be  evidence! — A.  I  never  looked  np  the  law  on  that  qnestion. 

Q.  Don't  yon  know  that  it  is  sot — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  appear  on  the  witness  stand  in  that  snit  ont  thereby 
tween  De  Amaud  and  other  persons? — A.  What  other  i)erson  ! 

Q.  I  don't  know  the  style  of  the  case  bnt  I  will  look  it  up. 

Judge  Payson.  Whatever  the  case  wast 

A.  I  was  in  Jersey  City.    Is  that  the  case  you  meant 

Mr.  Enlob.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  I  think  I  did.  I  don't  remember  the  names  of  the  i>ersoiis  who 
were  interested  in  the  case  now. 

Judge  Payson.  There  was  only  one  case  there t 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  all.    I  don't  remember  the  name  of  the  plaintifL 

By.  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  it  the  case  of  Charles  A.  De  Amaud  and  Susan  de  Amand 
against  Mary  A.  Peet,  or  Mary  A.  Peet  against  Charleys  A.  De  Amaud 
and  his  wife! — A.  If  that  is  the  case  at  Jersey  City,  that  is  the  only 
ca^e  I  know  of. 

Q.  Was  that  a  chancery  suit  before  a  chancellor  or  before  a  jury  I— 
A.  It  was  not  before  a  jury. 

Q.  Did  you  testify  in  that  caset — A.  I  tlduk  I  did;  in  fact,  I  know] 
did. 

Q.  What  was  the  object  of  your  giving  testimony;  did  you  kiK)\f 
anything  about  it  except  what  these  papers  contained  f — A.  No,  ar. 

Q.  Did  you  leave  any  evidence  in  the  oflBce  to  show  whet  papers  you 
carried  out  to  Jersey  Cityt — A.  I  think  t^at  the  case  slip  is  in  the  files 
as  in  all  other  cases  that  are  taken  away  in  this  way. 

Q.  Did  that  slip  mention  all  the  papers  that  were  contained  in  that 
case? — A.  I  can't  answer  that;  I  don't  know  j  I  didn't  see  the  case  slip 
at  all.    The  file  clerk  attends  to  that. 

Q.  You  have  seen  ca^e  slips  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  don't  contain  that,  do  they;  it  is  simply  a  slip,  a  receipt  for 
the  papers  on  filet — ^A.  There  is  a  general  receipt  for  the  papers  on  file 
and  a  case  slip,  and  generally  the  brief  is  retained  in  the  tile  which  re- 
cites the  evidence  the  pnpers  contained  in  the  case  that  are  mateml. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  in  that  file  when  you  went  out 
there  a  letter  from  Gen.  John  C.  Fremont,  formerly  Acting  General  of 
the  U.  S.  Army,  dated  Wasliington,  D.  C,  1309  Nineteenth  street  N W., 
May  19,  1887,  addressed  to  Brig.  Gen.  Bichard  iJ.  Drum,  Adjutant- 
General's  Office,  as  follows: 

New  York,  Octoher  Sly  ISS7. 

General:  I  have  been  requested  to  state  some  circumstances  connected  with  tb(« 
sorvice  of  Capt.  Charles  de  Amaud  during  my  command  of  the  Department  of  the 
West  in  1861.  I  comply  readily  with  the  request,  because  I  should  be  glad  to  pro- 
mote the  interests  of  a  deserving  oflfieer. 

Capt.  de  Amaud  was  chosen  by  me  to  make  military  reconnoissances  in  Kentucky 

and  Tennessee,  and  on  this  duty  I  sent  him  to  those  States  early  in  August^  IJ^l. 

At  this  time  he  was  in  the  service  of  the  United  "States  as  captain  of  Company  F  of 

the  Fifth  Missouri  Volunteers.     He  was  instructed  to   ascertain  the  positions  nnd 

force  and  probable  movements  of  the  enemy  and  to  examine  the  country  in  onler  to 

ascertain  the  selection  of  such  points  aa  might  be  advantageously  occupied  by  the 

Union  troops.     All  of  this  duty  he  performed  with  skill  and  intelligence,  at  much 

personal  risk  and  to  my  entire  satisfaction.     ITie  nature  and  duration  of  his  services 

remained  of  necessity  unknown  to  his  company  and  others,  except  to  such  of  ray 

start"  as  tlio  course  of  duty  required  to  be  informed.     Being  a  detached  and  special 

8«jr>i»'c,  acting dlvvii-tly  uuder  my  orders  and  renorting  to  me  personally,  he  was  re- 

leB6ud  from  oiHiinar^  duty  ^\.\Iti\^  c^isi^^ai^.   Y\wsxi2^»^\s^»^3QL^^SK^QC  Auf^nat,  when 
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liB  oftiiie  to  tnake  a  report  to  me  at  St.  Lonis,  be  remsmed  within  the  Confederate 
lines  nntil  the  5th  or  September,  when  he  reported  to  Gen.  Grant  at  Cairo,  and  to 
me  on  the  6th  at  St.  Lous.  During  this  interval  he  was  beyond  the  reach  of  com- 
monication  with  tiie  Federal  forces.  Althoai^h  bomejon  the  rol)6  as  present  with  his 
oompany,  Capt.  de  Amand  could  not  know  or  the  order  for  the  mustering  out  of  his 
company  until  he  returned  to  St.  Louis  in  September,  at  the  time  he  reported  to  me. 
He  was  then  suffering  severely  from  wounds  he  had  recentlj^  received  in  the  dis- 
charee  of  the  duty  assigned  him. 

When  Capt.  de  Amaud  was  mustered  out  early  in  September  on  his  return  to  St. 
LfOuiSy  the  muster  out  was  made  so  as  to  date  of  the  day  when  his  company  was  mas- 
tered out  in  August,  but  did  not  actually  take  place  until  in  September. 

Trusting  that  this  case  wUl  receive  favorable  consideration^  I  am,  general,  respect- 
fully. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

John  C.  Fbrmont. 

Gen.  James  C.  Black, 

CommisHoner  of  Penaiam. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  paper  and  that  letter  was  in  these 
papers  at  that  time! — ^A.  I  remember  there  was  a  letter  from  Gen.  Fre- 
mont, bat  the  date  or  exact  wording  of  it  I  can  not  recall  or  wonld  not 
pretend  to  say. 

Judge  Payson.  Do  you  want  that  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Enloe.  Tes,  sir. 

Judge  Patson.  All  right;  put  it  in.    I  have  no  objection  at  all. 

Mr.  Enlob.  All  right;  it  wUl  go  in  here. 

By  Mr.  Bnloe  : 

Q.  Now,  I  find  another  letter  here  in  this  record.  I  will  ask  you  to 
look  at  that^  because  I  want  to  put  it  in.  Letter  addressed  to  Gen. 
ii^ack  and  signed  by  John  O.  Fremont,  and  I  want  to  ask  if  that  letter 
was  in  the  file  when  you  took  the  paper  [handing  book  to  witness]. — 
A.  I  can't  say  whether  that  letter  was  in  there  or  not. 

Judge  Payson.  I  have^no  objection  to  your  conBidering  that  letter, 
but  if  it  should  become  important  hereafter  I  will  reserve  that  right. 

The  Chairman.  (To  Mr.  Enloe.)  You  want  it  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Enloe.  Wait  a  moment. 

By  ^tr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question,  if  you  saw  that  afiSdavit  in  those 
pax>ers  when  they  were  in  your  charge  made  by  Gen.  John  C.  Fremont 
[handing  book  to  witness) ! — A.  That  might  have  been  in  there.  I  can' I 
state  now. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it? — A.  I  can't  remember  the  de- 
tails of  these  papers. 

Q.  Do  you  remember,  then,  there  were  some  papers  in  there  from 
Gen.  John  G.  Fremont t    You  remember  that,  do  you! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  what  they  were? — ^A.  I  can't  now;  it  is  impos- 
sible. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  offer  this  in  evidence.    Copy  of  affidavit,  as  follows: 

District  of  Columbia, 

City  of  Wa8hingUm,  ss: 

John  C.  Fremont,  being  first  dnly  sworn,  on  oath  deposes  and  says:  That,  he  was  a 
major-general  in  the  U.  S.  Army,  and  commander  of  the  Western  Department  durini; 
the  late  war  of  the  rebellion ;  that  he  is  acquainted  with  Capt.  Charles  A.  de  Ar> 
nand,  and  has  been  acquainted  with  him  since  July,  1861 ;  that  he  knows  that  the 
said  de  Amaud  held  a  commission  as  captain  in  one  of  the  Missouri  three  months' 
regiments,  and  was  detailed  by  me  on  special  duty  as  a  military  expert  from  the  end 
of  July  to  the  early  part  of  November,  1861 ;  that  the  said  de  Arnaud  performed  no 
regimental  duties  during  that  time  but  those  ordered  by  me:  and  that  on  August  12, 
18ol,  the  said  Capt.  de  Amaud  was  sent  by  me  on  special  military  duty,  and  did  n6t 
xetum  to  St.  JjouIb  to  report  to  me  nntil  the  6th  day  of  Se^tomY^^X)  'SS&V^  ^sn^Xj^  ^i&^ 
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knowledge  was  not  in  8t.  Louis  on  the  30th  day  of  August,  1861 :  that  when  tiienid 
de  Amand  returned  to  St.  Louis  on  the  6th  day  of  September,  1861,  as  aforesud,  he 
stated  to  me  that  he  had  a  narrow  escape  from  death,  and  that  he  had  been  vtntk 
on  the  back  of  the  head  with  a  pistol,  and  he  at  that  time  exhibited  his  wooiids  in 
the  h^ad  to  me. 

JoHK  C.  Fkemoitt. 

Q.  Do  you  remember,  Mr.  Brooks,  of  meeting^  the  attorney  represeat- 
ing  the  complainant  in  that  case,  representing  May  A.  Peet.  Do  yoa 
remember  of  meeting  the  attorney  who  put  you  on  the  stand!— A.  I 
presume  I  met  him. 

Q.  Were  you  entertained  by  him,  taken  to  dinner  by  him  or  supper 
or  breakfast  or  lunch  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  uever  met  him  in  any  way  except  as  the  attorney  in  the 
case  f— A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  him  before  you  went  on  the  stand  there  as  a  wit- 
nesf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  you  stated,  when  you  were  on 
the  stand  in  that  trial,  that  you  had  never  met  him  before  f — A.  I  never 
met  him  before  that  morning. 

Q.  Never  met  him  before  that  morning? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  WeU,  you  returned  the  papers  to  the  files  of  the  Pension  OflBce 
when  you  brought  them  back,  and  you  brought  back  all  the  papers  yoa 
carried  out? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  1  did. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  the  papers  in  your  i)ossession  all  the  time  you 
were  out  there? — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  There  was  no  chance  to  get  any  of  them  out  of  the  files  unless 
taken  out  with  your  knowledge? — ^A.  I  say  I  had  them  in  my  possesidon 
all  the  time.  I  was  with  the  papers  there  all  the  time.  ,  Mr.  de  Amand's 
attorney  undertook  to  take  them  in  another  room  and  Mr.  de  Amand 
obiected  to  my  going  with  the  papers,  and  I  asked  the  court  for  per- 
mission to  go  with  the  papers  and  he  directed  me  to  go  with  them,  and 
Mr.  de  Amaud  and  his  attorney  sat  within  3  feet  of  me  at  the  exami- 
nation of  the  papers. 

Q.  They  didn't  pass  out  from  your  i>ossession  or  from  under  your  ob- 
servation duriijg  the  trial  at  all? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  then  the  i)aper8  in  the  file  when  you  left,  when  you  returned 
the  file  to  the  Pension  Oflice  were  all  there! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  those  papers  of  Gen.  Fremont  to  which  you  allude,  and 
which  you  say  you  remember  they  were  in,  were  returned  to  the  Pension 
OflBce  and  ought  to  have  been  in  that  file? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Commissioner  Eaum  say  anything  about  this  case  you  were 
going  to  testify  before  you  went? — ^A.  I  went  to  him,  I  think,  and  told 
him  I  was  going  there  on  that  case.  I  think  that  is  about  the  only 
conversation  I  had  with  him. 

Q.  Didn't  you  say  anything  about  it? — ^A.  I  have  no  recollection  of 
saying  anything  about  it. 

Q.  You  didn't  receive  any  sort  of  notice  or  process  or  communication, 
did  you,  that  wivs  sent  to  the  Pension  OflBce  for  these  papers  or  sent  to 
the  Commissioner? — ^A.  I  think  I  saw  a  communication  that  was  ad- 
dressed C.  I.  Murphy,  who  was  an  attorney  in  the  city.  I  think  he 
showed  me  a  letter  from  some  one,  I  can't  say  who  now,  asking  him  to 
see  the  Commissioner  and  get  the  papers  over  there. 

Q.  Did  Green  B.  Baum,  jr.,  say  anything  to  you  about  it  before  you 
went  away? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  about  it  vrith  Mr.  Lineaweaver  either?— 
A.  No,  sir. 
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^  Q.  Mr.  Brooks,  do  you  know  anything  about  the  financial  transac- 
tions of  George  W.  Wayson,  jr.? 

Judge  PaySon.  I  supi)ose  that  ought  to  be  connected  with  some 
matters  in  the  Pension  Office. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  about  his  borrowing 
any  money  of  Pension  Office  employes,  or  directly  from  them  while  you 
were  on  the  speciai,!  examination  force  or  in  that  division  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  of  it. 

Judge  Payson.  What  you  know  is  what  you  are  asked  t 

A.  The  only  thing  I  actually  know  is  the  transaction  I  had  with  him 
myself. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  What  was  that  t — A,  That  was  in  1887;  I  think  in  November, 
1887.  I  had  returned  from  Mississippi^  where  I  had  been  on  duty  sev- 
eral months.  I  got  my  expense  account  proved,  and  Mr.  Wayson  had 
some  investigation  to  make,  I  think,  in  Pennsylvania,  and  he  asked  mc 
if  I  would  let  him  have  some  money  to  go  on,  and  I  let  him  have  $30. 
Now  that  was  the  only  money  transaction  or  money  that  I  ever  loaned, 
and  the  only  loan  I  can  think  of  to  my  own  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  owe  your  service  here  in  the  District  to  Mr.  Wayson's 
influence  in  any  way,  or  did  he  approve  your  assignment  here  when 
he  was  chief! — ^A.  He  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  whatever. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  your  assignment  here! — ^A.  The  Commissioner. 

Q.  Did  he  do  those  things  without  talking  with  or  calling  it  to  the 
attention  of  thecliief  of  the  special  examination  division! — A.  I  don't 
know  whether  he  does  in  other  cases.  In  my  case  the  chief  of  the  divi- 
sion took  me  up  to  the  Commissioner  and  introduced  me. 

Q.  Who  is  he!— A.  Theodore  Smith. 

Q.  What  was  Wayson  at  that  time! — ^A.  I  think  assistant  chief. 

Q.  And  the  Commissioner  gave  you  the  assignment! — ^A.  He  ap- 
proved of  it. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Wayson  have  to  do  with  the  assigning  of  men  to 
duty  in  the  field,  if  anything! — ^A.  I  don't  know,  Mr.  Enloe,  about 
that. 

Q.  Was  he  not  acting  chief  of  the  special  examination  division  for 
awhile  and  supposed  to  have  charge  of  the  work  or  the  movements  of 
special  examiners  in  the  field! — A.  I  don't  know  that  he  was. 

Q.  You  dont  know  of  any  other  financial  transactions  in  which  you 
were  connected  with  Mr.  Wayson  along  about  that  time  or  after- 
wards!— ^A.  I  have  heard  of  other  financial  transactions,  but  I  don't 
know  of  any  loaning  of  money  or  paying  of  money. 

Q.  Did  you  borrow  any  money  for  him  from  anybody  else! — A.  I 
never  "borrowed  any  money  for  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  indorse  for  him! — ^A.  That,  I  think,  is  a  private 
matter  between  him  and  me.  I^o  financial  transactions  we  hsul  were 
otherwise  but  purely  private  and  personal;  no  connection  whatever 
with  the  office. 

Q.  Any  more  private  than  your  loaning  him  $30,  if  you  indorsed  for 
him  to  enable  him  to  get  money  elsewhere! — ^A.  That  is  a  private  mat- 
ter, too,  but  you  asked  me  if  I  knew  of  any  loaning  of  money  and  I 
Answered  you. 

Q,  I  asked  yon  if  you  indorsed  for  him  to  enable  him  to  raise  money  !-^ 
A.  I  decline  to  state. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  didn't  indorse  for  him  to  one  John  W.  La- 
tourette! — A.  That  I  decline  to  state. 
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eisei — A.  1  aon't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  yon  endorsed  for  him  to  John  W,I 
tourette  to  borrow  money,  and  whether  or  not  he  waa  owing  John  ^ 
Latourette  for  borrowed  money,  yon  being  the  indorser  on  his  paper! 
A.  I  don't  know  what  time  it  was,  bnt  as  to  any  transaction  I  mayha 
hnd  with  ^Ir.  Wayson,  it  is  a  private  matter  entirely,  not  connect 
with  any  oflicial  act  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form. 

Q.  1  am  not  asking  you  what  effect  it  had  on  yon,  or  what  yonr  ii 
tive  was  in  indorsing  for  Mr.  Wayson,  bnt  I  have  the  right  to  kuc 
under  the  circumstances,  whether  or  not  he  was  borrowing  money  fr 
Latourette  with  you  a«  an  indorser,  and  I  want  an  answer  to  that  qu 
tion  ? — A.  I  don't  think  it  is  right  that  any  private  matter  should 
bronglit  out  here  in  this  way. 

]Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask  that  the  witness  be  made  to  answer  that  qae^ti 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Your  connection  with  that  indorsement,  if  it  wasm^ 
was  when  Wayson  had  charge  of  the  affidavits  which  Mr.  Enloe  spe 
of. 

Mr.  Enloe.  When  Mr.  Wayson  was  acting  as  chief  of  the  special 
amination  division! 

A.  I  don't  know  as  he  ever  was. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  what  you  heard  or  know  about  it.  There  se 
to  be  a  good  many  things  you  don't  Irnow* — ^A.  I  am  willing  to  tell 
all  that  pertains 

Q.  I  affu  asking  you  if  you  did  not  know  at  that  time  he  had  borro^ 
money  from  Latourette  and  you  were  the  indorser  on  his  paper  to 
tourette  for  borrowed  money  about  December  1,  1890 j  and  that 
were  then  an  indorser  on  his  paper  t  Didn't  yon  indorse  his  not< 
$350  to  John  W.  Latourette! — ^A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  indorse  it  for  any  sumt — A.  I  decline  to  state. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  he  be  required  to  answer 
question. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  desires  to  know  in  regard  to 
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Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  yau  if  you  place  yonr  refusal  on  the  ground 
that  it  might  lead  to  a  criminal  prosecution  f 

A.  I  will  state  on  what  ground  I  do  refase. 

Q.  Go  on  and  state,  then. — ^A.  It  is  purely  on  the  ground  that  I  didn't 
wish  to  have  parties  know  my  private  affairs.  I  have  already  said  it 
had  no  bearing  at  all  on  my  official  acts. 

Q.  That  hasn't  anything  to  do  with  your  answering  this  question. 
TVe  will  determine  the  bearing  of  it. 

The  Chaibman  (to  Mr.  Enloe).  To  make  the  record  more  clear,  in 
case  he  declines  to  answer,  what  is  the  real  purpose  of  this? 

Mr.  Enloe.  It  is  to  show  that  Wayson  had  charge  of  an  affidavit 
upon  which  prosecution  could  be  maintained  and  instituted  against 
lifctourette,  who  is  a  money-lender,  and  who  has  the  run  of  the  Pension 
Office  there.  Here  is  a  man  who  states  that  he  borrowed  $24  from  him 
and  was  paying  him  $12  interest  every  three  months;  and  I  want  to 
Bhow  further  that  Wayson,  when  he  was  concealing  this  affidavit  in 
his  desk,  was  borrowing  money  from  Latourette. 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  that  at  all.  I  know  nothing  at  all  of  the 
affidavit  in  any  way,  shax>e,  or  form  whatever. 

The  CnAiEMAN.  Do  you  still  decline  to  answer! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  it  becomes  apparent,  we  will  have  to  get  authority  from  the 
House  to  compel  him  to  answer. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Wasn't  there  a  prosecution  pending  against  Latourette 
which  has  been  dropped  f 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  Do  you  know  of  the  fact  that  there  was  a  prosecution 
against  Latourette? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  knew  there  was  the  proceedings  against  him  that  Mr. 
Enloe  stated  of. 

Q.  And  yet  knowing  that  there  were  proceedings  pending  against  him 
you  still  decline  to  answer  to  this  committee  f — A.  I  didn't  know  any- 
thing about  that. 

Q.  You  didn't  know  anything  about  it? — ^A.  NoySirj  I  knew  nothing 
of  the  affidavit  or  the  prosecution. 

Mr.  EnLtOE.  Will  you  state  that  you  were  not  an  indorser  from  Mr. 
Wayson  to  Mr.  Latourette  at  the  time  that  he  borrowed  money! 

A.  I  can't  state;  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  That  was  December  1, 1890! — ^A.  I  don't  remember;  if  I  did  re- 
member I  would  say  so,  but  I  don't  remember  the  matter  at  all. 

Q.  You  simply  want  to  evade  the  fact  that  you  were  an  indorser  at 
some  time  to  Mr.  Latourette  for  Mr.  Wayson. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Wayson  an  employ6  of  the  office! 

Mr.  Enloe.  Yes,  sir;  acting  chief  of  the  special  examiner's  division 
for  quite  a  long  while,  and  I  claim  that  Mr.  Latourette  had  an  influence 
over  Mr.  Wayson,  and  Mr.  Wayson  was  withholding  the  evidence  on 
which  the  prosecution  was  based  in  Latourette's  case. 

Judge  Payson.  Why  don't  you  say  so,  then.  The  parties  who  knew 
about  the  facts  are  the  ones  to  inquire  of. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  suggest  that  you  call  this  man  Wayson  and 
see  what  he  has  got  to  say  about  it.  This  gentleman  has  already 
declined  to  answer,  but  I  don't  see  any  reason  why  he  does, 

A   It  is  on  personal  grounds  entirely^ 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 
Q.  Personal  grounds  to  Wayson! — A.  Ko,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  injure  your  credit? — ^A.  I  dont  knov  that 
it  would. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  do  you  any  x>er8onal  injury  in  any  way!— 
A.  It  would  put  me  in  a  jwsition  with  my  own  immediate  relatives  that 
I  do  not  care  to  be  placed  in. 

Q.  What  relatives? — A.  My  immediate  relatives.  I  don't  wish  them 
to  know  all  my  financial  transactions.  Not  that  there  is  anj-thing  di^ 
honorable,  but  there  are  very  often  thingrs  that  a  man  don-t  like  to  have 
people  know  of,  some  foolish  things  which  he  does,  as  many  others  have 
done  in  the  past.  It  is  proposed  to  advertise  all  this  thing,  and  1  don't 
propose  to  be  put  in  any  such  position,  and  I  decline  to  answer  on  that 
ground. 

The  Chairman.  Let  it  appear  in  the  record  that  he  declines  to  an- 
swer. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  will  ask  the  committee  to  hold  that  question,  whether 
or  not  he  shall  be  compelled  to  answer,  until  later. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  this  question:  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr. 
Harvey  Ellis,  another  Pension  Office  employe,  was  an  indorser  on  the 
paper  of  Mr.  Way  son  to  Mr.  Latourette? — A.  I  know  nothing  about  it 
at  all. 

Q.  Don't  know  anything  about  itf — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  not  an  indorser  with  him  on  a  note? — ^A.  That  is  a  pri- 
vate matter, 

Q.  Would  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Ellis  was  an  indorser  if  jou 
had  signed  a  note  with  him  as  indorser! — ^A.  I  probably  wonld. 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  you  never  did  sign  any  note  with  himf—A.  1 
didn't  answer  the  question.    I  decline  to  state  whether  1  did  or  not 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  the  question  again,  if  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr. 
Ellis  was  an  indorser  for  Mr.  Wayson.  You  said  just  now  that  you 
didn't  know.  Will  you  repeat  that? — A.  You  asked  me  if  Mr.  Way- 
son  was. 

Q.  Whether  or  not  Mr.  Ellis  was  an  indorser  for  Mr.  Wayson  to  Mr. 
Latourette? — A.  I  say  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Latourette  held  Mr.  Wayson's 
note  with  Mr.  Ellis  on  it  as  an  indorser? — ^A.  1  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  position  Mr.  Ellis  held  in  the  Pension  Bureau, 
or  holds  now? — A.  He  is  a  clerk. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  division  he  is  in? — A.  Eastern. 

Q.  Clerk  in  the  eastern  division? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  is  not  an  examiner  is  he? — A.  I  believe  he  is. 

Q.  Was  he  a  special  examiner,  at  that  time,  in  1890? — A.  I  can't  say 
as  to  that.    He  has  been  a  special  examiner  and  is  now. 

Q.  Had  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  Mr.  Wayson  was  indebted 
to  Sir.  Latourette  at  that  time  in  1890,  December  1  ? — A.  I  believe  he 
was. 

Q.  You  believe  he  was? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  13o  you  know  to  what  extent  he  was  indebted  to  him?  Can  yoa 
state  it  exactly  or  approximately  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Anywhere  near  it? 

A.  I  can't. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  he  was  indebted  to  him  ? — A.  Only  from  what  I 
have  heard. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Wayson  tell  you  ho  wa«  indebted  to  him?— A.  At  that 
time,  in  1890? 

Q.  Yea,*^Bii, 
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Mr.  DUNGAN.  Or  say  or  do  anything  that  would  lead  you  to  infer 
thatf 

A.  Tes,  sir;  I  think  he  has. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Wayson  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  negotiated  a  note 
indorsed  by  Mr.  Ellis  and  that  it  was  in  Mr.  Latoarette's  possession! — 
A.  He  never  did. 

Q.  You  don't  know,  then,  whether  Mr.  Ellis  was  indorser  for  him  and 
that  the  note  was  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Latourettef — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Theodore  F.  Wilson! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Whether  he  is  a  Pension  Oflaceemploy6! — A.  I  think  he  is;  I 
know  he  was,  and  I  think  he  is  now. 

Q.  At  the  time  the  Civil  Service  Commission  filed  certain  informa- 
tion with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  about  Mr.  Green  B.  Eaum,  jr., 
having  appointed  a  man  by  the  name  of  Smith  to  ofllce  through  the  in- 
fluence of  Bobert  Strachan,  for  the  consideration  of  $200,  more  or  less,  did 
you  have  any  talk  with  Secretary  Chandler  or  the  United  States  dis- 
trict attorney  here  in  regard  to  that  case! — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  visit  of  A.  M.  Sprosser — in 
October,  1890, 1  believe  it  was — ^to  look  after  newspaper  men!  Did  you 
know  anything  about  it  at  the  time  of  his  being  here! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  any  talk  with  him  while  he  was  here! — ^A.  I  think  I  did;  I 
know  I  did. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  what  he  was  doing  here! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  he  was  doing  here  ! — A.  He  told  me  that  he 
was  looking  after  Mr.  Fleming. 

Q.  Tell  you  anybody  else  he  wa43  looking  after  ! — A.  !N"o,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  he  wanted  to  find  out  about  Mr.  Fleming! — ^A,  ^ 
He  wanted  to  see  what  clerks  he  was  connected  with  who  were  in 
the  of^ce.    It  was  supposed  that  some  of  the  clerks  at  that  time  were 
giving  out  information  in  relation  to  cases. 

Q.  Wanted  to  see  what  Pension  Oflftce  clerks  were  talking  with 
him! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  anything  about  what  you  had  seen! — ^A.  I  don't 
remember. 

Q.  Did  he  give  you  the  names  of  any  clerks  he  was  looking  after! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  you  who  brought  him  here  or  how  he  came  to  come! — A.  He 
may  have  told  me;  if  so,  I  don't  recall  it  now. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  in  regard  to  the  investigation  of  one  Mr.  Martin 
who  was  connected  with  a  x>ension  attorney  at  Topeka,  Kans.,  by  the 
name  of  Legg! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  that  investigation! — A.  I  do. 

Q.  You  made  a  report  in  the  matter  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
didn't  you! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  report  shows  all  the  facts  which  you  know  in  connection 
witii  that  case! — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  you  recommended  him  for 
removal! — ^A.  I  don't  think  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  state  positively,  would  you! — A.  No;  I  would  not 
state  i)08itively  unless  I  could  see  my  report.  My  report  will  speak  for 
itself.  I  think,  though,  I  was  lenient  with  him  in  my  summary;  that  is 
my  impression. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  you  didn't  recommend  his  dismissal! — A 
If  I  didn't  recommend  it,  it  was  simply  accepting \^\ia.\)\L<&  %»^^  ^sOc^ksss% 
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true,  that  he  did  what  he  did  simply  through  firi^idship;  tiiat  liiere 
was  no  mercenary  motive  in  it, 

Q.  You  think,  then,  any  man  who  is  inside  of  the  Peimon  Of&ee  in 
getting  information  and  furnishing  it  to  pension  attorneys  is  not  as 
culpable  as  a  man  on  the  outside  who  gets  it  and  fhmi&faes  it  for  pay  1— 
A.  I  don't  think  my  report  will  show  that  he  got  any  information  od 
the  inside  and  ftimished  it  to  the  attorney. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  if  you  had  inquired  into  the  case  as  My 
as  you  ought  to  have  done  it  would  have  shown  itf — A.  I  have  not 
the  means  of  telUng  that.  I  followed  out  the  investigation  until  1 
thought  I  had  ascertained  the  x>oint  that  was  communicated  in  my  let- 
ter of  information  on  which  the  investigation  was  made. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  in  your  investigation  you  found 
that  Martin  had  a  key  to  a  lock  box  in  the  post-office  the  rent  of  which 
was  paid  by  Legg!  Do  you  remember  that  you  found  that  in  the  inves- 
tigation!— A.  No,  sir;  I  didn't  find  that 

Q.  What  did  you  find  out  in  connection  with  the  box  there?— A 
There  was  no  connection  with  the  box  at  all. 

Q.  He  did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  the  box  in  the  post^oflScef— 
A.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Legg  had  had  a  box,  it  seems,  a  long  time  before,  and 
Mr.  Martin  stated  and  the  post-oflBce  officials  stated  the  rent  not  having 
been  paid  the  box  was  closed  and  Mr.  Legg's  mail  went  to  the  general 
delivery,  and  Mr.  Martin  went  there  and  got  it. 

Q.  He  received  it  there! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Legg  was  advertising  the  fact  throughout  the 
country  thjit  he  had  special  arrangements  here  in  Washin^on;  that 
he  had  special  advantage  in  the  Pension  Office;  and  he  had  a  part  of 
his  mail  addressed  here — so  Martin  received  it! — A.  I  have  not  seen 
any  such  advertisement  as  you  have  stated. 

The  ChairmIn.  What  have  you  seen! 

A.  I  have  seen  the  general  advertisement  of  his  in  which  he  adver- 
tised his  office  at  Topeka,  Kans.,  and  Washington,  D.  C,  also.  He 
may  have  had  the  box  on  it,  but  further  than  that  I  don't  remember 
the  advertising;  don't  know  anything  about  special  facilities  being 
in  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  have  an  office  in  Washington! 

A.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  Enloe.  You  found  that  Martin  was  receiving  his  mail! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  saw  him  opening  that  mail! — ^A.  I  saw  him  open  one  or  two 
letters.  He  had  a  bundle  in  his  inside  pocket  and  he  pulled  out  the 
l)ackage  and  opened  one  or  two  letters,  and  I  presumed  they  were 
Mr.  Legg's.  I  couldn't  see,  though,  as  I  wa«  some  distance.  IpresooK 
that  they  belonged  to  Mr.  Legg's  mail,  though. 

Q.  Did  he  testify  under  oath  that  he  never  opened  that  mail! — A 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  his  testimony  that  is  on  file  in  that  case  show  that  he  testi- 
fied falsely! — A.  There  is  a  difference  of  opinion  there  as  to  which  pf 
us  told  the  truth. 

Q.  You  or  him! — A.  Either  one  of  us  didn't  tell  the  truth! 

Q.  You  say  it  was  he? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  do. 

Q.  Did  you  submit  all  the  facts  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions!— A. 
I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  recommendation  as  to  what  he  should  do  with 
Mai'tin! — A.  I  can't  say  without  seeing  my  report. 
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Judge  Payson.  The  report  is  in  evidence,  isn't  itt 
Tlie  Ghaibman.  What  was  done  in  the  case  flnidly  t 
Mr.  Enloe.  Martin  was  promoted. 

Judge  Payson.  He  was  retained,  and  afterwards,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  his  chief*  he  was  promoted? 

The  CHAIBMAJ9.  What  were  his  duties  at  that  timet 
A.  I  believe  he  was  an  examiner  in  the  eastern  division. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  An  examiner? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  examiner  he  had  access  to  a  great  deal  of  information? — ^A.  He 
bad  access  to  all  the  cases  charged  to  him ;  ^es,  sir. 

Q.  It  would  be  very  valuable  information  to  Mr.  Legg  or  any  other 
X>ension  attorney  if  he  saw  proper  to  furnish  it-  to  him,  wouldn't  it? — 
A.  It  probably  would. 

Q.  But  as  you  concluded  it  was  for  fiiendship  and  not  for  pay,  you 
thought  you  would  be  lenient  to  him? — ^A.  I  thought  he  made  a  mis- 
take, and  that  was  alL 

Q.  How  did  you  know  he  was  not  receiving  pay  ?— :A.  His  statement 
for  it.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  Mr.  Legg  was  interviewed  about  it 
also. 

Q.  Ton  don't  know  anything  about  that? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  found  that  he  had  sworn  falsely  about  the  opening  of 
the  mail,  do  you  think  you  were  justified  in  accepting  his  statement 
that  he  was  doing  this  for  friendship  and  not  for  pay? — ^A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  You  think,  then,  if  a  man  has  told  a  falsehood  and  sworn  to  it,  and 
you  know  it  to  be  false,  you  are  perfectly  justified  in  accepting  his  state- 
ment?— ^A.  I  thought  his  memory  was  very  i)oor  on  that  point  about 
opening  the  letters. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  his  memory  might  be  poor  in  regard  to  not  receiv- 
pay  for  it? — ^A.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Q.  You  are  willing  to  believe  it  was  his  defective  memory  in  regard 
to  not  opening  the  letters,  but  you  dont  think  his  memory  was  defect- 
ive in  regard  to  not  receiving  pay? — A.  I  was  charitable  enough  to 
believe  that. 

Q.  Do  you  expect  to  get  into  the  kingdom  on  charity? — ^A.  I  do. 

Judge  Payson.  How  for  away  were  you  firom  him  when  you  saw  him 
open  these  two  letters,  whatever  letters  they  were? — ^A.  He  was  sitting 
on  the  right-hand  side  of  the  car  going  up  Pennsylvania  avenue  wh^oi 
I  was  standing  on  the  rear  platform  on  the  left-hand  side. 

Q.  Not  close  enough  to  read? — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Your  judgment  was  based  on  the  belief  that  he  got  those  letters 
from  the  x)ost-office  becanse  he  took  them  out  of  a  pocket  in  which  he 
had  some  letters? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  might  be  mistaken  in  regard  to  that? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  report  you  saw  him  open  some  of  the  letters? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did,  did  you? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  stated  that  I  saw  him  open  the 
mail. 

Q.  Did  you  state  you  went  up  on  the  car  with  him? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DuNOAN.  Saw  him  put  l^e  letters  in  the  pocket  out  of  which  he 
took  those  letters? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  want  to  know  if  Martin  got  his  mail  from  the 
general  delivery? 
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A.  I  don't  know,  sir. 

Judge  Payson.  In  the  report  yon  made  to  Gen.  Baam,  did  you 
make  such  a  report  as  you  felt  you  were  justified  in  making  from  your 
standx)oint  after  reviewing  the  testimony  and  making  it  in  good  faith! 

A.  I  did;  yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  How  many  relatives  have  you  in  the  employ  of  the  Govemnientf— 
A.  I  have  a  father,  uncle,  and  brother. 

Q.  Where  are  they  f — A,  Father  is  assistant  chiefof  the  secret  serriee 
of  the  Treasury  Department;  my  uncle  is  an  official  of  the  secret  s«v 
ice  in  New  York  city;  and  my  brother  is  special  agent  on  the  intenuJ 
revenue. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  you  had  a  brother  here  engaged  in 
watching  certain  Pension  Office  employes  under  the  direction  of  iht 
Pension  Bureau? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Theodore  Smith  have  anything  to  do  with  your  appoint- 
ment as  special  examiner  in  the  District? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  is  the  man  who  got  your  appointment? — ^A.  He  took  me  np 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  and  requested  that  I  be  assign  d  to 
duty  in  the  District  when  a  vacancy  should  occur. 

Q.  Where  were  you  bom? — A.  I  was  bom  at  Woodlawn,  Long 
Island. 

Q.  Was  your  father  bom  in  the  United  States? — ^A.  He  was  not 

Q.  Has  he  ever  been  naturalized? — ^A.  He  has. 


STATEMEHT  OF  HON.  GEOEOE  W.  COOPEB. 

Hon.  George  W.  Goopeb  appeared  before  the  committee  and  made 
the  following  statement: 

While  I  was  gone  out  home  I  see  from  the  newspapers  that  frequent 
references  have  been  made  liere  to  my  name  by  witnesses,  and  I  have 
not  had  time  to  go  over  that  testimony  as  I  would  like  to,  and  I  also 
want  to  go  over  certain  cases  and  records  in  the  Pension  Office  which 
will  more  fully  explain  this  matter  and  my  relation  with  it  which  has 
been  brought  up  here,  and  I  would  like  to  have  you  indicate  when  you 
will  have  leisure  to  allow  me  to  make  a  statement  with  reference  to 
these  cases. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  you  can  appoint  your  own 
time. 

Mr.  Cooper.  All  right,  then,  I  will  do  so.  The  attack  is  made 
especially  direct  at  me  and  there  are  some  things  which  have  been  stated 
which  need  explanation  under  the  circumstances,  and  they  look  as  if  1 
had  knowledge  of  some  things  very  reprehensible,  which  have  been 
done  in  my  name,  and  I  don't  desire  to  make  a  statement  until  I  can 
state  and  show  fully  to  the  satisfaction  of  everyone,  which  I  know  I 
can  do,  that  I  have  no  relations  with  anyone  or  anji^hing  that  was 
irregular  witli  the  reference  to  the  dealings  in  t^e  Bureau,  and  for  that 
reason  I  want  to  see  some  of  the  papers  referred  to  in  the  Bureau,  so 
that  1  can  make  my  statement  in  fiill  when  I  do  maJce  it. 

There  being  no  other  witnesses  present  ready  to  go  on  the  stand, 
upon  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Enloe,  the  conunittee  takes  a  recess  until  1 
o'clock. 
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AFTEB  BEOESS. 

STATEMEVT  OF  JAMES  W.  DONAHUE. 

JA3iiES  W,  Donahue  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Mr.  Donahue,  state  yoar  present  occupation. — ^A.  Clerk  in  the  Pen- 
sion Office. 

Q.  What  position  do  you  hold  there? — ^A.  Clerk  in  class  2  of  exam- 
iners. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  office  f — ^A.  Fourteen  years. 

Q.  What  State  are  you  from*— A.  I  was  apiwinted  from  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  connection  with  one  John  W.  Latourette  in 
loaning  money  to  Pension  Office  employes? — ^A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  In  what  way? — A.  I  first  became  acquainted  with  Latourette 
about  a  month  or  two  after  Mr.  Tanner  came  in;  that  is,  personally.  I 
knew  him  as  a  messenger  in  the  office  before  that,  but  never  luul  a 
special  acquaintance  with  him.  Mr.  Ford  was  chief  of  the  record  divi- 
sion at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  first  became  acquainted  with  himf 

A.  Tes,  sir;  and  in  connection  with  this  same  business.  I  knew  Mr. 
Ford's  financial  embarrassments  and  circumstances  very  well.  He  and 
I  were  very  intimate  friends. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  he  chief  of  division  at  that  time? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  working  under  himf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  he  still  occupy  that  jwsition? — A.  No,  sir;  he  is  assiataiit 
chief  now. 

Q.  Are  you  still  in  the  same  office? — A.  In  the  same  office,  but  not 
in  the  same  division.  I  am  in  the  middle  division  now.  He  said  to  me 
one  day  he  would  like  to  make  a  loan 

Judge  Payson.  Ford? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  of  Mr.  Latourette  of  $200.  I  told  him  I  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Latourette,  when  he  said  I  will  fix  that  for  you,  1 
will  introduce  you  to  him  favorably.  I  said  all  right,  and  afterwards, 
I  don't  know  how  long  it  was,  but  in  a  very  short  time  Mr.  Latourette 
was  in  the  corridor  in  front  of  the  record  division,  and  Mr.  Ford  called 
me  out  and  introduced  me  to  him. 

Q.  Well,  did  they  negotiate  a  loan? — A.  Yes,  sir;  after  I  was  intro- 
duC/Cd;  then  Mr.  Latourette  said  my  indorsement  was  acceptable  for 
$200  for  si^  months. 

Judge  Payson.  On  Ford's  note? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Dunoan  : 

Q.  How  did  that  conversation  go  on?  You  haven't  stated  it  fnlly  as 
it  happened. — ^A.  He  introduced  me  to  Mr.  Latourette  favorably,  as  lie 
said  would  do,  and  he  had  had  a  conversation  with  him  before,  and  Mr. 
Ford  brought  me  out  and  introduced  me  to  Mr.  Latourette,  stating  I 
was  the  person  Mr.  Ford  referred  to  who  would  indorse  for  him,  and  I 
agreed  to  do  it  willingly. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  indorse  the  note? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  indorsed  another  note  for  him  to  Mr.  Latourette 
for  $100,  which  Mr.  Latourette  accepted.    Th^  %'L^  \i<^\fe  Vsvs^  X^^jevs^ 
tAken  care  of  now. 
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By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  It  has  been  paidf — A^  I  presume  so;  it  is  not  in  the  possession  ctf 
Mr.  Latonrette,  so  he  informed  me.  I  am  still  on  Mr.  Ford's  note— oa 
that  $100  note— for  $90.    He  has  paid  $10  on  it 

Q.  He  still  owes  the  $901— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  rate  of  interest  he  was  paying  on  the  leant— 
A.  I  have  heard  it.  I  think  he  was  to  pay  6  per  cent  or  10  per  cent 
per  annum.  I  think  so;  that  is  my  understanding.  1  am  not  clear  on 
that  x)oint.  It  was  not  a  matter  which  interested  me  very  much.  Bnt 
he  usually  charges  that,  but  this  was  a  private  arrangement  and  1  don-t 
know  what  rate  of  interest  he  was  to  pay. 

Q.  He  gave  him  a  lower  rate  of  interest  than  he  usnaDy  gave  Pension 
Office  employes? — ^A.  I  think  so,  but  I  am  not  very  dear  on  that,  only 
what  Mr.  Ford  told  me  himsell  He  was  satisfied  with  the  arrange- 
ment. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  means  of  knowing  anything  about  what  he  nsa- 
ally  charged  Pension  Office  employes  for  interest! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  rates  have  you  heard  of  his  charging  there  in  the  office!— 
A.  I  had  occasion 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  Latourettef 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  occasion  to  borrow  some  money  from  him  mysdf— 
Capt.  EDgle,  Mr.  Ford,  and  myself;  those  gentlemen  wanted  to  borrow 
some  money,  and  I  said  I  would  take  some,  too.  The  note  was  for  $45. 
Each  of  those  gentlemen  took  $20  apiece  and  I  took  $5.  We  paid  at 
the  rate  of  10  per  cent  per  month. 

Q.  This  was  rather  a  favor,  then,  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Latourette  in 
loaning  so  large  a  sum  as  $200  at  the  rate  of  6  or  10  per  cent  p^ 
annum;  to  get  it  at  that  rate  of  interest  was  somewhat  of  a  favor!— A. 
I  don't  know  anything  about  Mr.  Latourette's  business. 

Q.  You  understood  from  both  of  them  that  this  was  a  sort  of  a  &v(ff 
for  him  to  get  that  much  money  at  so  low  a  rate  of  interest,  much  low^ 
than  he  had  usually  charged! — ^A.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  that  is  so.  They  were 
very  friendly — Mr.  Ford  and  Mr.  Latourette. 

Q.  Have  you  been  an  indorser  for  any  other  parties  there! — ^A.  Yes, 
sir.    My  next  indorsement  was  for  John  F.  Kelly,  a  clerk  in  the  office. 

Q.  Is  he  there  yet!»— A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Gh AIRMAN.  You  indorsed  to  this  same  man  Latourette! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  manage  that  transaction  through  Mr.  Latourette! — A  I 
will  tell  you  the  circumstances.  Mr.  Kelly  came  to  me  and  said  to  me, 
'^  I  am  in  a  little  straitened  circumstances,  and  I  want  to  borrow  some 
money.  I  owe  the  Commissioner  $25  for  some  stock,  and  he  has  prom- 
ised to  pix)mote  me." 

The  Chairman.  What  Commissioner? 

A.  Commissioner  Eaum. 

Judge  Payson.  Who  is  this  man! 

A.  John  F.  KeUy. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  is  his  position! — A.  One  of  the  clerks. 
Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  what  sort  of  stock  it  was! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  What  time  was  that! — ^A.  I  think  that  was  about  the  firet  part  of 
November. 

Q.  What  year! — A.  Before  last  Congressional  election. 
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By  Mr.  DxmoAl^ : 

Q.  In  1890 1— A.  Tes,  sir;  before  that  note  matured  he  came  to 
me 

Q.  Yon  started  to  tell  the  e<myersatioD,  but  I  don't  think  yon  fin- 
ished tJiat^  did  yon  1— A.  He  wanted  a  loan  for  925  or  $27.50.  The  note 
wa»made  payable  to  my  order,  and  I  am  not  qnite  snre  on  that  point 
now  whether  he  told  me  whether  he  was  going  to  have  Mr.  Latonrette 
discount  it  or  Dot,  but  he  got  the  note  discounted  by  Mr.  Latourette  at 
927.50.  Before  that  note  matured  he  came  to  me  and  told  me  the  boys 
wanted  him  to  go  home  and  vote,. and  they  insisted  on  it  and  were  go- 
ing to  force  him  to  go  home  to  vote,  and  he  wanted  that  note  raised  to 
9&,  which  I  willingly  consented  to  do.  He  told  me  he  would  not  pay  it 
all  at  one  time,  but  so  much  a  month,  and  I  was  certainly  satisfied  to 
have  it  that  way.  About  two  weeks  after  that,  as  it  turned  out  to  be, 
he  came  to  me  and  said  the  $60  note  was  due  and  he  wanted  to  pay  $15 
on  it,  and  I  told  him  I  was  very  glad  of  it,  that  I  heard  some  very  bad 
reports  about  him. 

The  OHAiBMtAN.  About  KeUy  f 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  told  him  I  was  very  glad;  and  he  assured  me  he 
had  turned  over  a  new  leaf.  I  indorsed  the  note  he  had  in  his  hand 
for  $45;  he  got  that  discounted  and  put  me  on  his  paper  for  $105. 

Mr.  DuNGAN.  You  supposed  that  was  a  renewal  note! 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  he  told  me.  I  knew  nothing  about  this 
9105  until  I  met  Mr.  Latourette  on  the  street,  and  then  he  asked  me  if  1 
knew  I  was  on  Mr.  Kelly's  paper  for  $105.  1  told  him  I  did  not,  and 
related  the  circumstances  to  him,  and  he  told  me  I  had  ought  to  be 
careful  or  I  would  have  these  notes  to  pay.  I  saw  Mr.  Kelly  within 
a  day  or  two,  or  possibly  that  same  day.  I  told  him  if  he  did  not  take 
care  of  those  notes  I  would  send  him  to  the  penitentiary.  He  called 
me  some  name  and  I  don't  know  what  it  was,  and  he  said  he  was 
going  to  have  me  dismissed.  I  says,  aH  right  then,  the  issue  is  that 
either  you  go  to  the  p^iitentiary  or  my  dismissal.  And  he  says,  yes, 
sir;  and  youll  get  out  of  here  very  quick.  That  afternoon  or  a  day  or 
two  a^rwards  he  went  to  Mr.  D.  I.  Murphy^  who  was  chief  clerk  in  the 
Pension  Of&ce  at  one  time. 

The  Chaibma^.  At  that  timet 

A.  1^0,  sir. 

Mr.  DimaAN.  Was  he  in  office? 

A.  Not  at  that  time;  no,  sir.  I  don't  know  precisely  the  conversa- 
tion he  had  with  Mr.  Murphy,  but  enough  to  say  he  got  his  indorse- 
ment for  $60  and  he  lifted  my  $60  note  to  Mr.  Latourette,  and  I  think 
Mr.  Murphy  has  the  note  yet.  That  was  all  very  well.  There  was  then 
$45  outstanding  between  him  and  me  and  Mr.  Latourette.  And  I  asked 
him  for  it  several  times  and  Mr.  Latourette  was  pressing  me  so  hard 
that  he  had  me  about  crazy.  I  didn't  ^now  what  to  do.  I  asked  bim 
for  it  several  times  and  finally  spoke  to  the  chief  clerk  and  told  him  I 
didn't  think  I  ought  to  be  compelled  to  pay  it  while  Mr.  Kelly  was  in 
office  the  same  as  I  was.  He  agreed  with  me  and  told  me  to  write  a 
note  to  the  Commissioner,  giving  the  facts  in  the  case.  I  wrote  a  note 
and  gave  it  to  Capt.  Fisher,  and  after  a  certain  period  Gapt.  Fisher  told 
me  he  had  written  at  the  dictation  of  the  Commissioner  to  make  Mr. 
Kelly  pay  the  $45  note.  I  told  Mr.  Kelly  several  times  and  he  told  me 
he  had  got  a  note  from  the  Commissioner,  but  that  I  and  the  Commis- 
sioner could'  both  go  to  hell.  I  told  him  that  was  all  very  well,  and  I 
waited  for  three  or  four  days  and  it  had  not  been  paid,  and  a  friend  of 
nunc  suggested  that  I  see  the  district  attorney^  a^d.  1  Vi'dJ^  ^  ^^\ss^x2i^&96r 
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tiou  with  the  district  attorney  or  the  assistant  district  attorney  relat- 
ing to  the  whole  thing,  and  he  said  I  had  a  case.  I  conld  make  this  mm 
l>ay  on  a  criminal  warrant.  I  got  a  warrant  for  Mr.  Kelly  and  had  bin 
arrested  and  he  paid  $46.95  in  the  police  court,  and  that  was  all  my 
transaction.  In  the  meantime  I  had  to  give  Mr.  Latourette  my  personal 
note.  He  had  harrassed  me  so  much  for  this  $45  and  with  this  #46^ 
I  lifted  my  own  note  from  Mr.  Latourette. 

Q.  What  is  the  $1.99  for! — ^A.  Protest.  !Mot  one  cent  of  interest  (» 
that  note  at  all.  It  laid  probably  six,  seven,  or  eight  months  with  no 
interest  on  it  at  all  whatever. 

By  Mr.  DUNGAN : 

Q.  You  didn't  appeal  to  the  court  for  10  per  cent  interest  t — A.  ^o^ 
sir.  My  next  transaction  was  with  a  gentleman,  I  think,  by  the  name 
of  George  P.  Bassett,  who  is  also  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office.  Mr. 
Bassett  came  to  me — I  had  known  him  fi*om  boyhood  up — and  told  me 
his  daughter  was  going  to  be  married,  and  that  he  was  very  much  em- 
barrassed for  money,  and  he  wanted  to  get — I  can  not  recollect  exadiy 
the  amount,  but  I  think  it  was  $30  or  $40.  He  said  he  wanted  to  get 
the  money  from  Mr.  Latourette.  I  told  him  he  couldn't  afford  to  bor- 
row money  from  Mr.  Latourette,  and  he  said,  "I  know  it,  Jim;  but  I 
owe  everybody."  I  said,  "  You  can't  afford  to  take  that  money  away 
from  your  family;"  and  I  said,  "  You  owe  a  good  deal,  and  try  to  get  it 
from  some  one  in  the  office,  and  I  will  indorse  for  you  willingly,"  and  I 
indorsed  two  other  notes  on  the  same  pretext  to  Mr.  Latourette,  know- 
ing they  were  going  to  be  discounted  by  Mr.  Latourette.  Mr.  Bassett 
has  taken  care  of  all  those  notes  except  one.  He  has  satisfied  Mr.  La- 
tourette in  regard  to  them,  aU  except  one,  and  he  is  doing  all  he  can  to 
pay  those  notes. 

Q.  Did  you  finish  telling  about  the  Bassett  notet — ^A.  That  is  still 
outstanding,  but  it  has  been  reduced. 

Judge  Payson.  It  has  not  given  you  any  trouble  t 

A.  No,  sir.  The  next  one  was  Mr.  Barsley.  I  had  known  him  a  long 
time.  He  came  to  me  in  the  morning,  on  Sunday,  and  asked  me  if  I 
wouldn't  go  on  his  note.  He  said  he  wanted  to  send  his  boy  to  school, 
but  had  no  money  to  furnish  him  with  clothing.  He  came  to  me  again 
on  Monday  and  Tuesday,  and  Tuesday  I  yielded  to  him  and  indorsed 
his  note  for  $50. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Is  he  a  Pension  Office  employ6? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  he  told  me 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  to  Latourette,  toot 

A.  Yes,  sir.  He  said  that  either  he  or  his  sister-in-law  would  lift  it 
within  one  month.  This  all  occurred  about  the  same  time,  and  tbey 
were  all  protested  about  the  same  time.  I  thought  so  at  least  j  the  note 
is  outstanding  yet.  That  is  the  whole  faet  about  it.  It  has  not  been 
paid,  and  I  suppose  I  will  have  to  pay  it.  He  resigned  from  the  office 
to  accept  a  position  outside  of  the  office.  That  is  eighteen  months  ago, 
and  I  will  have  to  pay  the  note.  I  promised  Mr.  Latourette  tbat  1 
would  not  ask  his  clemency  any  more,  but  would  pay  the  note  myself. 

Q.  Did  you  indorse  for  Maj.  Barker  while  he  was  chief  of  the  record 
division  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  indorse  for  him  fort — ^A.  He  came  to  my  desk 
one  afternoon,  accompanied  by  a  gentleman  named  Morris  Ketch ura. 
They  sat  on  my  desk,  and  the  major  told  me  he  wanted  $75.  1  told 
him  I  didn't  have  75  cents  in  my  pocket  nor  was  there  50  cents  in  our 
house. 
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The  Chairman.  You  say  Maj.  Barker  came  to  you  and  wanted  this 
money  t — A.  Yes,  sir.  He  said  I  had  unlimited  credit  and  I  could  get 
it,  and  he  said  he  wantc»4me  to  get  it  in  the  office.  He  didn't  want  to 
pay  any  high  rate  of  interest.  I  told  him  I  didn't  know  any  person  I 
could  get  it,  but  I  would  try.  I  spoke  to  several  persons  about  it  and, 
among  others,  Mr.  George  W.  Morse,  a  section  chief  in  Maj.  Barker's 
division^telling  him  all  the  circumstances.  The  circumstances  were 
these:  He  said  he  only  wanted  the  money  for  about  ten  days;  that  ho 
expected  to  get  his  rent  from  a  house  in  Brooklyn ;  he  had  a  house  there 
for  which  he  was  getting  $75  per  month  rent,  and  he  only  wanted  to 
get  it  for  ten  days.  Mr.  Morse  said  he  had  $50  in  Mayse's  Bank  that  he 
would  loan  him;  that  he  would  loan  him  that  $50,  but  he  must  have  it 
in  a  certain  time  to  get  his  family  from  Pennsylvania.  I  told  him  to 
go  and  see  the  major,  and  the  major  accepted  the  $50  and  he  asked  me 
if  I  would  indorse  it,  and  I  said  I  would.  I  indorsed  the  note  for  $50, 
and  he  came  and  said  he  must  have  enough  to  make  it  $75.  I  told 
him  it  was  almost  impossible  to  get  it;  that  I  had  asked  a  great  many 
and  was  afraid  to  ask  anybody  else.  I  finally  went  to  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Livingston,  who  is  also  a  clerk  in  Maj.  Barker's  division;  he 
said  he  would  loan  the  major  $25  if  I  would  be  personally  responsible 
for  it;  I  told  him  I  would,  and  he  gave  me  $25.  I  don't  know  whether 
he  took  a  note  or  not.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that.  That  was 
in  November,  and  that  note  went  to  protest. 

By  Judge  P ayson  : 

Q.  The  $50  note  to  Morse t — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  waived  the  protest.  I 
was  in  Mayse's  Bank,  and  Mr.  May  asked  me  if  I  would  waive  the  pro- 
test, and  I  tol4  him  I  would,  and  I  spoke  to  Maj.  Barker  and  he  said  he 
had  forgotten  all  about  it.  That  passed  along  for  a  week  or  ten  days. 
Mr.  Morse  went  to  him  several  times  and  I  spoke  to  him ;  finally  he 
agreed  to  renew  the  note,  and  would  certainly  pay  it  at  maturity.  We 
renewed  the  note,  and  the  second  note  went  to  protest  also. 

The  Chaibman.  The  second  note  went  to  protest,  too! 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  continued  on  and  he  promised  to  pay  it  forty  times, 
I  suppose;  I  don't  know  how  many  times  I  asked  him,  and  Mr.  Morse 
sx>oke  to  him,  too,  and  he  made  all  kinds  of  excuses,  and  finally  he 
didn't  pay  it. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  What  finally  became  of  itt — A.  Mr.  Morse  got  judgment  against 
him  on  the  note,  and  I  got  a  warrant  out  for  him,  and  I  wrote  him  a 
note  when  Mr.  Morse  got  judgment  against  me,  telling  him  he  must 
pay  that  note  or  I  would  use  all  the  means  within  my  power  to  collect 
it.    On  the  strength  of  that  he  decapitated  Mr.  Morse  and  myself. 

Q.  He  treated  it  as  insubordination? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe: 

Q.  You  are  the  man  that  Maj.  Barker  testified  on  the  stand  he  had 
reduced  for  writing  him  during  office  hours! — ^A.  Yes,  sii 

Q.  Did  he  reduce  Mr.  Morse! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why! — A.  I  don't  know  why  he  reauced  him. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  then! — A.  I  got  out  a  warrant  for  Maj.  Barker. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  of  it! — A.  He  learned  of  it  in  the  morning, 
and  he  went  to  Mr.  Morse.  The  note  amounted  to  $59.45,  including 
costs  of  court  and  protest,  amounting  in  all  to  $59.45,  and  he  paid  Mr. 
Horse  $50  on  the  note,  promising  to  pay  him  the  balance  within  a  few 
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days,  or,  I  should  say,  on  that  day.  He  has  Bot  paid  Mr.  Mone  iM 
yet.  He  still  owes  $9.45  on  that  transaction. 
Mr.  DUNGAN.  He  gave  up  the  note  you  were  onf 
A.  Yes,  sir.  I  loaned  him  $20  myself  (Mr.  Barker)  to  pay  hoasewat 
for  a  woman  here  in  town.  He  has  never  paid  me  that,  and  deiik^  j^- 
ting  the  money.  He  never  denied  it  to  me,  but  I  saw  a  statement  wheie 
he  did  deny  it.  He  denied  it  in  my  presence  in  front  of  the  Comoiis- 
sioner.  He  said  I  had  no  proof  of  it,  but  I  had  a  note  from  Mr.  Liv- 
ingston for  the  money  which  I  borrowed  to  loan  hun,  and  I  had  to  pay 
it  myself. 

By  Mr.  Enlob  : 

Q.  Did  Parker  reduce  your  salary  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much? — A.  Two  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Per  yeart — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  got  back  again  t — ^A.  l^o,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  still  downt — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  Maj.  Barker  at  the  time  or  soon  after  take  steps  to  have 
you  turned  out  of  office! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  When  we  partexl  that  day  after 
the  transaction  had  been  settled  oetween  M%j.  Barker  and  myself  and 
Mr.  Morse  we  parted  very  friendly  on  Seventh  street,  ^md  the  next  in- 
formation I  had  Secretary  Chandler  sent  for  me  on  the  following  moni- 
ing  and  inquired  what  that  scandal  was  in  the  record  division,  and  I  toH 
him  what  it  was  relating  to  this  business  transaction,  and  that  was  all 
there  was  about  it.  Some  person  told  the  Ms^or  I  was  over  there  and 
he  came  to  my  desk 

The  Chairman.  Who  came  to  your  desk? — A.  Maj.  Barker.  He 
said,  "  You  have  been  over  to  the  Secretary's."  I  said,  **  Who  toldyoa 
that!"  He  said,  ^^  I  had  a  man  watching  you  and  had  a  telephone  from 
there."  I  said,  "  There  is  no  need  of  me  telling  you,  then."  He  wanted 
to  know  what  Secretary  I  saw,  and  I  told  him  it  was  none  of  his  bofii- 
ness. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  What  was  done  about  itt — ^A.  The  next  morning  about  9.30  I 
was  summoned  before  Gen.  Bussey  and  Commissioner  Banm,  Mr. 
Morse  and  myself,  and  permitted  to  make  a  statement.  I  don't  sup- 
pose we  were  in  the  place  five  minutes.  It  was  a  surprise  to  me,  and 
they  threw  up  charges  of  collusion  and  star-route  business  and  every- 
thing of  that  kind,  and  about  getting  a  snap  judgment  on  Msy.  Barker 
and  trying  to  discredit  him  in  the  office. 

Q.  And  bring  discredit  on  the  administration  of  the  office t — ^A.  Yes, 
sir.  And  that  is  about  all  I  can  recollect,  except  one  conversation,  and 
that  was  about  all  I  can  recollect.  I  was  sitting  between  Gen.  Bassey 
and  a  man  by  the  name  of  Landon.  I  din't  know  Gen.  Bussey,  and 
Gen.  Bussey  asked  Mr.  Landon  if  he  ever  loaned  Mj\j.  Barker  or  in- 
dorsed his  note,  and  he  said  he  had  never  done  either,  which  was  ftdse 
in  every  respect. 

Q.  You  say  his  statement  was  fiEilseT — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  statement  before  Gen.  Bussey  said  Mr.  Eaom 
in  regard  to  this  matter  at  that  time?-— A.  I  made  a  statement  three  or 
four  minutes  long.  There  were  three  or  four  asking  me  questions  al 
one  time.  I  didn't  hardly  know  what  the  conversation  was  al^mt  All 
I  know  is  there  was  star-route  business.  Maj.  Barker  wa^j  standing 
behind  Commis^^onec  Ravun  liQlding  up  a  paper  claiming  that  I  had  got 
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rid  of  the  Btar-ronte  business  by  fictitious  means,  and  waving  his  hand 
as  much  as  to  say  I  had  no  business  in  the  office  anyway. 

Q.  He  was  behind  the  Commissioner! — A.  Yes,  sir^  behind  Commis- 
sioner Baum. 

Q.  You  understood  that  he  meant  you  were  not  fit  to  be  in  the  serv- 
ice anyway? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  else  was  tneref — A.  They  were  all  making  so  much  noise 
and  talking  at  the  same  time  I  could  not  very  well  understand  what 
was  going  on.    I  was  very  nervous  at  the  time. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  of  the  investigation  f — A.  The  result  from 
what  I  can  understand  from  the  papers  was  that  it  was  recommended 
that  I  should  be  dismissed  by  the  Commissioner  and  Gen.  Bussey — Sec- 
retary Bussey. 

Q.  Did  you  state  the  fact  to  them  that  you  have  stated  here,  or  did 
they  have  the  facts t — A.  No,  sir;  I  was  not  permitted.  They  told  me 
after  we  had  been  in  there  for  a  few  minutes  '^  that  it  was  sufficient." 

Q.  What  did  you  state  to  themt  Did  you  state  to  them  the  transac- 
tion so  far  as  you  and  Morse  and  Barker  were  concerned  t — ^A.  I  think 
so;  I  tried  to.  But  I  don't  know  how  far  I  went.  I  supx>ose  the  state- 
ment is  up  there  yet,  though. 

Q.  You  were  told  that  that  was  sufficientt — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  the  recommendation  followed  for  your  dis- 
missal T — ^A.  I  heard  it  in  about  five  minutes  afterwards. 

The  Chaibman.  What  became  of  that  recommendation  t 

A.  Thenextmominglcalled  on  Secretary  Chandler,  and  he  told  me  Sec- 
retary Bussey  and  Commissioner  Eaum  had  recommended  my  dismissal, 
and  I  told  him  I  had  been  in  the  office  twelve  or  thirteen  years  and  I  was 
not  in  a  condition  to  be  removed.  I  related  the  circumstances  to  liim 
as  I  have  here,  as  near  as  I  could,  and  after  consultation  for  a  little 
while  he  said  I  should  have  a  hearing,  and  I  asked  him  if  I  could 
employ  an  attorney,  and  he  said  I  could.  I  employed  an  attorney  and 
he  went  and  saw  the  Commissioner. 

Judge  Payson.  Who  was  het 

A.  A.  8.  Worthington. 

Mr.  Enloe.  He  called  on  the  Commissioner? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  asked  him  what  he  wanted.  I  suppose  he  wanted  to 
know  what  he  wanted  me  to  disprove,  and  on  that  Mr.  Worthington 
made  out  a  statement  giving  my  connection  with  the  transaction  and 
gave  it  to  the  Commissioner,  as  requested. 

Judge  Rayson.  Substantially  as  you  have  given  it  heret 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  about  the  same,  but  a  good  many  things  omitted  from  that. 

By  the  Chaibman.  You  say  those  were  the  requirements  of  the 
Conmiissionerf 

A.  Yes^  sir  5  he  answered  i^e  requirements  of  the  Commissioner, 
and  that  is  the  last  I  ever  heard  of  it  so  far  as  the  Commissioner  is 
concerned.  I  have  never  made  a  cent  in  the  whole  thing,  and  I  am  out 
any  quantity  of  money  from  it,  besides  a  lot  of  fiin. 

The  Witness.  (Handing  paper  to  Mr.  Enloe.)  That  is  Mr.  Latourette's 
affidavit. 

Mr.  Enloe.  I  guess  we  had  better  let  that  go  in.  This  is  short  and 
to  the  point. 

Judge  Payson.  Are  you  advised  in  any  way  what  the  Commissioner 
did  with  reference  to  this  statement  which  Mr.  Worthington  prepared! 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  not  discharged  from  the  office,  and  have  remained  there 
ever  since  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Enloe.  But  have  not  been  restored  to  your  former  position! 

A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe  reads  affidavit  of  Latourette,  as  follows : 

District  of  Columbia.  b$: 

Before  me,  George  E.  Terry,  &  notary  public  in  and  for  the  District  aforesaid,  per- 
sonally appeared  John  \V.  Latourette,  who  being  dnly  sworn,  deposes  andMTSt  that 
Mr.  James  W.  Donahue  never  received  from  me  any  money  or  other  consijeratioo 
whatsoever  or  a  promise  of  anv  money  or  any  consideration  for  any  purpose,  and 
that  I  am  not  interested  in  Mr.  Donahue  in  any  way,  and  I  hold  him  both  lendly  and 
morally  responsible  for  four  notes  bearing  his  indorsement,  two  of  George  Baaeett's 
and  one  of  William  T.  Ford  and  one  of  Hon.  Lemuel  T.  Bnrsley,  who  are  clerks  in 
the  Pension  Bureau ;  and  I  further  swear  that  there  never  was  an  agreement  between 
Mr.  Donahue  and  myself  that  whatever  paper  he  (Donahue)  indorsed  and  bronghtor 
sent  to  me  I  would  take  and  divide,  or  give  him  any  commission. 

J.  W.  LATOUBrmt. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  28th  day  of  May,  1S91. 

[seal.]  G£0R0b  E.  Terry, 

Notary  Fnblie, 

A  true  copy. 

George  £.  Terry, 

Notary  FukUe, 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Was  that  one  of  the  charges  that  they  were  preferring  against 
you,  that  you  were  acting  as  agent  for  Mr.  Latourette f — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
that,  and  in  connection  with  the  star-route  business. 

Q.  It  appeared,  as  you  have  testified  here  to-day,  that  your  indorse- 
ments for  these  people  were  not  always  indorsed  on  papers  that  went  to 
Mr.  Latourette,  but  went  to  other  parties  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  got  the  money  on  your  indorsement? — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
those  people,  most  of  them,  had  borrowed  money  from  Mr.  Latourette 
before  I  ever  indorsed  for  them,  and  some  of  them  have  borrowed  from 
him  since. 

Q.  Were  you  looking  for  a  promotion  while  you  were  indorsing  notes 
for  these  people? — A.  No,  sir;  I  was  not.  I  was  in  the  middle  division 
when  Mr  Harrison  came  in  as  President.  Mr.  Ford  and  I  were  associ- 
ated together.  I  had  been  under  him  during  the  prior  administrations. 
I  had  the  assurance  that  I  would  not  be  promoted. 

Judge  Payson.  These  indorsements  were  made  out  of  good  nature 
on  your  part  and  a  desire  to  help  these  men? 

A.  Y^es,  sir;  they  came  to  me  with  all  kinds  ot  apx>eals  and  every- 
thing of  that  kind.  I  could  have  gone  on  these  men's  notes  for  a 
thousand  dollars;  I  could  have  ruin<^  Latourette,  or  even  Vanderbilt 
These  men,  Kelly  and  Barker,  would  have  ruined  a  man«  They  robbed 
everybody. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  still  in  office? 

A.  Y'es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  indorse  any  for  Theodore  Smith? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  Theodore  Smith  ever  have  any  connection  with  your  loan- 
ing money  to  Kelly? — ^A.  No,  sir;  never  si)oke  to  him  in  my  life  until 
two  months  ago. 

By  Mr.  DUNGAN : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  other  people  acting  as  a  sort  of  a 
go-between  or  agent  to  get  Mr.  Latourette  to  grant  these  accommoda* 
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tions,  like  yoa  seem  to  have  done  for  your  friends  her^f — A.  Kever 
heard  of  it. 

Q.  You  don't  know  anything  about  that f— A.  Ko,  sir.  I  have  got 
here  where  Kelly  borrowed  about  $1,200  or  $1,400,  and  Barker  about 
the  same. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  reason  why  these  men  came  to  you;  were  you 
a  money-lender  f— A.  I  never  loaned  a  dollar  in  my  life. 

Judge  Payson.  Ever  loan  your  indorsements 

A.  Yes,  sir;  my  indorsement  would  bring  its  value  anywhere. 

By  Mr.  Dttngan  : 

Q.  How  did  they  happen  to  come  to  you  to  get  money  from  Latou- 
rett  ef — ^A.  I  was  a  fresh  fish. 

Q.  You  are  well  salted  now,  thenf — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  pretty  well 
salted. 

By  the  Ghaibman: 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Kelly  borrowed  from  the  clerks,  and  has  been  right 
along! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  and  not  paying  it. 

Q.  You  know  there  are  $1,000  or  $1,200  out  against  himt — A.  There 
was  at  that  time,  when  he  said  he  didn't  owe  anything. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  now? — A.  Some  of  it  is,  I  know. 

Q.  Does  the  Commissioner  know  of  itf — A.  Except  in  conversations 
with  him. 

Q.  Where  did  he  have  the  conversation  with  yout — A.  We  had  a 
dozen  conversations  at  the  Pension  Office,  at  my  desk  there. 

By  Mr.  Enloe  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  indorse  for  Howard! — ^A.  K"o,  sir. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  in  any  of  these  transactions  that  you  went  to  La- 
tourette  to  get  money  for  other  people,  or  that  the  people  came  to  you  and 
got  your  indorsement  and  went  and  negotiated  your  paper  with  Latou- 
rette! — ^A.  They  always  came  to  me,  some  of  them  a  dozen  times,  be- 
fore I  would  do  anything  of  the  kind.  I  never  suggested  Mr.  Latourette 
to  a  man  in  my  life,  or  anybody  else. 

Q.  You  see  him  about  the  office  frequently. — ^A.  Mr.  Latourette  t 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — ^A.  Twice  a  month  regularly. 

By  Judge  Payson  : 

Q.  What  days! — ^A.  Sometimes  on  the  street,  too,  he  would  like  to 
have  set  me  crazy  running  after  this  money. 

Q.  Did  he  come  any  usual  day,  about  pay  day,  to  make  his  collections 
at  the  Pension  Office  t — A.  Yes^  sir. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Do  you  know  or  anybody  else  who  had  the  run  of  the 
Pension  Office  as  a  brokerage  shop  except  Latourette  f 

A.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  some  others.  I  didn't  know  their  names;  I 
knew  them  by  sight,  but  I  can't  say  anything  of  my  own  knowledge. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  to  the  committee,  Mr.  Donahue,  aU  there  was 
between  you  and  Mr.  Latourette,  I  should  say  all  there  was  between 
you  and  Kelly  about  that  stock.  I  want  the  entire  conversation  be- 
tween you  and  Kelly  when  he  borrowed  the  $25. — A.  I  could  not  tell 
you  any  more  than  I  have.  That  is  everything  he  said.  He  said  he 
owed  the  Commissioner  $25  for  some  stock  and  the  Commissioner  prom- 
ised to  promote  him  and  he  wanted  to  pay  the  Commissioner  the  money. 

Q.  This  was  Kelly? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  is  still  in  office  f — ^A.  YeSj^  sir» 

^49  PEN 
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ByMr.  Bnlob: 

Q.  Hm  he  been  promoted  t — ^A.  I  don't  know,  bflt  I  think  he  has. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  have  not  stated  to  somebody  in  a  con- 
versation that  he  told  yon  that  this  money  was  borrowed  to  pay  for  re- 
frigerator stock,  or  you  believe  that  was  what  he  borrowed  it  for!— 
A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  say  any  such  thing  about  it;  I  didn't  know  any- 
thing of  the  kind  until  I  saw  it  in  the  jmper.  I  never  heard  any  per- 
son in  the  office  mention  any  refrigerator  stock  except  through  the 
pax>ers. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  understood  you  to  say  the  Commissioner  promised 
him  promotion  after  he  bought  this  stock? 

A.  No,  sir ;  he  said  he  owed  the  Commissioner  $25  for  some  stock 
and  that  the  Commissioner  had  promised  to  promote  him,  aud  be 

wanted  my  indorsement  to  pay  the  (25  he  owed  the  Commissiouei. 

• 

By  Mr.  Dungan  : 

Q.  Mr.  Enloe  asked  you  if  you  ever  told  anyone  that  this  was 
refrigerator  stock.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  know  the  gentleman  who  is 
running  Marble  Hall  heret — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  you  indorsed  his  paper  or  he  would  be  turned 
down,  and  if  he  paid  it  he  would  be  promoted! — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  never 
said  any  such  thuig.  I  have  not  said  anything  of  the  kind.  I  hare 
had  a  great  many  persons  ask  me  the  same  question.  Everybody  I 
ever  told  it  to  asked  me  that. 

Q.  You  answer  that  not — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  that  note! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  it  yet! — ^A.  No,  sir:  he  renewed  it  by  a  $60  note! 

Q.  That  $60  note  is  outstanding! — ^A.  I  don't  know  that.  That  gen- 
tleman there  will  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  realize  anything  from  it! — A.  I  am  out  that,  and  I 
think  I  am  out  on  another  transaction  where  I  endorsed  another  note 
and  that  cost  me  $69.10. 

Q.  You  spoke  about  one  of  these  notes  or  some  of  the«e  notes  being 
negotiated  or  turned  over  to  Maye's  Bank! — A.  Ye«,  sir;  that  is  tbe 
Ford  note. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  other  notes  being  discounted  at  May se's  Bank  !  Do 
you  know  of  Mayse's  Bank  discounting  other  paper  for  loans  nego- 
tiated with  Pension  Office  employes! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  a  statement 
in  my  pocket.  That  is  the  one  I  wanted  to  show  you  in  regard  to  Maj. 
Barker  saying  he  didn't  owe  anything. 

Q.  Is  that  Mayse's  Bank  a  private  bank! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  William  Mayse  &  Co.'s  Bank! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  this  paper  that  was  issued  found  its  way 
from  the  clerk's  hand  into  the  bank  by  indorsement  simply  for  collec- 
tion, or  whether  it  was  sold  to  the  bank! — ^A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  the  bank  became  the  owner  of  the  note, 
or  it  was  simply  deposited  for  collection! — ^A.  I  don't  know;  I  presume 
it  was  deposited  there,  and  I  think  Mr.  Mayse  told  me  so. 

Mr.  Enloe.  Let  it  appear  that  Mr.  Donahue  produced  an  affidavit 
showing  that  L.  B.  Landon  was  an  indorser  on  Maj.  Barker's  note  to 
the  sum  of  $60  held  by  the  bank  of  Mayse  &  Co. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  personal  knowledge  of  that  indorsement  of  Lan- 
don's! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  that 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  was  loaned  him  when  he  was  promoted  f 
—A.  No^  sir;  he  was  promoted  before  that. 

Oommitbee  aidjo\iTii^uu\Ai^o\i<^'d»i  ^\>\^<^  ^^ibu 


,.»  •■  •" 


k'^ 


% 


■1 


}\ 


■'■u 


|L»l 


^^f.^: 


lf~n 


^f^ 


